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1383

England

7 Rich. 2, ch. 13 (1383)

Prohibited possession of
launcegays. Punished by forfeiture
of the weapon.

Objection to inclusion.

“Historical evidence that long predates [the founding]
may not illuminate the scope of the right if linguistic or
legal conventions changed in the intervening years.”
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136.

And English history is ambiguous at best, and the
Court saw “little reason to think that the Framers would
have thought it applicable in the New World.” Id. at
2139.

As this chart shows, bans on simply possessing
weapons did not continue into the 18th and 19th
centuries.

Finally, the State has not provided the current status of
this law indicating whether the law was ever repealed
or reviewed by a court.?

1396

England

20 Rich. 2, ch. 1 (1396)

Prohibited possession of
launcegays. Punished by forfeiture
of the weapon.

Objection to inclusion.

“Historical evidence that long predates [the founding]
may not illuminate the scope of the right if linguistic or
legal conventions changed in the intervening years.”
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136.

And English history is ambiguous at best, and the
Court saw “little reason to think that the Framers would
have thought it applicable in the New World.” Id. at
2139.

As this chart shows, bans on simply possessing
weapons did not continue into the 18th and 19th
centuries.

! Plaintiffs will not repeat this for each entry in the chart in which the State did not provide the current status of the law, because it applies to the vast

majority of the entries in this survey. It is likely that many of the laws the State cites here have been repealed or replaced or are otherwise no longer enforced.
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3 1541 England 33 Hen.8,ch.6881, 18 Prohibited possession of any Obijection to inclusion.
(1541) ggﬁsbﬁa\:\ﬁehalznfe%:nier:jagltj)g_t;,cf[)sr “Historical evidence that long predates [the founding]
Iiviny within 12 mﬁles of tlj']e may not illuminate the scope of the right if linguistic or
g : legal conventions changed in the intervening years.”
Scottish border. Punishable by Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2136
forfeiture or payment of 10 ’ T '
pounds. And English history is ambiguous at best, and the
Court saw “little reason to think that the Framers would
have thought it applicable in the New World.” Id. at
2139.
As this chart shows, bans on simply possessing
weapons did not continue into the 18th and 19th
centuries.
4 1606 England 4 Jac. 1, ch. 1 (1606) Repealed exemption for subjects Objection to inclusion.
L'(‘)’:gg rv%l(;trhtr%s Lnege?n()f (';?e Scottish “Historical evidence that long predates [the founding]
crosshows. hand Ensg and dem may not illuminate the scope of the right if linguistic or
hakes ’ guns, y legal conventions changed in the intervening years.”
' Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136.
And English history is ambiguous at best, and the
Court saw “little reason to think that the Framers would
have thought it applicable in the New World.” Id. at
2139.
As this chart shows, bans on simply possessing
weapons did not continue into the 18th and 19th
centuries in America.
5 1686 New Jersey Grants, Concessions, and Prohibited the carrying “privately” | Objection to inclusion.

Original Constitutions of
The Province of New
Jersey 289-90 (1881)

of any pocket pistol, skeines,
stilettoes, daggers or dirks, or other
unusual or unlawful weapons.
Punishable by fine of 5 pounds for
first conviction, and punishable by
imprisonment for 6 months and a
fine of 10 pounds.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

“Historical evidence that long predates [the founding]
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may not illuminate the scope of the right if linguistic or
legal conventions changed in the intervening years.”
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136.

1689

England

English Bill of Rights of
1689, 1 Wm. & Mary ch. 2,
§7

Provided a right for Protestants to
have “Arms for their Defense . . .
as allowed by law.”

No objection to inclusion.

Though it is an English law that predates the founding
by nearly 100 years, it evidences a general right to
arms for self-defense that carried into the New World.
See Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136.

To the extent, however, the law limited its scope to
“Protestant” subjects, it includes a restriction on the
rights of disfavored populations (e.g., Catholics) that
would not survive in America past the ratification of
the 14™ Amendment.

Further, such a restriction is not “relevantly similar” to
CA'’s assault weapon ban because it restricts who (i.e.,
only disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not
what arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

1730

New York

William Livingston
(Editor), The Laws of New
York 199 (1752), ch. 560, §
20

Prohibited a slave from possessing
or using a gun, pistol, sword, club,
or other kind of weapon unless in
the presence and at the direction of
their Master or Mistress.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. The law presents a flat ban on possession
of multiple commonly-owned weapons by slaves, not
individuals who would have been considered “the
People.”

This law predates the founding by more than a half-
century, shedding little light on the understanding of
the second amendment.
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The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.
Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

8 1750 Massachusetts | 1750 Mass. Acts 544, ch. Prohibited the carrying of a club or | Objection to inclusion.

17,81 z?t%rugea%?r:mdlfutéﬂgz:}mﬁulIy, This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
assembl)i/ﬁ Punishable by seizin weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
the wea o% and a hearin ybefore 9" | manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
the courrz g certain arms, and even then, only applies when one is

' engaged in unlawful, riotous, or tumultuous assembly.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
9 1765 England 1 William Blackstone, Recognized the “fifth and last No objection to inclusion.

Commentaries 139, ch. 1
(1765)

auxiliary right,” which provided
that Protestant subjects had the
right to “arms for their defence
“such as are allowed by law.”

Though it is an English law that predates the founding
by nearly 100 years, it evidences a general right to
arms for self-defense that carried into the New World.
See Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136.

To the extent, however, the law limited its scope to
“Protestant” subjects, it includes a restriction on the
rights of disfavored populations (e.g., Catholics) that
would not survive in America past the ratification of
the 14" Amendment.

Further, such a restriction is not “relevantly similar” to
CA'’s assault weapon ban because it restricts who (i.e.,
only disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not
what arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
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Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.
10 1771 New Jersey 1763-1775 N.J. Laws 346, | Prohibited the setting of any trap Objection to inclusion.
ch. 539,810 g#?n'ntregdsdotrootzﬁfecrhg(;gfrR};ﬁgg The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Punigﬁab?e ’b forfeiture of the | weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
firearm and f)i/ne of 6 pounds arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
P ' setting of “trap guns™). And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.
11 1771 | New Hampshire | Acts and Laws of His Prohibited any persons numbering | Objection to inclusion.
Majesty’s Province of New tW elve or more being amled with This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Hampshire 9-10 (1771), clubs or other weapons,” or any ban. It d th ion transf
ch. 6 §2 group numbering thirty or more weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
' from unlawfully. routousl ’ manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
riotously. or tu%ultuousl Y certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
assembl)i/hg y illegal activity (i.e., rioting). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
12 1786 Massachusetts | 1786 Mass. Acts 87, ch. 38 | Prohibited being armed with a club | Objection to inclusion.
or other weapon while rioting. This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
illegal activity (i.e., rioting). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
13 1788 Ohio 1788-1801 Ohio Laws 20, | Prohibited the carrying of any Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] ch. 6 “dangerous weapon” that indicates

a violent intention while
committing a burglary. Punishable
by imprisonment for up to 40
years.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e., burglary
w/ intent to commit violence). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.
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14 1792 Virginia Collection of All Such Acts | Prohibited any “negro or mulatto” | Objection to inclusion.
Of. thg General Assgmbly of | from possessing or carrying a gun, The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
Virginia, of a Public and powder, shot, club, or other . .
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
Permanent Nature, as are weapon. ; ‘s :
. even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
Now in Force 187 (1803), 18th and 19th centuries
ch. 103, §8§ 8-9 '
The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who (i.e., only
disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not what
arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.
Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.
15 1797 Delaware 1 Del. Laws 104 (1797), ch. | Prohibited “any Negro or Mulatto | Objection to inclusion.

43,86

slave” from carrying guns, swords,
pistols, fowling pieces, clubs, or
other arms and weapons without
the master’s special license.

The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who (i.e., only
disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not what
arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

Plaintiffs cannot also help but note that the State has
changed this citation from its appendix in Duncan, to
exclude the embarrassing title “An Act for the Trial of
Negroes.”
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16

1798

Kentucky

1798 Ky. Acts 106, ch. 54,
§5

Prohibited “negro, mulatto, or
Indian” from possessing or
carrying a gun, powder, shot, club,
or other weapon or ammunition.

Objection to inclusion.

The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who may use and
possess arms, not what arms they may possess. Id. at
2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

17

1799

Mississippi
[Territory]

1799 Miss. Laws 113, A
Law For The Regulation Of
Slaves

Prohibited any “Negro or mulatto”
from carrying gun, powder, shot,
club, or other weapon. Also
prohibits a “negro or mulatto”
from possessing a gun, weapon, or
ammunition.

Objection to inclusion.

The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who (i.e., only
disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not what
arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

18

1799

New Jersey

Charles Nettleton, Laws of
the State of New-Jersey, at
474 (1821), [An Act to
Describe, Apprehend and

Prohibited the carrying of any
pistol, hanger, cutlass, bludgeon,
or other offensive weapon, with
intent to assault any person.”

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of




Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE Document 154-1 Filed 06/23/23 Page 8 of 153 Page ID

#:13199

Rupp v. Bonta, No. 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE
Plaintiffs’ Disagreements re Defendant’s Survey of Relevant Statutes

No. Year Jurisdiction | Citation Description of Regulation Plaintiffs’ Position
Punish Disorderly Persons certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
(1799)], 82 or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
19 1801 Tennessee 1801 Tenn. Laws 259-60, Prohibited the private carrying of | Objection to inclusion.
ch.22,86 aznyo(tjr:g;’ Jgﬂgiﬁ)nu'ie\,’vgz'ftg:{ ?g This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
thgfear or ter?or of an grsén ” weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
unless a surety is ostey dp ’ manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Punishable asyfor ?‘breac.h of the certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133. This law
peace, or riot at common law.” presents a different “how.
The law also only limits carrying of these arms “to the
terror of the people” or privately carrying, presenting a
different “why.” Violators were not banned from
carrying entirely, and were only required to post a bond
to ensure good behavior.
20 1804 Arkansas J. Steele (Editor), Laws of Prohibited_ any “slave or mulatto” | Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] the Arkansas Territory 521 | from keeping or carrying a gun, The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and

(1835), § 3 [Slaves]

powder, shot, club, or other
weapon

slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who (i.e., only
disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not what
arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms. This law
specified that violators punished to lashes not
exceeding thirty-nine for any "slave or mulatto™.

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
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significance of the Second Amendment.”” Id. at 2154.

21

1804

Indiana
[Territory]

1804 Ind. Acts 108, § 4

Prohibited a “slave or mulatto”
from carrying or possessing a gun,
powder, shot, club or other weapon
and ammunition.

Objection to inclusion.

The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who (i.e., only
disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not what
arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

Further, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Id. at 2154.

Finally, plaintiffs cannot also help but note that the
State has changed this citation from its appendix in
Duncan, excluding the unflattering title “A Law
Entitled a Law Respecting Slaves.”

22

1804

Mississippi
[Territory]

1804 Miss. Laws 90, § 4

Prohibited a “Slave” from keeping
or carrying a gun, powder, shot,
club, or other weapon.

Obijection to inclusion.

The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who may use and
possess arms, not what arms anyone may possess.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect “the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Id. at 2154.

Plaintiffs cannot also help but note that the State has
changed this citation from its appendix in Duncan,
excluding the unflattering title “An Act Respecting
Slaves.”

23

1805

Massachusetts

1805 Mass. Acts 111-13,
ch. 81

Authorized the appointment of
firearm provers to ensure that
musket components were safe and
to stamp the barrels confirming the
proof. Prohibited the sale of any
firearm that was not proved and
stamped. Punishable by a fine of
$10.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacturer of any arm. It only authorized the
appointment of officials to test the quality of barrels
before sale. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

24

1809

Maryland

Virgil Maxcy (Editor),
Laws of Maryland, with the
Charter, the Bill Of Rights,
the Constitution of the
State, and Its Alterations,
the Declaration of
Independence, and the
Constitution of the United
States, and Its Amendments
465 (Vol 3, 1811), § 4

Prohibited the carrying of any
pistol, hanger, cutlass, bludgeon,
or other offensive weapon with the
intent to assault a person.
Punishable by imprisonment for 3
months to 2 years.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or attempting to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.

10
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at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
25 1812 Kentucky William Littell (Editor), Prohibited the wearing of “a Objection to inclusion.
Statute Law of Kentucky; pocket pistol, dirk, large knife, or . . « T ,
with Notes, Praelections, sword in a cane, concealed as a \Tvzgplglr\:vblj nn(?: d:)egs\r/%r,:t:};r‘:"ggé s sti(()Jr??r aS ni?zérlu(l)tr
and Observations weapon, unless when traveling on ' | :
. . - . . manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
on the Public Acts 64 a journey.” Punishable by a fine of certain arms. and gven then i?only regu?/ates r?low they
(1812-1816), ch. 89 not less than $100. are carried. éruen, 142 S.C'E. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
26 1813 Louisiana 1813 La. Acts 172, An Act | Prohibited the carrying of any Obijection to inclusion.
s and | o o aber MO0 | i o is ot rlevanty it Ca”s s
- . i ’ ' ' ' weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
SI(:CZ% ﬁ]r%egkmepgebslslgr other deadly weapon. manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Manner. § 1 y certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
’ are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
27 1814 Massachusetts | 1814 Mass. Acts. 464, ch. Required all musket and pistol Obijection to inclusion.

192,88 1-2

barrels manufactured in
Massachusetts to be proved by an
appointed person and properly
marked and stamped.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacturer of any arm. It only required the quality of
barrels to be tested and marked with a seal of quality
approval before sale. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the

11
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Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
28 1816 Georgia Lucius Q.C. Lamar Prohibited the carrying of any Objection to inclusion.
o S oo hon i | TS W is ot “elevanty i 1o CA's s
: : weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Georgia, Passed by the intent to assault a person.
. . . S . manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

Inclusive. Comprising all be determined by a jury. or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.

the Laws Passed within assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

those Periods, Arranged Further, the law was adopted too long after the

under Appropriate Heads, Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.

with Notes of Reference to at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136

those Laws, or Parts of (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more

Laws, which are Amended weight than it can rightly bear.”).

or Repealed to which are

Added such Concurred and

Approved Resolutions, as

are Either of General,

Local, or Private Moment.

Concluding with a Copious

Index to the Laws, a

Separate one to the

Resolutions 599 (1821),

div. 10, 8 19

29 1818 Missouri Henry S. Geyer (Editor), A | Prohibited “slave or mulatto” from | Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] Digest of the Laws of carrying a gun, powder, shot, club

Missouri Territory 374
(1818) & 3 [Slaves]

or other weapon and from
possessing a gun or ammunition.

The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who (i.e., only

12
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disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not what
arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Id. at 2154.

30

1820

Indiana

1820 Ind. Acts 39, ch. 23, §
1

Prohibited any person, “not being
a traveler,” from wearing or
carrying “any dirk, pistol, sword in
a cane, or other dangerous
weapon.” Punishable by a fine of
no more than $100.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

31

1821

Maine

Revised Statutes of the State
of Maine 683 (1840), tit.
12,ch. 159, 8§85

Prohibited any persons numbering
twelve or more being armed with
“clubs or other weapons,” or any
group numbering thirty or more,
from unlawfully, routously,
riotously, or tumultuously
assembling.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, only applies when one is
engaged in unlawful, riotous, or tumultuous assembly.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

But if it were relevant, the law was adopted too long
after the Founding to be afforded much weight Heller,
554 U.S. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

13
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32 1821 Maine Revised Statutes of the State | Prohibited the carrying of a dirk, Objection to inclusion.
?2 I\/é?]mle6209§ (115 40), it g?%%iri’\/z\,\elx%dag:ftglbsg 3&2? on This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
R ' without reasonablg cause to fgar an weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
assault. Upon complaint of an manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
erson. thg erson Fi)nten din tg certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
garry shch VSeapons may beg are carried. And it includes an exception for self-
required to find sureties for defense. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
keeping the peace for up to six Further, the law was adopted too long after the
months. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
33 1831 Indiana 1831 Ind. Rev. Stat. 192, Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
ch. 26, § 58 8]; ag?/ g\;\;gr (5) |isr,]t%la,1 nbeog\;lz r:(ngfﬁ or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
daggerbus or deadlv wea or): ” weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
unlegss “being a tra\)//eler ”p ’ manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Punishable bg fine of u. to $100 certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
y P " | are carried. And it includes an exception for travelers.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
34 1835 Florida John P. Duval (Editor), Prohibited concealed carry of Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] Compilation of the Public “arms of any kind whatsoever”

Acts of the Legislative
Council of the Territory of
Florida, Passed Prior to
1840 423 (1839), ch. 860

including “dirk, pistol, or other
arm, or weapon, except a common
pocket-knife.” Punishable by fine
from $50-100 and/or 1 to 6
months imprisonment.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
arms, and even then, it only regulates how they are
carried. And it includes an exception for pocket knives.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

14
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect “the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Id. at 2154.

35

1835

Massachusetts

Theron Metcalf (Editor),
Revised Statutes of the
Commonwealth of
Massachusetts Passed
November 4, 1835 to which
are Subjoined, as Act in
Amendment Thereof, and
an Act Expressly to Repeal
the Acts Which are
Consolidated Therein, both
Passed in February 1836
750 (1836) ch. 134, § 16

Prohibited the carrying of a dirk,

dagger, sword, pistol, or other

offensive and dangerous weapon
without reasonable cause to fear an

assault. Punishable by finding

sureties for keeping the peace for a

term up to 6 months.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Objection to Description.

The law does not even ban carry. It only required the
posting of a surety and, even then, only if someone
complained of a reasonable fear of the person carrying.

The relevant text is as follows: “If any person shall go
armed with a dirk, dagger, sword, pistol, or other
offensive and dangerous weapon, without reasonable
cause to fear an assault or other injury, or violence to
his person, or to his family or property, he may, on
complaint of any person having reasonable cause to
fear an injury, or breach of the peace, be required to
find sureties for keeping the peace, for a term not

15
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exceeding six months, with the right of appealing as
before provided.”?
36 1837 Alabama 1837 Ala. Laws 7, No. 11, | Imposed tax of $100 on any person | Objection to inclusion.

881,2 Sée(l)cvr;g’k%i\%ng} oAr rggsnz(;zmg of any This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
toothpick. Failure to pav the tax weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
was s%b'e.ct to enaltp 3; eriur manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on transferring

J P y of penury. certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
37 1837 Arkansas William McK. Ball Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

(Editor), Revised Statutes of | of any pistol, dirk, butche[‘or large This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

the State of Arkansas, knife, sword cane, unless “upon a ban. It d b . f

Adopted at the October journey.” weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or

Session of the General manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

: certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how one

Assembly of Said State, may carry. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133

A.0.1837 280 (1838), ch. y carry. ! s '

44, div. 8, art. 1, 8§ 13 Further, the law was adopted too long after the

Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

38 1837 Georgia Acts of the General Prohibited any merchant, or “any No objection to inclusion.

The law was held to be unconstitutional under the 2nd
Amendment. Nunn v. State, 1 Ga. 243 (1846). To the
extent that it bans the transfer or possession of common
arms, like CA’s assault weapon ban does, judicial

2 https://firearmslaw.duke.edu/laws/theron-metcalf-the-revised-statutes-of-the-commonwealth-of-massachusetts-passed-november-4-1835-to-

which-are-subjoined-an-act-in-amendment-thereof-and-an-act-expressly-to-repeal-the-acts-which-a/

16
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December 1837, at 90-91 and sold for the purpose of review of the law tends to show that CA’s assault ban

(1838) wearing, or carrying the same as is also unconstitutional.
arms of offence or defence,”
pistols, swords, sword canes, or
spears. Exempted “such pistols as
are known as horseman’s pistols”
from these restrictions. Punishable
by a fine of up to $100-500 for the
first offense and $500-1,000 for
subsequent offenses.

39 1837 Mississippi 1837 Miss. Laws 290-92, § | Prohibited the use of any rifle, Objection to inclusion.

6 ZTflfgk%r:f ;V\Ig)(;\(/jvicearllﬁ’i fglsg?lég;rk’ This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
other deadly weapon in’a fight in weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
which one of the combatants was manufa_cture of any arm. It bans the use of_ arms
killed, and the exhibition of any (including common arms) to asse_lult and kill people. It
dirk airk knife. Bowie knife also bans brandishing a weapon in a threatening
sword, sword cane, or other deadly rznlagger necessary for self-defense. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
weapon in a rude or threatening '
manner that was not in necessary Further, the law was adopted too long after the
self-defense. Punishable by Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
liability to decedent and a fine of at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
up to $500 and imprisonment for (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
up to 3 months. weight than it can rightly bear.”).

40 1837 Mississippi — | 1837 Miss. Laws 294, 8§ 5 Authorized the town of Sharon to | Objection to inclusion.

Town of Sharon

enact “the total inhibition of the
odious and savage practice” of
carrying dirks, Bowie knives, or
pistols.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession of any arm or
any conduct at all. It instead purports to authorize a
local jurisdiction to adopt a law. And the State does not
indicate whether the town actually passed that law.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Even if the town did pass such a law, it would not be
“relevantly similar” because it would regulate only
carry of certain arms.

17
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

41

1837

Tennessee

1837-1838 Tenn. Pub. Acts
200, ch. 137,81

Prohibited any merchant from
selling a Bowie knife or Arkansas
tooth pick. Punishable by fine of
$100-500 and imprisonment for 1-
6 months.

Objection to inclusion.

If the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this law
are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not “relevantly
similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in common use for
lawful purposes. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

But if it were relevant, the law was adopted too long
after the Founding to be afforded much weight—
especially because the law is not consistent with
founding-era laws. Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see
also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against
“giving postenactment history more weight than it can
rightly bear.”).

And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133. It was the only still-standing prohibition on
sales of bowie knives by the end of the 19th century.
Kopel, Bowie Knife Statutes 1837-1899, Reason
Magazine (Nov. 20, 2022).

42

1837

Tennessee

1837-1838 Tenn. Pub. Acts
200-201, ch. 137,82

Prohibited the carrying of a
concealed Bowie knife, Arkansas
tooth pick, or other knife or
weapon. Punishable by fine of
$200-500 and imprisonment for 3-
6 months.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136

18
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
43 1837 Tennessee 1837-1838 Tenn. Pub. Acts | Prohibited the stabbing or cutting | Objection to inclusion.
201, ch. 137,54 \(/)\fegngtr:]i;gsczogsgl‘gggcxekﬂmi eor This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Arkgnsas tooth pick. or an knife, weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
or weapon that ghall’ in for?/n shape manufacture of any arm. It only bans the use of certain
or size resemble a Bowie Knife,” knives to stab or cut people. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
regardless of whether the person Further, the law was adopted too long after the
dies. Punishable by imprisonment | Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
for 3-15 years. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
44 1838 Florida 1838 Fl. Acts 36, No. 24, § | Imposed tax on those selling and Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] 1 Eyvfrzaigm% g';l:]sd Eg\(/:vljztkpr:is\t/zls& This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Vendors aia a tax of $200/ ea.r weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
and bu e?s aid a tax of $103; ea'r manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on the purchase
Yersp Year- 1 and sale of certain knives and small pistols. Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Territories are not
“instructive” because they are “most unlikely to reflect
‘the origins of and continuing significance of the
Second Amendment.”” 1d. at 2154.
45 1838 Virginia 1838 Va. Acts 76-77, ch. Prohibited “habitually or Objection to inclusion.

101,81

generally” carrying any concealed
pistol, dirk, Bowie knife, or any
other weapon of like kind.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
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are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
46 1839 Alabama 1839 Ala. Acts 67,8 1 Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
g:‘)w&:gykz?:eu,eé\srlg:;; ?ggtsﬁ_oz Cakny This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
or an other’ knife of the like Fl)dnd’ weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
dirk )(;r anv other deadlv weapon »» | manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Puni’shed gy fine of $50¥100 snd. certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
imprisonment not to exceed 3 are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
months. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
47 1839 Mississippi — | 1839 Miss. Laws 385-86, Authorized the town of Emery to Objection to inclusion.

Town of Emery

ch. 168, § 5

enact restrictions on the carrying
of dirks, Bowie knives, or pistols.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession of any arm or
any conduct at all. It instead purports to authorize a
local jurisdiction to adopt a law. And the State does not
indicate whether the town actually passed that law.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Even if the town did pass such a law, it would not be
“relevantly similar” because it would regulate only
carry of certain arms.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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48 1840 Mississippi — | 1840 Miss. Laws 180-81, Authorized the town of Hernando | Objection to inclusion.
Town of ch. 111,85 to enact restrictions on the carrying . . “ - ,
. S . This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Hernando of dirks, Bowie knives, or pistols. weapon ban. It does not ban possession of any arm or
any conduct at all. It instead purports to authorize a
local jurisdiction to adopt a law. And the State does not
indicate whether the town actually passed that law.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Even if the town did pass such a law, it would not be
“relevantly similar” because it would regulate only
carry of certain arms.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
49 1841 Alabama 1841 Ala. Laws 148-49, Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
ch. 7,54 ?rfstraukr)r?gr\ﬂteol;r':;]fs’li?(reklpilr:c(ej 8; This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
descrintion. by whatever name weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
calledpdirk’oryan other deadl manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
wea O’n istol oryan species gf certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
veapon, pisto y P are carried. And it includes exceptions for self-defense
f|rearm_s, orair gun, u_nless the and when on a “journey.” Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133
person is threatened with an attack ' ’ T '
or is traveling or “setting out ona | Further, the law was adopted too long after the
journey.” Punished by a fine of Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
$50-100. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
50 1841 Mississippi 1841 Miss. 52, ch. 1 Imposed an annual property tax of | Objection to inclusion.

$1 on each Bowie knife.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on a certain
arm. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
51 1842 Louisiana Henry A. Bullard & Prohibited the carrying of “ any Objection to inclusion.
Thomas Curry (Editors), 1 | concealed vweapon, such as a dirk, This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
A New Digest of the Statute | dagger, knife, pistol, or any other .
Laws of the State of deadly weapon.” Punishable b weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Louisiana. from the Chanae | fine 0¥ $20_|050 ' y manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
of Govern’ment to the Yea? ' certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
1841 252 (1842), § 59 are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
52 1845 Illinois Mason Brayman (Editor), P_rohibited the_carry_ing of “any Objection to inclusion.
o i Adopted byt | r ot offensive weapon iy | 11 awis nat Televently imilar” to CA's assalt
General Assembly of Said intent to assault any person. ' | i
. . facture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
State, at Its Regular Punishable by fine up to $100 or many . AT
Session, Held i% the Years imprisonmen)t/ up to ??months certain arms and, even t[he_n, only W.h'.le participating in
AD 18,44—45 176 (1845) ' or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
§ '13'9 [Criminlal : assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Jurisprudence] Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
53 1847 Maine The Revised Statutes of the | Prohibited the carrying of a dirk, Obijection to inclusion.

State of Maine, Passed
October 22, 1840, 709
(1847), tit. 12, ch. 169, § 16

dagger, sword, pistol, or other
offensive and dangerous weapon
without reasonable cause to fear an
assault. Upon complaint of any

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
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person, the person intending to certain arms. And it provides an exception for self-
carry such weapons may be defense Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
required to find sureties for
. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
kggf'ng the peace for up to one Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
year. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
54 1847 | North Carolina | 1846-1847 N.C. Sess. Prohibited “any slave” from Obijection to inclusion.
Laws 107, ch. 42 rkiciiévml?narxu?:g{dﬁ Eelz;ir(r’nliot\)l\;le The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
“an ’()?her’ deadl \’Nea ons (3f slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
Y Other | y weap even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
offense” without written 18th and 19th centuries
permission. '
The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who (i.e., only
disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not what
arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.
Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).; id. at 2153-54 (“late
19th-century cannot provide much insight ... when it
contradicts earlier evidence”)
55 1849 | California — City | 1849 Cal. Stat. 245, div. 11, | Prohibited the carrying, with intent | Objection to inclusion.

of San Francisco

§127

to assault any person, any pistol,
gun, knife, dirk, bludgeon, or other
offensive weapon with the intent to
assault another person. Punished
by fine of up to $100 and

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
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imprisonment for up to 3 months. | or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
56 1850 California S. Garfielde (Editor), Provided that a person who Objection to inclusion.
Compl.led L.a\_/vs of th_e State challenged another in a duel W|th 2 | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
of California: Containing deadly weapon that could result in weanon ban. It does not ban possession. transfer. or
All the Acts of the the death of either participant shall manFL)Jfacturé of anv arm or n(r))rmal conduct at aII’ It
Legislature of a Public and | be punished by imprisonment for merelv holds a er)éon criminally liable if the '
General Nature, Now in 1-3 years. Also punishable by a hall Y thp in a duel 'thyd dl Y hich
Force, Passed at the fine of up to $1000. chalenge another In a duel with ceacty weapons whic
Sessio’ns of 1850-51-52— could result in death. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
53, 643-44 (1853), ch. 125, Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
div. 4, 88 40-41 Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
57 1850 California S. Garfielde (Editor), Prohibited carrying of pistol, gun, | Objection to inclusion.

Compiled Laws of the State
of California: Containing
All the Acts of the
Legislature of a Public and
General Nature, Now in
Force, Passed at the
Sessions of 1850-51-52—
53, 663-64 (1853), ch. 125,
div. 11, 8 127

knife, dirk, bludgeon, or other
offensive weapon with intent to
assault. Punishable by fine of up to
$100 or imprisonment for up to 3
months.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,

assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

58

1850

Massachusetts

William A. Richardson
(Editor), General Statutes
of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts: Enacted
December 28, 1859, to
Take Effect June 1, 1860,
816 (1873), ch. 164, § 10

Prohibited the possession of a

dangerous weapon when arrested
for committing a criminal offense.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,

assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Objection to description.

This law does not ban possession of deadly weapons.
The law only enhances the criminal sentence of those
found to have carrying on their person while
committing a separate criminal offense. The relevant
text reads: “ . . . while committing a criminal offence
against the laws of this state, or a breach or disturbance
of the public peace, is armed with, or has on his
person, slung shot, metallic knuckles, billies, or other
dangerous weapons, shall be punished by fine not
exceeding fifty dollars, or by imprisonment in the jail
not exceeding one year.”

59

1850

Massachusetts

1850 Mass. Gen. Law, ch.
194, § 1, as codified in
Mass. Gen. Stat. 816
(1873), ch. 164, § 10

Prohibited the carrying of a

slungshot, metallic knuckles, bills,

or other dangerous weapon if

arrested pursuant to a warrant or

while committing a crime.
Punishable by fine.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
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assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Objection to description.

This law does not ban possession of the particular
weapons. The law only enhances the criminal sentence
of those found to have carrying on their person while
committing a separate criminal offense. The relevant
text reads: “ . . . while committing a criminal offence
against the laws of this state, or a breach or disturbance
of the public peace, is armed with, or has on his
person, slung shot, metallic knuckles, billies, or other
dangerous weapons, shall be punished by fine not
exceeding fifty dollars, or by imprisonment in the jail
not exceeding one year.”

60

1850

Massachusetts

1850 Mass. Gen. Law, ch.
194, 8§ 2 as codified in
Mass. Gen. Stat. 816
(1873),ch. 164 § 11

Prohibited manufacturing or
selling a slungshot or metallic
knuckles. Punishable by fine up to
$50 or imprisonment up to 6
months.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession of any arm. It
is only a prohibition on the manufacture and sale of
two particular arms, which are not even firearms.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

61

1850

Mississippi

1850 Miss. 43, ch. 1

Imposed an annual property tax of
50 cents on each Bowie knife.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
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manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

62

1851

Pennsylvania —
City of
Philadelphia

1851 Pa. Laws 382, No.
239, 84

Prohibited the willful and
malicious carrying of any pistol,
gun, dirk, knife, slungshot, or
deadly weapon. Punishable by
imprisonment for 6 months to 1
year and security for future good
behavior.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only “willfull and
malicious” carry of certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. The
ordinance did not even cover the entire city of
Philadelphia, but one single borough, York. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

63

1852

Alabama

1851-1852 Ala. Laws 3,
ch.1,81

Tax of $2 on “every bowie knife or
revolving pistol.”

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136

27




Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE Document 154-1 Filed 06/23/23 Page 28 of 153 Page ID

#:13219

Rupp v. Bonta, No. 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE
Plaintiffs’ Disagreements re Defendant’s Survey of Relevant Statutes

No.

Year

Jurisdiction

Citation

Description of Regulation

Plaintiffs’ Position

(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

64

1852

Hawaii

1852 Haw. Sess. Laws 19,
81

Prohibited the unauthorized carry
of any bowie knife, sword-cane,
pistol, air gun, slung-shot, or
deadly weapon. Punishable by fine
of $10-30 or up to 2 months of
hard labor.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it provides an exception to
carry with cause. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, nor even a Western
Territory, but a law of the Monarchy of Hawaii. Hawaii
did not become a U.S. territory until annexed in 1898,
and did not achieve statehood until 1959. If laws of the
Western Territories are not “instructive” because they
are “most unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and
continuing significance of the Second Amendment,’”
then laws of foreign countries would be even less so.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

65

1852

New Mexico
[Territory]

1852 N.M. Laws 67, § 1

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of short arms such as pistols,
daggers, knives, and other deadly
weapons. Punishable by a fine up
up to $10 or imprisonment up to
15 days.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
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weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect “the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
66 1854 Kentucky 1853 Ky. Acts 186, ch. Prohibited the concealed carry of Objection to inclusion.
1020, 58 1,2 aﬁngrgienaadrly V;iakz?isﬁi?;r]?aéﬁ]ggs This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
(1) “the e¥s|[())n has reaso’nable weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
rounds E[)o believe his person. or manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

?he erson of some of r?is fam’il certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

or hFiJs roberty. is in danaer froyﬁ are carried. The law also provides multiple exceptions

violenge ('Jor cr)i/r’ne " (2) tr?e person inclqding the carry of pocket knives, self-defense, and

is a sheriff, constable, marshal, or requirement for travel. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

policeman in discharge of official | Further, the law was adopted too long after the

duties, or (3) the person is Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.

“required by their business or at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136

occupation to travel during the (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more

night, the carrying concealed weight than it can rightly bear.”).

deadly weapons during such

travel,” with limited exceptions

67 1854 Mississippi 1854 Miss. Laws 49-50, Imposed an annual property tax of | Objection to inclusion.

ch.1,81

$1 on each Bowie knife, Arkansas
toothpick, sword cane, and dueling
or pocket pistol.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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68 1854 Washington 1854 Wash. Sess. Law 80, Prohibited exhibiting, in a rude, Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] ch. 2,530 angry, or th_reatenmg manner, a This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
SLS;OL’ rEL?SW\,'\Z;(n('ane’ g&rﬂg;gbl eb weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
im gr]isonmenttl? té 1 vear and ay manufacture of any arm. It regulates only brandishing
fing up to $500 P y of certain arms (including common arms) in a rude,
P ' angry, or threatening manner. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
69 1855 California 1855 Cal. Stat. 152-53, ch. | Provided that a person who killed Obijection to inclusion.

127,85 1-3 ?ﬂgﬁ‘edr:n é}sq[gflt;,:l)l\;[\ze-?(rrlligae’dirk This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
smalﬁsw’orr?d bazck-sword or (’)ther’ weapon ban. It does not ban possession of any arm or
danaerous V\;ea on” would pav the | &Y conduct at all. It merely holds a person civilly
decgdent’s deb'?s and be Iiat?leyto liable if they kill another person in a duel with certain
the decedent’s family for \évle:;aé)ons (including common arms). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
liquidated damages. '

70 1855 California William H. R. Wood Prohibited the display of any dirk, | Objection to inclusion.

(Editor), Digest of the Laws
of California: Containing
All Laws of a General
Character Which were in
Force on the First Day of
January, 1858, 334 (1861),
art. 1904

dirk-knife, Bowie knife, sword,
sword cane, pistol, gun, or other
deadly weapon in a threatening
manner, or use of such weapon in
a fight. Punishable by a fine of
$100-500 or imprisonment for 1-6
months.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only brandishing
of certain arms (including common arms) in a rude,
angry, or threatening manner toward two or more
persons. The law also exempts self-defense scenarios.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
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Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

71

1855

Indiana

1855 Ind. Acts 153, ch. 79,
8§ 1-2

Prohibited the use of any gun,
stone, stick, club, or any other
weapon while on board, or
directed at, a train; Punishable by
up to 3 months’ imprisonment and
a fine up to $100

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only use of certain
arms, even then, only in a particular place or while
participating in or intending to engage in illegal
activity. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

72

1855

Louisiana

1855 La. Acts 148, ch. 120,
§115

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of “pistols, bowie knife, dirk, or
any other dangerous weapon.”
Punishable by imprisonment up to
3 months and a fine not to exceed
$1000.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

73

1856

Mississippi

1856-1857 Miss. Laws 35
—-36, 83, art. 10

Imposed an annual property tax of
$1 on each Bowie knife, dirk
knife, or sword cane.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

74

1856

Tennessee

1855-56 Tenn. Pub. Acts
92, ch. 81. 88 1-2

Prohibited the sale or transfer of
any pistol, Bowie knife, dirk,
Arkansas toothpick, or hunter’s
knife to a minor. Excepted the
transfer of a gun for hunting.

Objection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted only the transfer of
certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
by anyone, nor did not ban transfer to adults. Id. at
2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

75

1856

Texas

Tex. Penal Code ch. 14,
arts. 611-12 (1857)

Provided that the use of a Bowie
knife or a dagger in manslaughter
is to be deemed murder.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It only enhances criminal
charges/penalties for killing another person with certain
knives. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, while the court in Cockrum v. State, 24 Tex.
394 (1859) upheld the penalty enhancement, it also
held that “[t]he right to carry a bowie-knife for lawful
defence is secured, and must be admitted.”

76

1858

Nebraska
[Territory]

1858 Neb. Laws 69, ch. 1, §
135

Prohibited the carrying of a pistol,
gun, knife, dirk, bludgeon or other
offensive weapon with the intent to
assault a person. Punishable by
fine up to $100.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
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assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

77

1859

Indiana

1859 Ind. Acts 129, ch. 78,
§1.

Prohibited the carrying of any dirk,
pistol, Bowie knife, dagger, sword
in cane, or any other dangerous or
deadly weapon with the intent of
injuring another person. Exempted
any person who was a “traveler.”
Punishable by fine up to $500.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,

assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

78

1859

Kentucky —
Town of
Harrodsburg

1859 Ky. Acts 245, ch. 33,
8§23

Prohibited the selling, giving, or
loaning of a concealed pistol, dirk,
Bowie knife, brass knuckles,
slungshot, colt, cane-gun, or other
deadly weapon to a “minor, slave,
or free negro.” Punishable by fine
of $50.

Obijection to inclusion.

The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who may use and
possess arms, not what arms they may possess. Id. at
2133.
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Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

79

1859

New Mexico
[Territory]

1859 N.M. Laws 94-96, 8§
1-5

Prohibited the carrying of a
concealed pistol, Bowie knife,
cuchillo de cinto (belt buckle
knife), Arkansas toothpick,
Spanish dagger, slungshot, or any
other deadly weapon.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

80

1859

Ohio

1859 Ohio Laws 452, § 210

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of any pistol, Bowie knife, or any
other “dangerous weapon.”
Punishable by fine of up to $200 or
imprisonment of up to 30 days for
the first offense, and a fine of up to
$500 or imprisonment for up to 3
months for the second offense.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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81

1859

Washington
[Territory]

1859 Wash. Sess. Laws
109, ch. 2,8 30

Prohibited exhibiting, in a rude,
angry, or threatening manner, a
pistol, Bowie knife, or other
dangerous weapon. Punishable by
imprisonment up to 1 year and a
fine up to $500.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only brandishing
of certain arms (including common arms) in a rude,
angry, or threatening manner. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

82

1860

Georgia

1860 Ga. Laws 56, No. 63,
81

Prohibited the sale or furnishing of
any gun, pistol, Bowie knife,
slungshot, sword cane, or other
weapon to a “slave or free person
of color.” Punishable by fine up to
$500 and imprisonment up to 6
months.

Objection to inclusion.

The 14th Amendment renders explicitly racist laws and
slave codes irrelevant to the analysis. Bruen does not
even consider the many explicitly racist laws of the
18th and 19th centuries.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted who (i.e., only
disfavored groups) may use and possess arms, not what
arms anyone may possess. Id. at 2133.

Further, if a restriction that applied only to disfavored
groups was a sufficient historical tradition, then neither
Heller nor Bruen would have ruled in favor of the
individual right to keep and bear arms.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).; id. at 2153-54 (“late
19th-century cannot provide much insight ... when it
contradicts earlier evidence”)

83

1861

Nevada
[Territory]

1861 Nev. Stat. 61, § 35

Provided that the killing of another
in a duel with a rifle, shotgun,
pistol, Bowie knife, dirk, small-
sword, back-sword, or other
“dangerous weapon” in the killing
of another in a duel is to be
deemed murder.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It merely provides that killing
another person in a duel with certain weapons
(including common arms) is murder. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

84

1862

Colorado
[Territory]

1862 Colo. Sess. Laws 56,
81

Prohibited the concealed carrying
in any city, town, or village any
pistol, Bowie knife, dagger, or
other deadly weapon. Punished by
fine of $5-35.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

85 1863 Kansas — C. B. Pierce, Charter and Prohibited the carrying of any Objection to inclusion.

City of Ordinances of the City of concealed “pistol, dirk, bowie . . “ - ,
Leavenworth Leavenworth, with an knife, revolver, slung shot, billy, \Tvzgplglr\:vblj nn(?: d:)egs\r/%r,:t:};r‘:"ggé s sti(()Jr??r aS ni?zérlu(l)tr
Appendix 45 (1863), § 23 brass, lead or iron knuc_klgs, or any manufacturé of any arm. It regulates oniy carry (Sf
githe’r’ dgzﬂli)s/hgg?epgn ;ngzanotpgg_ certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
1(%' y are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

86 1863 Tennessee — William H. Bridges Prohibited the carrying of a Obijection to inclusion.

City of (Editor), Digest of the concealed pistol, Bowie knife, . . « P s
Memphis Charters and Ordinances of | dirk, or any other deadly weapon. This law is not "relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

the City of Memphis,
Together with the Acts of
the Legislature Relating to
the City, with an Appendix
190 (1863), art. 3,8 3

Punishable by fine of $10-50.

weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
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weight than it can rightly bear.”).
87 1864 California Theodore H. Hittell Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
) e L. | oyt it suordcne | s aw i o rlevanty simir o Cavs s
from 1850 to 1864 ! deadly wéapon » Exempted any weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
. ’ - Lo : manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Ilnstggs[l%/ e1j261 (1872), ﬁﬁ?ﬁ ?rg 'Icaevrvoorf(?[];fécﬁrnﬁ%téngtates certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
Punishable by imprisonment for " | are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
30-90 days or fine of $20-200. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
88 1864 Montana 1864 Mont. Laws 355,81 | Prohibited the car_rying ofa_ Objection to inclusion.

[Territory] [Deadly weapons] E(r)]?f(;ea(;gd ;n%f (')Stfg'r zg;\gf i This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
wea bn”gv%itﬁin anv town ory weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
villap e in the territgr Punishable manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
b ﬁ% e of $25-100 y certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

y ' are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
89 1865 Utah Henry McEwan (Editor), Prohibited the “set[ting] of any Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] Acts, Resolutions and gun.” Punishable by imprisonment

Memorials Passed at the
Several Annual Sessions of

of up to 1 year or a fine of up to
$500.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
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the Legislative Assembly of
the Territory of Utah 59
(1866), ch. 22, tit. 8, § 102

setting of “trap guns”). And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

90

1866

New York

Montgomery H. Throop
(Editor), Revised Statutes of
the State of New York, Vol.
3, at 2512 (1882), ch. 7186,
8§ 1-2

Prohibited using, attempting to
use, concealing, or possessing a
slungshot, billy, sandclub or metal
knuckles, and any dirk or dagger,
or sword cane or air-gun.
Punishable by imprisonment for up
to 1 year and/or a fine up to $500.

Objection to inclusion.

If the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this law
are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not “relevantly
similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in common use for
lawful purposes. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

But if it were relevant, the law was adopted too long
after the Founding to be afforded much weight—
especially because the law is not consistent with
founding-era laws. Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see
also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against
“giving postenactment history more weight than it can
rightly bear.”).

And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

91

1866

North Carolina

1866 N.C. Sess. Laws 30 &
33-34, ch. 21, § 1, sched.
A(11)

Imposed a $1 tax on every dirk,
Bowie knife, pistol, sword cane,
dirk cane, and rifle cane used or

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
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worn during the year. manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

92 1867 Alabama 1866-1867 Ala. Laws 260 | Tax of $2 on pistols or revolvers in | Objection to inclusion.
& 263, ch. 2,5 2(10) g)](ecﬁ, %Sisnessalggleorfsp;%aftgirzggsé This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
on “all bgwie kni\’/es or knives of weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
. TS manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain

the like description.” Non- arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133

payment was punishable by ' ’ U '

seizure and, unless payment was Further, the law was adopted too long after the

made within 10 days with a Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.

penalty of an additional 50%, at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136

subject to sale by public auction. (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

93 1867 Colorado 1867 Colo. Sess. Laws 229, | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] 8149 of any pistol, Bowie knife, dagger,

or other deadly weapon within any
city, town, or village in the
territory. Punishable by fine of $5-
35. Exempted sheriffs, constables,
and police officers when
performing their official duties.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
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significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
94 1867 Tennessee — William H. Bridges Prohibited the carrying of a 8 4746. Objection to inclusion.
City of (Editor), Digest of the concealed Bowie knife, Arkansas . . “ - ,
Memphis Charters and Ordinances of | tooth pick, dirk, sword cane, This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

the City of Memphis, from
1826 to 1867, Inclusive,
Together with the Acts of
the Legislature Relating to
the City, with an Appendix,
44 (1867), 88 4746, 4747,
4753, 4757

Spanish stiletto, belt or pocket
pistol, or other knife or weapon.
Also prohibited selling such a
weapon or using such a weapon to
threaten people.

weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

8 4747. No objection to inclusion.

To the extent that the law restricted sales of arms in
common use for lawful purposes at the time, it may be
relevant to this Court’s analysis.

If relevant, however, the law was adopted too long
after the Founding to be afforded much weight—
especially because the law is not consistent with
founding-era laws. Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see
also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against
“giving postenactment history more weight than it can
rightly bear.”).

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
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And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

8 4753. Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only applies when
carrying to terrorize others. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

8 4757. Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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95 1867 Tennessee — William H. Bridges Prohibited selling, loaning, or Objection to inclusion.
City of (Editor), Digest of the giving to a minor a pistol, Bowie . “ - ,
Memphis Charters and Ordinances of | knife, dirk, Arkansas tooth-pick, IVZZFI)%V: ;)Zr?(i)te cr:dzg?mgt?igggro r;[l(i/ ?ré tsrgrﬁzle:rltof
the City of Memphis, from hunter’s knife, or like dangerous : : : :
. . certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
1826 to 1867, Inclusive, weapon, except a gun for hunting :
Together with the Acts of or self defense in traveling. tl)ydf/zagyg?eétnglr:gd:gld not ban transfer to adults. Bruen,
the Legislature Relating to | Punishable by fine of minimum o '
the City, with an Appendix, | $25 and imprisonment. Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
50 (1867), § 4864 rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
96 1868 Alabama Wade Keyes & Fern Wood | Prohibited the carrying of any rifle | Objection to inclusion.
(Editors), Code of Alabama | or “shot-gun walking cane.” Thi . “ - ,
. . is law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
883 (1876), ch. 3, § 4111 Punl_shab_le by fine of $500-1000 weapon ban. It does not b)z;n possession, transfer, or
aggrlsmprlsonment of no less than 2 manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Y ' certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight—especially
because the law is not consistent with founding-era
laws. Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against “giving
postenactment history more weight than it can rightly
bear.”).
What’s more, this law is an extreme outlier in
restricting the carry of rifles; it is insufficient to
establish an American tradition of such regulation.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
97 1868 Florida W. A. Blountet al. Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

(Editors), The Revised

of slungshot, metallic knuckles,

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
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Statutes of the State of billies, firearms, or other weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Florida 782-83 (1892), tit. | dangerous weapons if arrested for | manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
2,art. 5, 82423 committing a criminal offense or certain arms, and even then, only when participating in
disturbance of the peace. illegal conduct or disturbing the peace. Bruen, 142
Punishable by imprisonmentupto | S.Ct. at 2133.
1 year and a fine up to $50. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
98 1868 Florida W. A. Blountet al. Prohibited the manufacture or sale | Objection to inclusion.
e et | I e St i it the s subjct 0 s o
Florida 782-83 (1892), tit. | to 6 months or a fine up to $100 are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not "relevantly
2 art. 5. § 2425 T ' similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in common use for
HRE lawful purposes. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
But if relevant, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight—especially
because the law is not consistent with founding-era
laws. Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against “giving
postenactment history more weight than it can rightly
bear.”).
And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.
99 1868 Florida 1868 Fla. Laws 95, ch. 7, § | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.

10

slungshot, metallic knuckles,
billies, firearms or other dangerous
weapon if arrested for committing
a criminal offence or disturbance
of the peace. Punishable by
imprisonment up to 3 months or a
fine up to $100.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, only when participating in
illegal conduct or disturbing the peace. Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
100 1868 Florida James F McClellan Prohibited the carrying *“about or Objection to inclusion.
(Li(\j/\llgog"tﬁeDSIt%?Zt O?f the g?hg;e;: rﬂegi?,ce a":)% dé;kc’ e%'tS;OI OF | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
S o S weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
B 100 | MAMfactirs o ny s It egultes oy cay of
Hundred and Twenty-Two, | imprisonment up to 6 months certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
to the Eleventh Day of ' ' are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
March, One Thousand Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Eight Hundred and Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
EightyOne, Inclusive 403 at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
1881), § 13 cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
gag giving p Yy
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
101 1869 Minnesota 1869 Minn. Laws 50-51, Prohibited “the sgtting of a so- Objection to inclusion.
ch. 39, 88 1-3 fﬁcllLegrt:;ﬁ;rdsgaréTg 3\/%2’ g'rft,?l' This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
PUNi adly pon. weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
unishable by fine up to $500 ;
and/or imorisonment un to 6 arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
months ifpno iniur resr:)ulted setting of “trap guns™). And it regulates for completely
’ Jury ' different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
102 1869 New Mexico 1868-69 N.M. Session Prohibited any carry of deadly Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] Laws 72-73, ch. 32, 88 1-3 | weapons, including pistols

(revolver, repeater, derringer),
Bowie knives, daggers, poniards,

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
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butcher knives, dirk knives, sword | manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

canes, and slung shot. Punishable | certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

by fine up to $50 and/or are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

imprisonment up to 50 days. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

103 1869 Tennessee 1869-70 Tenn. Pub. Acts Prohibited the carrying of any Objection to inclusion.
23-24,ch. 22,82 Af)rllj;ﬂs, a(il'igb?ho-wilflj(”n:afr? weapon | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

resembling a boSvie i<nifeyor P weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or

Arkansas ?ooth ick. “or other manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

deadly or danggrou’s weapon” certa!n arms, and even then, it only while attending

while “attending any election” or certain public events. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

at “any fair, race course, or public | Further, the law was adopted too long after the

assembly of the people.” Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

104 1869 Washington 1869 Wash. Sess. Laws Prohibited exhibiting, in a rude, Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] 203-04, ch. 2, 8§ 32 angry, or threatening manner, a

pistol, Bowie knife, or other
dangerous weapon. Punishable by
imprisonment up to 1 year and a
fine up to $500.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only
exhibiting/brandishing of certain arms (including
common arms) in a rude, angry, or threatening manner.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
105 1870 Georgia 1870 Ga. Laws 421, tit. 16, | Prohibited the open or concealed Objection to inclusion.
ch. 285, 88 1-3 C?Srtrgl %fr rZ%Ser:(’ obroe\xlr\?e-kl?rrlgeo’f This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Seadl weanon” e’lt “an ycourt of weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
'ustic)e/ or aFr)1 eneral )ellection manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Jground or prgcignct or any other certain arms, and even then, it only applies in certain
oublic gathering,” except for public spaces. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
militia musters. Punishable by Further, the law was adopted too long after the
imprisonment up to 20 days and/or | Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
a fine up to $50. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
106 1870 Louisiana 1870 La. Acts 159-60, 8 73 | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
E%%?glfgh%r grpgphgrgéﬁls;%h s This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Weanon on an election dag durin weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
the ﬁours the polls are o gn or 9 | manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
during registrgtion PuniF;habIe by certain arms, and even then, it or_1|y regulates how they
fine of minimum $100 and Z:ez(i%gled and only during elections. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
imprisonment of minimum 1 '
month. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
107 1870 Tennessee 1869-1870 Tenn. Pub. Acts | Prohibited the carrying of a “dirk, | Objection to inclusion.

28,ch. 13,81

sword-cane, Spanish stiletto, belt
or pocket pistol or revolver.”
Punishable by a fine of up to $50,
imprisonment up to 6 months, and

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
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imposition of a $1,000 bond “to certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Iégﬁsitcrlforr)]eace for 6 months after Further, the law was adopted too long after the
' Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
108 1870 Texas 1870 Tex. Gen. Laws 63, Prohibited the carrying of a Bowie | Objection to inclusion.
ch. 46,81 k_mfe, d|r_k or butcher knife, or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
firearms in any school room or any ban. It d b . f
lace where persons are assembled weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
?or educational. literary. or manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
L ’ Y, certain arms, and even then, it only applies in certain

SC'e.nt'f'C pUrposes, or a k_JaIIroom, public spaces. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133

social party, or other social ' ’ T '

gathering, or any election precinct | Further, the law was adopted too long after the

during an election. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

109 1871 | Arkansas — City | John H. Cherry (Editor), Prohibited carrying of a pistol, Objection to inclusion.

of Little Rock

Digest of the Laws and
Ordinances of the City of
Little Rock 168 (1882),
8399

revolver, Bowie knife, dirk, rifle,
shot gun, slungshot, colt, or metal
knuckles while engaged in a
breach of the peace. Punishable by
a fine of $25-500.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e., breach of
the peace). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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110 1871 District of 1871-1872 D.C. Laws, Part | Prohibited the carrying or having Objection to inclusion.
Columbia 11, 33, ch. 25 ggzci?ﬁi ngg g?]zdlsiar] as This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
da gers 3ir- u?]s ’istols Bowie weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
kn?\?es airk-gkniv’ef or di’rks manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
razors, razor-blades, sword-canes, certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
slungshots, or brass or other metal | Further, the law was adopted too long after the
knuckles.” Punishable by Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
forfeiture of the weapon and a fine | at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
of $20-50. (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
111 1871 Mississippi 1871 Miss. Laws 819-20, Imposed property tax on pistols, Objection to inclusion.
ch.33,art. 3,81 gérnkess Bowie knives, and sword This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
' weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
112 1871 | Missouri — City | Everett W. Pattinson Prohibited the carrying of a Obijection to inclusion.
of St. Louis (Editor), Revised concealed pistol, or revolver, colt,

Ordinance of the City of St.
Louis 491 (1871), art. 2,8 9

billy, slungshot, cross knuckles, or
knuckles of lead, brass or other
metal, Bowie knife, razor, dirk
knife, dirk, dagger, or any knife
resembling a Bowie knife, or any
other dangerous or deadly weapon
without written permission from
the Mayor. Punishable by fine of
$10-500.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
113 1871 New Jersey — | Order of the Board of Prohibited concealed carry of any | Objection to inclusion.
City gf Jersey Aldermer_1. Ordinances of “slung-shot, billy, sand-cIL_jb or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
ity Jersey City, Passed By The | metal knuckles, and any dirk or weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
B | e " | manufctr fanyam I equites iy cary o
Enti . ’ » certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
ntitled “An Act to or other dangerous weapon. are carried. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133

Reorganize the Local Punishable by fine up to $20. ' ’ T '

Government of Jersey Further, the law was adopted too long after the

City,” Passed March 31, Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.

1871, and the Supplements at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136

Thereto 41 (1874), 88 1-4 (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more

weight than it can rightly bear.”).
114 1871 Texas 1871 Tex. Laws 25, ch. 34, | Prohibited the carrying of a Obijection to inclusion.

§1 gﬁjnncgsr!g? E\I:/E)Orld ggrl](é dsap%%?r,brass This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
knuckles 'Bowie knife’ or anS/ weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
other kina of knife useﬁ for maanacture of any arm. It rqgulates only carry of
offense or defense. unless carried certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

! . are carried. And it provides an exception for self-
openly for self-defense. Punishable defense. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
by fine of $20-100, forfeiture of ' ’ —r '
the weapon, and for subsequent Further, the law was adopted too long after the
offenses, imprisonment up to 60 Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
days. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, while English v. State, 35 Tex. 47 (1872)
upheld the constitutionality of the TX law, it held that
the arms protected by the 2" Amendment are only “the
arms of a militiaman or soldier.” This is not the test
under Heller or Bruen.
115 1871 Texas 1871 Tex. Laws 25, ch. 34, | Prohibited the carrying of a Obijection to inclusion.

83

concealed or open gun, pistol,

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
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Bowie knife, or other dangerous weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
weapon within a half mile of a manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
polling site on an election day. certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
Also prohibited generally carrying | are carried and within % mile from polling sites on
a pistol, dirk, dagger, slungshot, election day. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
SBV(\;%% T(anni(;é sg(raz?)rt,ht;rrai? nléngf llilneli‘e Further, the law was adopted too long after the
used for offénse or defense Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
Punishable by fine and forféiture at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
of the wea 0% (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
pon. weight than it can rightly bear.”).
116 1872 | Maryland — City | 1872 Md. Laws 57, ch. 42, | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
of Annapolis § 246 ﬁﬁ?f%ez:;lleig F)S‘ﬁgi"b?” k'l::Z'ger’ E;)avsvsle This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
iron 6r othger métal kyr1’uckles’ or ' | weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
anv other deadlv weapon ’ manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Pu)r/ﬂshable b ayfine gf $é-10 certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
y ' are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
117 1872 | Nebraska — City | Gilbert B. Scolfield Prohibited the carrying openly or | Objection to inclusion.

of Nebraska

(Editor), Laws, Ordinances
and Rules of Nebraska City,
Otoe County, Nebraska, 36
(1872), No. 7,81

concealed of a musket, rifle, shot
gun, pistol, sabre, sword, Bowie
knife, dirk, sword cane, billy
slungshot, brass or other metallic
knuckles, or any other dangerous
or deadly weapons.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
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And the law was adopted too long after the Founding to
be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635;
see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against
“giving postenactment history more weight than it can
rightly bear.”).

What’s more, the law is an extreme outlier in that it
restricts carry of rifles and other long guns; it is
insufficient to establish an American tradition of such
regulation. Id. at 2133.

118

1873

Alabama

Wade Keyes & Fern Wood
(Editors), Code of
Alabama, 1876, 883 (1877),
ch. 3, § 4110

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of any brass knuckles, slungshots,
or “other weapon of like kind or
description.” Punishable by a fine
of $20-200 and imprisonment or
term of hard labor not to exceed 6
months.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

119

1873

Minnesota

A.H. Bissell (Editor),
Statutes at Large of the
State of Minnesota 993
(Vol. 2, 1873), ch. 54, 88§
64-65

Prohibited the setting of any spring
or trap gun. Punished by
imprisonment for at least 6 months
or a fine of up to $500 if no injury
results; imprisonment for up to 5
years if non-fatal injury results;
and imprisonment for 10-15 years
if death results.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “trap guns™). And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
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weight than it can rightly bear.”).
120 1873 Nevada M.S. Bonnifield & T.W. Prohibited dueling and killing a Obijection to inclusion.
Eealy (fEt?]'tOSrtS){ C(;mplled Eersqn If"tp adr_lfll(e, shoitlgun, p('jStOI’ This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
aws of the State o owie knife, dirk, small swor .
. ' ' ' weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
gtilﬁ?eas' 5?22?:291873 \kl)vzzcaksg\r/]ord, or other dangerous manufacture of any arm. It merely bans killing another
Inclusive, 563 (Vol. 1 : pon. person in a duel with certain weapons (including
1873), §8 35-36 common arms). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
121 1873 Tennessee Seymour D. Thompson & P_ro_hibited seI_Iing, Iogning, or Objection to inclusion.
Tho_mas M. Steger giving to a minor a pistol, Bowie The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
(Edgors), CI? mpllaf'mr)]n of Enlfe, d'rif’ _,?\rkanlsglf tSOth'p'Ck' weapon ban because it restricted only the transfer of
the Statute Laws of the unter’s knife, or like dangerous . - . -
: certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
State of Tennessee, 125 weapon, except a gun f(_)r hunting by anyone, nor did not ban transfer toyadultsp. And it
(Vol. 2, 1873), ch. 9, art. 2, | or se_zlf defense in travell_ng. provides express exceptions for hunting and self-
8 4864 Punishable by fine of minimum defense. Bruen. 142 S Ct. at 2133
$25 and imprisonment for a term ' : o '
determined by the court. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
122 1874 Alabama 1874-1875 Ala. Laws 41, § | Imposed $25 occupational tax on Obijection to inclusion.

102, pt. 27

dealers of pistols, Bowie knives,
and dirk knives.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. And it only applies to dealers. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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123 1874 Illinois Harvey Bostwick Hurd Prohibited the carrying a Objection to inclusion.
e o | e aeabon 02 | This aw s ot rlevanty il to CA' s
1874, 360 (1874), ch. 38, § | steel, or iron knuckles, or other weap?:n E[)an. Itfdoes not blff[m poslse:[ssmn,l transfer,for
56 deadly weapon while disturbing manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry o
the peace. Punishable by fine up to certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
$10|8 ' y P are carried and only when one is “disturbing the
' peace.” Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
124 1874 Virginia 1874-1875 Va. Acts 282— Included the value of all “rifles, Obijection to inclusion.
88%1;;1 239,56, sched. bmoL\j:/li(ee-tli’n?SgsO(tjri]relisﬁ;i-grarns’ This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weanons of a,simila’r kind” in list weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
of ta&able ersonal propert manufacture of any arm. In fact, it does not regulate
P Property. conduct of any kind. It merely includes arms as taxable
personal property. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
125 1875 Alabama 1875-1876 Ala. Acts 46, Imposed tax rate of 0.75% of the Objection to inclusion.

Rev. Code, ch. 1, § 1(5)

value of any pistols, guns, dirks,

and Bowie knives.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapo ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. And it only applies to dealers. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

126

1875

Alabama

1875-1876 Ala. Acts 82,
Rev. Code, ch. 9, § 7(15)

Imposed $50 occupational tax on
dealers of pistols, Bowie knives,
and dirk knives.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. And it only applies to dealers. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

127

1875

Arkansas

1874-1875 Ark. Acts 156,
§1

Prohibited the carrying in public of
any “pistol, gun, knife, dirk,
bludgeon, or other offensive
weapon, with intent to assault any
person.” Punishable by a fine of
$25-100.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,

assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the law was held to be unconstitutional in
Wilson v. State, 33 Ark. 557 (1878).

128

1875

Idaho
[Territory]

Compiled and Revised
Laws of the Territory of
Idaho, 354 (1875), § 133

Prohibited the carrying of “any
pistol, gun, knife, dirk, bludgeon,
or other offensive weapon, with
intent to assault any person.”
Punishable by imprisonment for up

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
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to 3 months or a fine up to $100.

or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

129

1875

Indiana

1875 Ind. Acts 62, ch. 17, §
1

Prohibited the drawing or
threatening to use a pistol, dirk,
knife, slungshot, or any other
deadly or dangerous weapon.
Punishable by fine of $1-500, and
potentially imprisonment up to 6
months.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only
drawing/brandishing or threatening to draw/brandish
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

130

1875

Michigan

1875 Mich. Pub. Acts 136,
ch. 97,81

Prohibited the setting of any spring
or trap gun.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “trap guns™). And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
131 1875 Pennsylvania | 1875 Pa. Laws 33, ch. 38, § | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

1 ﬁ];r?(rj]ybirll re-girrT-sl’(r?ilgengr;aSer)Ortb ; This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
otherydea()jll’ wea on”,with intent weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
to iniure an)(;ther P manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

! ' certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

132 1876 Alabama 1876-77 Ala. Code 882, § | Prohibited the carrying of a Bowie | Objection to inclusion.

4109 Igﬂ:l;?,x:atotlj,nogfa‘l‘rligl;(lénléi(r)]gaonry This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
descri tiog » unless threatened weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
with o? hav'in 00d cause to fear manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
an attack or V\?h?le traveling or certain arms, and even then, it provides an exception
setting out on a journey. for self-defense. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Punishable by a fine of $50-300 Further, the law was adopted too long after the
and imprisonment or hard labor for | Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
no more than 6 months. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
133 1876 Alabama Wade Keyes (Editor), Code | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

of Alabama 1876 882
(1877), ch. 3, 8 4109

of any Bowie knife, or any other
knife of like kind or description,
pistol, air gun, slungshot, brass
knuckles, or other deadly or

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
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dangerous weapon, unless the certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
person was threatened with, or had | are carried. And it had exceptions for self-defense and
good reason to apprehend, an while traveling or on a journey. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
attack, or “while traveling, or 2133.
;eJalir;% ;bL:te(i)n ?‘ijﬁgg}egéO—Soo and Further, the law was adopted too long after the
im risonmen)t/of not more than 6 Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
moF:]ths at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
' (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
134 1876 Alabama Wade Keyes (Editor), Code | Prohibited the sale, giving, or Objection to inclusion.
of Alabama 1876 901 lending of any pistol, Bowie knife, . “ - ,
P e 3, The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
(1877), ch. 6, § 4230 ?hr o El;kg (;nllfg to any boy under weapon ban because it restricted only the transfer of
g ' certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
by anyone, nor did not ban transfer to adults. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
135 1876 Colorado 1876 Colo. Sess. Laws 304, | Prohibited the carrying with intent | Objection to inclusion.

§ 154

to assault another any pistol, gun,
knife, dirk, bludgeon, or other
offensive weapon.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,

assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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136 1876 Georgia 1876 Ga. L. 112, ch. 128, § | Prohibited the gift, transfer, or sale | Objection to inclusion.
1 (s)\];vzrr]()j/ S;feo Itbd;rrI:],irl?(;JrW|e knife, or The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
' weapon ban because it restricted only the transfer of
certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
by anyone, nor did not ban transfer to adults. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
137 1876 | lllinois — Village | Consider H. Willett, Laws Prohibited the carrying a Objection to inclusion.
7T e Vilage of Hyde Par | shngnot, kuckles, Bowie ke, | 1151 st “rlevantly similar o CA's assault
[linois] Together with Its | dirk knife, dirk, dagger, or any ' | :
Charter and General Laws | other dangerous or deadly weapon maanacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
. L . X . certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
Affecting Municipal without written permission from are carried. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
Corporations; Special the Captain of Police. Exempted ' ’ U '
Ordinances and Charters peace officers. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
under Which Corporations Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
Have Vested Rights in the at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
Village. Also, Summary of (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
Decisions of the Supreme weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Court Relating to
Municipal Corporations,
Taxation and Assessments,
64 (1876), 8 39
138 1876 Wyoming John W. Blake et al. Prohibited the carrying of a pistol, | Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] (Editors), Revised Statutes | knife, dirk, bludgeon, or other

of Wyoming in Force
January 1, 1887, 306
(1887), § 1027

offensive weapon with the intent to
assault a person. Punishable by
fine up to $500 or imprisonment
up to 6 months.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
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assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

139

1877

Colorado —
Town of
Georgetown

Edward O. Wolcott
(Editor), Ordinances of
Georgetown [Colorado]
Passed June 7th, A.D. 1877,
100 (1877), 89

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of any pistol, Bowie knife, dagger,

or other deadly weapon.
Punishable by a fine of $5-50.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

140

1877

New Jersey

Revision of the Statutes of
New Jersey: Published
under the Authority of the
Legislature; by Virtue of an
Act Approved April 4, 1871,
304 (1877),82

Prohibited The carrying of “any
pistol, hanger, cutlass, bludgeon,
or other offensive weapon, with

intent to assault any person.”
Punishable as a “disorderly
person.”

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e,

assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
141 1877 South Dakota | G.C. Moody (Editor), Prohibited the carrying, “whether | Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] 5:;5531%0£k?f alffgé State gﬁjnncesr:g(tj (;LQOt; orﬁgi?é the This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
9 ' P . weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
(1903), 88 470-471. concealed carrying of any firearms fact f It lat | "
or sharp or dangerous weapons. manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry o
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
142 1877 Utah - City of | Revised _Ordinances of Prohib?ted carrying a pistol, or Obijection to inclusion.
Provo (F;[)?]\{giﬁilr% FALIJItaThﬁIe E;huegkﬁggagg\',\zleuEgisgo'[(’j;gg:r or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
. e ’ weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Ordinances In Force On any other “dangerous or deadly
the First Day of February, | weapon.” Punishable by fine up to maanacture OBf any a{Tﬁ Istgagula;elsggnly carry of
AD. 1877, and the Rules | $25. certain arms. Bruen, 142 5.Ct. at 2133.
and Order of Business of Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
Provo City Council 106-07 rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
(1877), ch. 6, § 182 persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
143 1878 | Alabama - City | 1878-1879 Ala. Laws 437, | Authorized Uniontown to license Obijection to inclusion.

of Uniontown

ch. 314,814

dealers of pistols, Bowie knives,
and dirk knives.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession of any arm or
any conduct at all. It instead purports to authorize a
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local jurisdiction to adopt a law. And the State does not
indicate whether the town actually passed that law.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Even if the town did pass such a law, it would not be
“relevantly similar” because it would regulate only
carry of certain arms.

144

1878

Mississippi

1878 Miss. Laws 175, ch.
46,81

Prohibited the carrying of a
concealed Bowie knife, pistol,
brass knuckles, slungshot or other
deadly weapon. Excepted travels
other than “a tramp.” Punishable
by fine of $5-100.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. And it provided an exception for travelling.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

145

1879

Alabama - City
of Montgomery

William S. Thorington
(Editor), Code of
Ordinances of the City
Council of Montgomery

[Alabama] 225 (1888), Pen.

Code, Ch. 43, § 5188

Prohibited carrying of a concealed
Bowie knife, pistol, air gun,
slungshot, brass knuckles, or other
deadly or dangerous weapon.
Punishable by a fine of $1-100.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally., the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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146 1879 | Idaho - City of | Charter and Revised Prohibited the carrying a Objection to inclusion.
Boise Ordinances of Boise City, concealed Bowie knife, dirk knife, . . « T ,
[Territory] Idaho, in Effect April 12, pistol or sword in cane, slungshot, This Iawbls n(?: drelevar;tkl)y similar to C'i‘ y a?sault
1894, 118-19 (1894), § 36 | metallic knuckles, or other e of ars a1t Tolatos only oot
dangerous or deadly weapon, manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry o
. . certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
unless traveling or setting out on a are carried. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
journey. Punishable by fine up to ' ’ T '
$25 and/or imprisonment up to 20 | Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
days. rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
And the law was adopted too long after the Founding to
be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635;
see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against
“giving postenactment history more weight than it can
rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
147 1879 Louisiana La. Const. of 1879, art. 111 Provided the right to bear arms, No objection to inclusion.
?eusttﬁg?r?g; Itzr?es ég? rg?r?;agfe of laws To the extent that the_ law recqgnizes the individ'ual
concealed weapons right to bear arms, it is potentially relevant to this
' Court’s analysis.
But providing authority to regulate carrying of
concealed weapons is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s
assault weapon ban. It does not ban the possession,
manufacture, or transfer of any arms. It regulates only
the carry of arms and, even then, it only regulates how
they are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
148 1879 Montana 1879 Mont. Laws 359, div. | Prohibited dueling and killing a Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] 4,823 person involved with a rifle, shot-

gun, pistol, Bowie knife, dirk,

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
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small-sword, back-sword, or other | manufacture of any arm. It merely bans killing another
dangerous weapon. Punishable by | person in a duel with certain weapons (including
death by hanging. common arms). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
149 1879 | North Carolina | 1879 N.C. Sess. Laws 231, | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
ch. 127,88 1-5 8]; ané/rp;?fj(;l, ;%?'I%{;gége’cg;;k’ This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
megtgl k’nucklges rézor or other’ weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
deadlv wea on’ Exerﬁ tion for manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
carr |¥1 onpthe.ownerps remises certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
Pun%/shgble by fine or P " | are carried. And it provides an express exemption for
imprisonment at the discretion of carry within the home. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
the court. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
150 1879 Tennessee 1879 Tenn. Pub. Acts 135— Prohibitgd the sale of belt or Obijection to inclusion.
36, ch. 46, 88 1-6 g?ﬁ;eliiﬂgtglls' I(;: Orle\g(l(\:/: rf’ erm This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
or NawV pi sto?s ’ P y weapon ban. It does not ban transfer or manufacture of
yp ' arms in common use for lawful purposes at the time, as
it exempted the popular Army and Navy pistols. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
151 1879 Tennessee W.A. Milliken and John J. | Prohibited the carrying, “publicly | Objection to inclusion.

Vertrees (Editors), Code of
Tennessee, Being a
Compilation of the Statute
Laws of the State of

or privately,” of any dirk, razor,
sword cane, loaded cane,
slungshot, brass knuckles, Spanish
stiletto, belt or pocket pistol,

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
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Tennessee, of a General revolver, or any kind of pistol. are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
ngir?dgoﬁzaca‘;%% 1§’ Further, the law was adopted too long after the
5533’ : Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
152 1880 Ohio Michael A. Daugherty, et Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
al. (Editors), Revised of any pistol, Bowie knife, dirk, or . . “ S ,
This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
étatutesl aNndt Othefr tﬁctgtof[a gthe_rﬁatr)llgekr)ous ;/'veap(i):n. to $200 | Weapon ban. It does not b)z;n possession, transfer, or
eneral Nature ot the State | Funishable by a fine of up to manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
of Ohio: In Force January | or imprisonment for up to 30 days certain arms. and eyven then i?only regu?{ates r?low they
1, 1880, 1633 (Vol. 2, for the first offense, and a fine of are carried éruen 142 S Cf at 2133
1879), tit. 1, ch. 5, § 6892 up to $500 or imprisonment for up ' ' T '
to 3 months for the second offense. | Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
153 1880 | South Carolina | 1880 S.C. Acts 447-48, No. | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
362,81 (S:Iounnce;!g? Fr)r:?att(;lll I?rzhlzk(ljggggz, or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
or ot%er d'eadl Weanon ’ ’ weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Punishable b yfine up tc; $200 manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
A0le by P certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
andfor imprisonment up to 1 year. are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
154 1881 Alabama 1880-1881 Ala. Laws 38— | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

39,ch. 44,81

of any Bowie knife, or any other
knife of like kind or description,
pistol, or firearm of “any other

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
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kind or description,” or air gun. certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
Punishable by fine of $50-300 and | are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
:;nop:]rgﬁgnlrzrber?rt] eorf r}gt\,%g&etﬂgir}ii e Further, the law was adopted too long after the
collectéd under tﬁe statute would Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
be monetarv and not in-kind at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
avments y (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
pay ' weight than it can rightly bear.”).
155 1881 Arkansas 1881 Ark. Acts 191-92, ch. | Prohibited the carrying of any dirk, | Objection to inclusion.
96,85 1-2 ra(;\tgllekmlcflii eSSW ?;géfpgfgganfei;t ol This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
(except pistols :[hat ar’e used%npthe weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Arm poPNa if carried openlv in manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
the h)e/md) VY penly certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
156 1881 Colorado 1881 Colo. Sess. Laws 74, | Prohibited concealed carry of any | Objection to inclusion.
§1 g{f}?rl HS;(;,;I 'ev\lfga:f%ndﬁ?gﬁr' ((:)irly This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
town orvil)lla e P y iy, weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
' ge. manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. The law also provides an exemption for
those authorized by a local chief of police. Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
157 1881 Delaware 1881 Del. Laws 716, ch. Prohibited the carrying of Obijection to inclusion.

The law’s transfer restriction is not “relevantly similar”
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selling deadly weapons other than
an ordinary pocket knife to minors.
Punishable by a fine of $25-200 or
imprisonment for 10-30 days.

to CA’s assault weapon ban because it restricted only
the transfer of certain arms (including common arms)
to minors. It did not flatly ban possession by anyone,
nor did it ban transfer to adults. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

The restriction on concealed carry is not “relevantly
similar” either. It does not ban the possession, transfer,
or manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

158

1881

Ilinois

1881 1ll. Laws 73,88 1, 4

Prohibited the possession, selling,
loaning, or hiring for barter of a
slungshot or metallic knuckles or
other deadly weapon. Punishable
as a misdemeanor.

Objection to inclusion.

If the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this law
are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not “relevantly
similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in common use for
lawful purposes. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

But if relevant, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight—especially
because the law is not consistent with founding-era
laws. Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against “giving
postenactment history more weight than it can rightly
bear.”).

And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

159

1881

Illinois

1881 Ill. Laws 73, § 2

Prohibited selling, giving, loaning,
hiring for barter any minor a pistol,
revolver, derringer, Bowie knife,

Obijection to inclusion.

The law’s transfer restriction is not “relevantly similar”
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dirk or other deadly weapon.
Punishable by fine of $25-200.

to CA’s assault weapon ban because it restricted only
the transfer of certain arms (including common arms)
to minors. It did not flatly ban possession by anyone,
nor did it ban transfer to adults. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

160

1881

Indiana

1881 Ind. Acts 191, ch. 37,
§81

Prohibited drawing or threatening
to use any pistol, dirk, knife,
slungshot, or other deadly weapon
on any other person. Punishable by
$1-$500 fine and/or imprisonment
up to 6 months.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only
exhibiting/brandishing of arms in a terrorizing manner.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

161

1881

Indiana

1881 Ind. Acts 191, ch. 37,
§82

Prohibited concealed carry of any
dirk, pistol, Bowie knife, dagger,
sword in cane, or other dangerous
or deadly weapon. Excepted
travelers. Also prohibited open
carry of same with intent of
injuring another. Punishable by
fine up to $500.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

The restriction on open carry is not “relevantly similar”
either. It does not ban the possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
or intending to engage in illegal activity. (i.e., assault).
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Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
162 1881 Indiana Revised Statues of the State | Prohibited maliciously or Objection to inclusion.
Reviionof 1601 and All | rfs, ol o other missileor | TS lawis not elevently similar” to CA's assalt
General Laws Enacted weapon, or throwing a stone, stick, § ' .
Subsequent to That clubIO or other subste?nce ata manufacture of any arm. It merely'bans shoo'gmg or
Revision 366 (1881), § vehiz:le Punishable by throwing certain projectiles at vehicles. And it
’ L regulates for very different reasons (i.e., vehicle
1957 ;r:]]g gsf?rr:(rangp éi%[fgodays to 1 year accident prevention). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
163 1881 | Missouri —_City J. H. Johnston (Editor), P_rohibited concea_led carry of any | Objection to inclusion.
o o | S bl | Thisaw s ot ety sl to CA' s
' ’ ! weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Boonville, Mo. 91 (1881), other deadly or dangerous weapon.
No. 17 art. 1 § 6 Punishable by fine of $5-90 manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
R y ' certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
164 1881 Nebraska Guy A. Brown (Editor), Prohibited concealed carry of any | Objection to inclusion.

Compiled Statutes of the

pistol, bowie knife, dirk, or other
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State of Nebraska, dangerous weapon. Punishable by | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

Comprising All Laws of a fine up to $100 and/or up to 30 weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or

General Nature in Force days imprisonment for first manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

July 1, 1881, 666 (1881), offense, and fine up to $100 and/or | certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

ch.5,825 up to 3 months imprisonment for are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

second offense. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
165 1881 Nevada David E. Baily, The Prohibited a minor from carrying a | Objection to inclusion.
gteneral Statutes of the concealed dirk, pistol, sword in This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
ate of Nevada. In Force. case, slungshot, or other dangerous .

From 1861 to 1885 or deadly weapon. Punishable by weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or

Inclusive. With Citeitions of | fine of $20-200 aﬁd/or maanacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

the Decis.ions of the imori certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

prisonment of 30 days to 6 are carried by minors. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133

Supreme Court Relating months. y ' ’ T '

Thereto, at 1077 (1885), An Further, the law was adopted too long after the

Act to prohibit the carrying Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.

of concealed weapons by at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136

minors, § 1 (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

166 1881 Tennessee — | William K. McAlister Prohibited the carrying of pistol, Objection to inclusion.
City of (Editor), Ordinances of the | Bowie knife, dirk, slungshot, brass . . « P s
Nashville City of Nashville, to Which | knuckles, or other deadly weapon. This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA's assault

are Prefixed the State Laws
Chartering and Relating to
the City, with an Appendix,
340-41 (1881),ch. 108,81

Punishable by fine of $10-50 for a
first offense and $50 for
subsequent offenses.

weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

167

1881

Washington
[Territory]

1881 Wash. Code 181,
Criminal Procedure,
Offenses Against Public
Policy, ch. 73, § 929

Prohibited the carrying of “any
concealed weapon.” Punishable
by fine up to $100 or
imprisonment up to 30 days.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

168

1881

Washington
[Territory]

William Lair Hill,
Ballinger’s Annotated
Codes and Statutes of
Washington, Showing All
Statutes in Force, Including
the Session Laws of 1897,
at 1956 (Vol. 2, 1897)

Prohibited exhibiting a dangerous
weapon in a manner likely to cause
terror. Punishable by fine up to
$25.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only
exhibiting/brandishing of arms in a terrorizing manner.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
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significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

169

1881

Washington —
City of New
Tacoma
[Territory]

1881 Wash. Sess. Laws 76,
ch. 6,834, pt. 15

Authorized New Tacoma to
regulate the carrying concealed
deadly weapons, and the use of
guns, pistols, firearms,
firecrackers.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession of any arm or
any conduct at all. It instead purports to authorize a
local jurisdiction to adopt a law. And the State does not
indicate whether the town actually passed that law.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Even if the town did pass such a law, it would not be
“relevantly similar” to CA’s assault weapon ban. It
does not ban possession, transfer, or manufacture of
any arm. It regulates only carry of certain arms, and
even then, it only regulates how they are carried.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

170

1882

Georgia

1882-1883 Ga. Laws 37,
ch. 18,82, pt. 18

Imposed $25 occupational tax on
dealers of pistols, revolvers, dirks,
or Bowie knives.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on certain
arms. And it only applies to dealers. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

171

1882

lowa — City of
Sioux City

S. J. Quincy (Editor),
Revised Ordinances of the
City of Sioux City, lowa 62
(1882), Public Safety, § 4

Prohibited the carrying a
concealed pistol, revolver,
slungshot, cross-knuckles,
knuckles of lead, brass or other
metal, or any Bowie knife, razor,
billy, dirk, dirk knife or Bowie

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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knife, or other dangerous weapon. | Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
172 1882 Minnesota — W. P. Murray (Editor), Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
City of Saint Municipal C(_)qe of Saint concealed pistol or pistols, dirk, This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Paul Paul, Comprising the Laws | dagger, sword, slungshot, cross- weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
of the State of Minnesota knuckles, or knuckles of lead, ' : '
Relating to the City of Saint | brass or other metal, Bowie knife, maanacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
: . . certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

Paul, and the Ordinances dirk knife or razor, or any other are carried. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133

of the Common Council, dangerous or deadly weapon. ' ’ T '

Revised to December 1, Punishable by seizure of the Further, the law was adopted too long after the

1884 289 (1884) art. 18, 8§ 1 | weapon. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

173 1882 West Virginia | 1882 W. Va. Acts 421-22, | Prohibited the carrying of a pistol, | Objection to inclusion.

ch. 135,81

dirk, Bowie knife, razor,
slungshot, billy, metallic or other
false knuckles, or any other
dangerous or deadly weapon. Also
prohibited selling any such
weapon to a minor. Punishable by
fine of $25-200 and imprisonment
of 1-12 months.

The law’s transfer restriction is not “relevantly similar”
to CA’s assault weapon ban. It restricted only the
transfer of arms (including common arms) to minors. It
did not flatly ban possession by anyone, nor did not
ban transfer to adults. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

The restriction on carry is not “relevantly similar”
either. It does not ban the possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
174 1883 Georgia 1882-1883 Ga. Laws 48— Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
49,No. 93,81 g;‘?:ys E;toé’ o(\j/:/ril;,-ljx\i/?erd olrn ;:1 This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
other, k[i)nd 6f KNives man’ufactuyed weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
and sold for the purpose of offense manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
and defense.” purp certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
' are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
175 1883 | Illinois — City of | E. R. E. Kimbrough & W. Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
Danville J. Calhoun (Editors), concealed pistol, revolver,

Revised Ordinances of the
City of Danville, Illinois
179 (1892), § 23

derringer, Bowie knife, dirk,
slungshot, metallic knuckles, or a
razor, as a weapon, or any other
deadly weapon. Also prohibited
displaying the weapon in a
threatening or boisterous manner.
Punishable by fine of $1-100 and
forfeiting the weapon, if ordered
by the magistrate.

This law’s carry restriction is not “relevantly similar”
to CA’s assault weapon ban. It does not ban
possession, transfer, or manufacture of any arm. It
regulates only carry of certain arms, and even then, it
only regulates how they are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

The law’s restriction on displaying/brandishing arms is
not “relevantly similar” either. It does not ban
possession, transfer, or manufacture of any arm. It
regulates only displaying/brandishing of arms in a
threatening or boisterous manner. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
176 1883 Kansas 1883 Kan. Sess. Laws 159, | Prohibited the selling, trading, Objection to inclusion.

ch. 105, 8§ 1-2 ?e'xg;gé?rolf?g;ng ;gla g:?tkOII’B owie The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
knife br’ass knuckles ’slung’]shot or | Weapon ban b_ecause_ it restricted only the tre}nsfer of
other’dangerous wea[’)ons o any’ certain arms (|r]clud|ng common_arms) to minors and
minor, or to any person of those of “no_torlously unsound mind.” It did not flatly
notoribusly unsound mind. Also ban possession of arms by or transfer of arms to law-

P L abiding adults of “sound mind.” Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
prohibited the possession of such 2133
weapons by any minor. Punishable '
by fine of $5-100. Also prohibited | Further, the law was adopted too long after the
a minor from possessing a pistol, Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
revolver, toy pistol by which at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
cartridges may be exploded, dirk, | (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
Bowie knife, brass knuckles, weight than it can rightly bear.”).
slungshot, or other dangerous
weapon. Punishable by fine of $1-
10.
177 1883 Missouri 1883 Mo. Laws 76, Prohibited the carrying of a Obijection to inclusion.

Concealed Weapons, § 1 g?&ceda;gg J:resl?Jrr:SZHE'[o Vg:eol,;?ge’ This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
deadly Weaplon t0 a ChL;I’Ch school. | Weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
election site. or other publi,c settiné maanacture of any arm. It rqgulates only carry of
or carrying i,n a threatening manner certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how and
or while intoxicated. Punishable by where they are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
fine of $25-200 and/or by Further, the law was adopted too long after the
imprisonment up to 6 months. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.

at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
178 1883 Washington — | 1883 Wash. Sess. Laws Authorized City of Snohomishto | Objection to inclusion.
City of 302, An Act to Incorporate | regulate and prohibit carrying

concealed deadly weapons and to
prohibit using guns, pistols,

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession of any arm or
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Snohomish the City of Snohomish, ch. | firearms, firecrackers, bombs, and | any conduct at all. It instead purports to authorize a

[Territory] 6, 8 29, pt. 15 explosives. local jurisdiction to adopt a law. And the State does not
indicate whether the town actually passed that law.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Even if the town did pass such a law, it would not be
“relevantly similar” because it would regulate only
carry of certain arms.

179 1883 Wisconsin — 1883 Wis. Sess. Laws 713, | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.

City of Oshkosh | ch. 6, § 3, pt. 56 gﬁjnncesr:g(tj %'rStC?:)gsr Eg{}(’:ﬁ; s or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
knut?kles bf lead. brass or other weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
metal or Bowie I’<nife dirk knife manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

. ’ ’ certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

or dirk or dagger, or any other are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133

dangerous or deadly weapon. ' ’ T '

Punishable by confiscation of the Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen

weapon. rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

180 1884 Georgia 1884-1885 Ga. Laws 23, Imposed $100 occupational tax on | Objection to inclusion.

ch.52,82, pt. 18

dealers of pistols, revolvers, dirks,
or Bowie knives.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on dealers of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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181 1884 Maine The Revised Statutes of the | Prohibited the carrying of a dirk, Objection to inclusion.
State of Maine, Passed dagger, sword, pistol, or other . . “ e ,
. This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
August 29, 1883, and Of.f ensive and dangerous weapon weapon ban. It does not b)z;n possession, transfer, or
Taking Effect January 1, without reasonable cause to fear an manufacturé of any arm. It regulates oniy carry (Sf
%81804 928, (1884), ch. 130, | assault. certain arms, and even then, provides an exception to
the law for self-defense. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
182 1884 | Maryland — City | John Prentiss Poe (Editor), | Provided for $5-25 fine and Objection to inclusion.
of Baltimore | The Maryland Code: Public | confiscation of weapon when_ever This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Local Laws, Adopted by the a person charged with any crime or weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
General Assembly of mlsdemeanorwas"‘found to have manufacturé of any arm. The law only énhances’the
II\/IaIr y(ljand’lo\\/llar(in 1?,’ t?.88’ cqr;c?atlje.dkaltzo#t h;)s pe.rs?(n .e}ny criminal sentence of thoée found to have carrying on
ncluding Also the Public pistol, dirk-knife, bowie-knife, . : o e
Local Acts of the Session of | sling-shot, billy, brass, iron or any ;t)f}(;lernrs)grz()rrljz\rl]h|Iligosm(r:rtut;;nzglg§eparate criminal
1888 Incorporated Therein | other metal knuckles, razor, or any ' ! T '
522—-23 (Vol. 1, 1888), ch. | other deadly weapon whatsoever.” | Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
187, § 742 rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. 1d. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
183 1884 Vermont 1884 Vt. Acts & Resolves | Prohibited the setting of any spring | Objection to inclusion.

74,No.74.81

gun trap. Punishable by a fine of
$50-500 and liability for twice the
amount of any damage resulting
from the trap.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “trap guns™). And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
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prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
184 1884 Wyoming John W. Blakeet al. Prohibited exhibiting in a Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] (()I?(\j/\l/toorzi, nReVI'r?eSO?E?UteS g]gsatgrmi% emgﬂﬂeijg flrgzr-arm, This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
y 9, . ' » dagger, weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
January 1, 1887, Including | slungshot or other deadly weapon.
the Declaration of Punishable by fine of $10-100 or g(?ﬂETZﬁtu/rtfr;);da:ZKiirmdfl;rrr?]gsuilr? t:Str?rgzenin manner
Independence, the Articles | imprisonment up to 6 months. Bruen 122 S.Ct. at 2333 g '
of Confederation, the ' T '
Constitution of the United Further, the law was adopted too long after the
States, the Organic Act of Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
Wyoming, and All Laws of at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
Congress Affecting the (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
Territorial Government 297 weight than it can rightly bear.”).
(1887), § 983 Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
185 1885 Florida W. A. Blountet al. Prohibited secretly carrying “arms | Objection to inclusion.

(Editors), The Revised
Statutes of the State of
Florida 782 (1892), tit. 2,
art. 5, § 2421

of any kind” or concealing any
“dirk, pistol or other weapon.”
Punishable by imprisonment up to
6 months or fine up to $100.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
arms, and even then, it only regulates how they are
carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
186 1885 Montana 1885 Mont. Laws 7475, § | Prohibited possessing, carrying, or | No objection to inclusion.

[Territory] 1 gyvgcrzasgcv%fddégﬁéd'ril;lé?'fed n. or To the extent the law purports to ban the possession or
other aeadly weap(’)r? and’f%orﬁ transfer of arms in common use for lawful purposes, it
using the weapon in a threatening may be relevant to this Court’s analysis.
manner or in a fight. Punishable by | But if relevant, the law was adopted too long after the
fine of $10-100 and/or Founding to be afforded much weight—especially
imprisonment for 1-3 months. because the law is not consistent with founding-era

laws. Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against “giving
postenactment history more weight than it can rightly
bear.”).
And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

187 1885 New York George R. Donnan (Editor), | Prohibited using or attempting to Objection to inclusion.

Annotated Code of
Criminal Procedure and
Penal Code of the State of
New York as Amended
1882-85 172 (1885), § 410

use, carrying, concealing, or
possessing a slungshot, billy,
sandclub or metal knuckles, or a
dagger, dirk or dangerous knife.
Punishable as a felony, and as a
misdemeanor if a minor.

If the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this law
are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not “relevantly
similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in common use for
lawful purposes. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

But if relevant, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight—especially
because the law is not consistent with founding-era
laws. Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against “giving
postenactment history more weight than it can rightly
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bear.”).
And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.
188 1885 New York — Charter and Ordinances of | Prohibited the carrying or using Objection to inclusion.
TR | Redsed in 2665, andas | i, Bows knfe, swod o spear | 1151w s ot “relevnty similar o CA's assault
Amended from 1885 to cane, pistol, revolver, slungshot, ' : '
: o manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

\1/\%?2 QBZLL;;'IVE’e;iOS?;m%r gg?l))// (? rrzsnsi :Vr\#jlk\llszéggr?ther certain arms and, even then, only while participating in

Enactments Affecting the Punishable by a fine of $25-100 2; sl :thr)]dépg etr? iﬁ%agec'? ;ItlezglzaéISactlwty. (e,

City of Syracuse 331 and/or imprisonment for 30 days to ’ o '

(1894),ch. 27,85 3 months. Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

189 1885 Oregon 1885 Or. Laws 33, §§ 1-2 Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

of any revolver, pistol, or other
firearm, or any knife (other than an
“ordinary pocket knife), or any
dirk, dagger, slungshot, metal
knuckles, or any instrument that
could cause injury. Punishable by
a fine of $10-200 or imprisonment
for 5-100 days.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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190

1886

Alabama

1886 Ala. Laws 36, No. 4,
§5, pt. 17

Imposed $300 occupational tax on
dealers of pistols, pistol cartridges,
Bowie knives, and dirk knives.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on dealers of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

191

1886

Colorado - City
of Denver

Isham White (Editor), Laws
and Ordinances of the City
of Denver, Colorado 369
(1886), § 10

Prohibited the carrying of any
slungshot, colt, or metal knuckles
while engaged in any breach of the
peace. Punishable by a fine of $25-
300.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, only when one is engaged
in a breach of the peace. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

192

1886

Georgia

1886 Ga. Laws 17, tit. 2, 8§
2, pt. 18

Imposed $100 occupational tax on
dealers of pistols, revolvers, dirks,
Bowie knives, and “pistol or
revolver cartridges.”

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on dealers of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
193 1886 Maryland 1886 Md. Laws 602, ch. Prohibited the carrying of “any Objection to inclusion.
375,81 gllj:]o': S?]'gl:'lgﬂ:fe’ St;(l?]\:jv-lgl-ﬁglfri’et o1 | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
knut?kles r’azory(’Jr other daﬁ erous weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
or dead| ’ weanon” conceale% or manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
with an i);tent F'zo iniure another ’ arms, and even then, it only regulates how they are
openly ! ! carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
194 1886 Maryland John Prentiss Poe (Ed!tor), Prohibited th_e carry_ing of_ a Objection to inclusion.
woiglal_r;c\ilv g:o'gg(:) ;ggl ll)(; e E%%?glfgifglsstl?Jlr,lgSILlétk?)lifﬁ),/ This |awbis n(?t ;relevantkl)y similar” to CA’s aisault
’ ; ’ ' weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
e 1o, | o o 1%, 52011 | anufacturs o any s It egultes oy cay of
: e . : certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
Including Also the Public weapon. Punishable by fine of up are carried. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
Local Acts of the Session of | to $500 or imprisonment of up to 6 ' ’ o '
1888 Incorporated Therein | months. Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
468-69 (Vol. 1, 1888), art. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
27, ch. 375, § 30 at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
195 1886 Maryland — 1886 Md. Laws 315, ch Prohibited the carrying of a gun, Obijection to inclusion.
Cg:wgr? f 189,81 g'rsg?llj’d%'élghd&;kéﬁrgr:étggﬁoéé;'Ily This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

Punishable by a fine of $10-50.

weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only applies on election
day. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
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persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
196 1887 lowa — City of | A. S. Hazelton & Frank J. Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
Council Bluffs 8?5?;;552;?&% eC((:)iTyp(l)lf d gﬁ,nncge:r:g? %'f::; E;Jgf&rsmg’r This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Council Bluffs lowa 203—- knuckles bf lead, brass or’other weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
- manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
04 (1920), 8 75 metal or material , or any sandbag, . :
. L certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they

air guns O.f any qescrlptlon, dagger, are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133

Bowie knife, or instrument for ' ' T '

cutting, stabbing or striking, or Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen

other dangerous or deadly weapon, | rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are

instrument or device. persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

197 1887 | Kansas — City of | O. P. Ergenbright (Editor), | Prohibited using a pistol or other Objection to inclusion.

Independence

Revised Ordinances of the
City of Independence,
Kansas, Together with the
Amended Laws Governing
Cities of the Second Class
and Standing Rules of the
City Council 162 (1887), §
27

weapon in a hostile or threatening
manner. Also prohibited carrying a
concealed pistol, dirk, Bowie
knife, revolver, slungshot, billy,
brass, lead, or iron knuckles, or
any deadly weapon. Punishable by
fine of $5-100.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only the use of
certain arms in a hostile or threatening manner and the
manner of carrying certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
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at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
198 1887 Michigan Laws of the State of Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
Public Health in Force in | pitol air qun Stlto, metallic | 1S 12w S not“relevantly similar 10 CA's assaut
the Year 1890 145 (1889), § | knuckles, pocket-billy, sandbag, D re of e o ’
1 skull cracker, slungshot, razor or manutacture of any arm. 1t reguiates onty carty o
other offensi\’/e and dan’ erous certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
weapon or instrument g are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
199 1887 Montana 1887 Mont. Laws 549, § P_rohibited the_carry_ing of_ any Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] 174 E:Eté) I’Ezgﬁnbl:g[[;eérd(;#ém'\z' This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
wea gon V\'Iith the intent to assaulta | Weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
ersF())n Punishable by fine un to manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
glOO o.r im risonmer)(t un to g certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
months P P or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e.,
' assault). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
200 1887 New Mexico | Acts of the Legislative Defined “deadly weapons” as Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] Assembly of the Territory of | including pistols, whether the same

New Mexico, Twenty-
Seventh Session 55 (1887),
ch. 30,81

be a revolved, repeater, derringer,
or any kind or class of pistol or
gun; any and all kinds of daggers,
Bowie knives, poniards, butcher
knives, dirk knives, and all such

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm or any other conduct. It merely
provides a definition of “deadly weapons.” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.
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weapons with which dangerous Further, the law was adopted too long after the
cuts can be given, or with which Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
dangerous thrusts can be inflicted, | at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
including sword canes, and any (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
kind of sharp pointed canes; as weight than it can rightly bear.”).
also slungshots, bludgeons or any :
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
other deadly weapons. Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect “the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
201 1887 Virginia The Code of Virginia: With | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
:23 E iﬂgerg&og n(g the ﬁ?}?f%eiffoflztﬁlﬁ ds'rr]l;t B;orv;:]e This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Consptitution of the United weap’on of t’he Iikge kina y weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
o : . : manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
States, and the Constitution | Punishable by fine of $20-100 and tai d then. it onl lates how th
of Virginia 897 (1887), 8 forfeiture of the weapon. certain arms, and even then, 1t on’y regutates how they
3780 ’ are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
202 1888 Georgia 1888 Ga. Laws 22, ch. 123, | Imposed $25 occupational tax on Objection to inclusion.

§2, pt. 17

dealers of pistols, revolvers, dirks,
or Bowie knives.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on dealers of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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203 1888 | Maryland — City | John Prentiss Poe, The Prohibited the carrying of a pistol, | Objection to inclusion.
of Baltimore Baltlrr_]o_re City Cod(_a, d!rk knife, B_OW|e knife, slingshot, This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Containing the Public Local | billy, brass, iron or any other metal weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Laws of Maryland Relating | knuckles, razor, or any other ' | :
. . . manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
to the City of Baltimore, deadly weapon if arrested for . : :
. . . certain arms, and even then, it only applied when one

and the Ordinances of the being drunk and disorderly. ; :
Mayor and City Council, in | Punishable by fine of $5-25, and \{\fzs gr&etstgszf(l);gemg drunk and disorderly. Bruen,
Force on the First Day of confiscation of the weapon. T '
November, 1891, With a Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
Supplement, Containing the rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
Public Local Laws Relating persuasive. Id. at 2156.
E,Oagzg dCa:P{hOJ geilsfilg%? Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
1892 of the General Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
Assembly. and Also the at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
Ordinancyés of the Mayor (cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
and City Council, Passed at weight than it can rightly bear.”).
the Session of 1891-92,
and of 1892-1893, Up To
the Summer Recess of 1893
522-23 (Vol. 1, 1888), §
742

204 1888 Maryland — John Prentiss Poe, The Prohibited carrying, on days of an | Objection to inclusion.

County of Kent

Maryland Code : Public
Local Laws, Adopted by
the General Assembly of
Maryland March 14, 1888.
Including also the Public
Local Acts of the Session
of 1888 incorporated
therein, at 1457 (Vol. 2,
1888), Election Districts—
Fences, 8 99

election, any gun, pistol, dirk, dirk-
knife, razor, billy or bludgeon.
Punishable by a fine of $5-20.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only applies on election
day. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
205 1888 Minnesota George Brooks Young Prohibited manufacturing, selling, | 8 333. Objection to inclusion.

(Editor), General Statutes
of the State of Minnesota in
Force January 1, 1889
1006 (\Vol. 2, 1888), 88
333-34

giving, or disposing of a slungshot,
sandclub, or metal knuckles, or
selling or giving a pistol or firearm
to a minor without magistrate
consent. Also prohibited carrying a
concealed slungshot, sandclub, or
metal knuckles, or a dagger, dirk,
knife, pistol or other fire-arm, or
any dangerous weapon.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted only the transfer of
certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
by anyone, nor did not ban transfer to adults. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2133.

8 334. Objection to inclusion

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only the attempt to
use certain arms “against another” and the carry of
such arm with the intent to assault. Id. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Objection to description.

The law was not a flat a restriction on carry. It only
restricted carry with the intent to assault another.

The relevant language is as follows: “A person who
attempts to use against another, or who, with intent
so to use, carries, conceals, or possesses any
instrument or weapon of the kind commonly known as
a slung-shot, sand-club, or metal knuckles, or a dagger,
dirk, knife, pistol or other fire-arm, or any dangerous
weapon, is guilty of a misdemeanor.”
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206

1888

Utah — City of
Salt Lake City
[Territory]

Dangerous and Concealed
Weapon, Feb. 14, 1888,
reprinted in The Revised
Ordinances Of Salt Lake
City, Utah 283 (1893) (Salt
Lake City, Utah). § 14

Prohibited carrying a slingshot or
any concealed deadly weapon
without permission of the mayor.
Punishable by fine up to $50.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

207

1889

Arizona

1889 Ariz. Sess. Laws 16,
No. 13,81

Prohibited carrying of any pistol,
dirk, dagger, slungshot, sword
cane, spear, brass knuckles, Bowie
knife, or any knife manufactured
to offensive or defensive purposes.
Punishable by a fine of $25-100
and forfeiture of the weapon.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
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significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

208

1889

Idaho
[Territory]

1888-1889 Idaho Sess.
Laws 23,81

Prohibited private persons from
carrying “deadly weapons” within
any city, town or village.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Further, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

Finally, the law was held to be unconstitutional in In re
Brickey, 8 Idaho 597 (1902) (held unconstitutional
under the Second Amendment and state constitution)

209

1889

Minnesota

George Brooks Young
(Editor), General Statutes
of the State of Minnesota in
Force January 1, 1889
1006 (Vol. 2, 1888), § 334

Prohibited manufacture and sale of
slungshots, sand-clubs, and metal
knuckles. Prohibited sale of “any
pistol or firearm to any person
under the age of eighteen years” in
any city without written consent of
a magistrate.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law’s firearm transfer restriction is not “relevantly
similar” to CA’s assault weapon ban because it
restricted only the transfer of firearms (including
common arms) to minors. It did not flatly ban
possession by anyone, nor did not ban transfer of
firearms to adults or even to minors with consent of a
magistrate. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
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at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Re: the law’s restrictions on manufacturing and
transferring any slungshot, billy, sandclub, or metal
knuckles: If the State’s claim is that the arms subject to
this law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Even if relevant, this late 19th-century law banning the
manufacture and transfer of certain arms should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Id.

210

1889

Pennsylvania —
City of
Johnstown

Laws of the City of
Johnstown, Pa., Embracing
City Charter, Act of
Assembly of May 23, 1889,
for the Government of
Cities of the Third Class,
General and Special
Ordinances, Rules of Select
and Common Councils and
Joint Sessions 86 (1897),
No. 2,812

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of any pistol, razor, dirk, Bowie
knife, blackjack, handy billy, or
other deadly weapon. Punishable
by fine of $5-50.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

211

1890

Connecticut —
City of New
Haven

Charter and Ordinances of
the City of New Haven,
Together With Legislative

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of any metal knuckles, pistol,
slungshot, stiletto, or similar

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
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Acts Affecting Said City 164
(1890), § 192

weapons, absent written
permission of the mayor or
superintendent of police.
Punishable by a fine of $5-50.

manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

212

1890

Georgia

1890 Ga. Laws 38, ch. 131,
§2, pt. 16

Imposed $100 occupational tax on
dealers of pistols, revolvers, dirks,
or Bowie knives.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on dealers of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

213

1890

Louisiana

890 La. Acts 39, ch. 46

Prohibiting the transfer of any
pistol, dirk, Bowie knife, or “any
other dangerous weapon, which
may be carried concealed on a
person to any person under the age
of 21.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted only the transfer of
certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
by anyone, nor did not ban transfer to adults. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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214 1890 | Maryland — City | John Prentiss Poe (Editor), | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
of Baltimore -(I-:r(]ait?a?r!tilnrgotrheegﬁkl)lci: CO de, ﬁﬁ?f%ez:;lleig gp;lsgil,b(?;lr;-lggrlﬁélligwm This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
' ' ' ' weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Local Laws of Maryland metal knuckles, razor or any other
- - manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

Relating to the City of dangerous or deadly weapon, or . .
Baltimogre, and th(tey whogopenly carries)cvith trile intent certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
Ordinances of the Mayor to injure a person. Punishable by are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133,
and City Council, in Force | fine of up to $500 and Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
on the First Day of imprisonment up to 6 months. rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
November, 1891, With a persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Eﬂ%‘l)ilgrﬁgggl (I:_(;rxglg'er;gtﬁ:e Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
to the Citv of Baltimore 9 Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
Passed atythe Session Of’ at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
1892 of the General (cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
Assembly, and Also the weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Ordinances of the Mayor
and City Council, Passed at
the Session of 1891-92, and
of 1892-1893, Up To the
Summer Recess of 1893
297-98 (1893), § 742A

215 1890 | Nebraska — City | W. J. Connell (Editor), The | Prohibited the carrying of a Obijection to inclusion.

of Omaha

Revised Ordinances of the
City of Omaha, Nebraska,
Embracing All Ordinances
of a General Nature in
Force April 1, 1890,
Together With the Charter
for Metropolitan Cities, the
Constitution of the United
States and the Constitution
of the State of Nebraska
344-45 (1890), § 10

concealed pistol or revolver, colt,
billy, slungshot, brass knuckles or
knuckles of lead, dirk, dagger, or
any knife resembling a Bowie
knife, or any other dangerous or
deadly weapon. Punishable by fine
up to $100.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
216 1890 Oklahoma Will T. Little et al. Prohibited the manufacture, sale, Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] (Editors), The Statutes of giving, or disposing of any This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
8@3?)02271188—91% 475-16 Lnnséw?:g%w;e?ﬁg? :?]Léa“y weapon ban. It does not ban transfer or manufacture of
’ o gshot, arms in common use for lawful purposes at the time.
prohibited the.ca_rrymg any Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
slungshot or similar weapon. ’ T '
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
217 1890 Oklahoma Will T. Little et al. Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] (Editors), The Statutes of of any pistol, revolver, Bowie

Oklahoma, 1890, 495-96
(1891), art. 47, 88 1-2, 10

knife, dirk, dagger, slungshot,
sword cane, spear, metal knuckles,
or any other knife or instrument
manufactured or sold solely for
defense. Also prohibited the
carrying of any pistol, revolver,
Bowie knife, dirk knife, loaded
cane, billy, metal knuckles, or
“any other offensive or defense
weapon.” Punishable by a fine of
$50-500 and imprisonment for 3-
12 months.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
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218

1890

Oklahoma —
Town of
Checotah

General Laws Relating to
Incorporated Towns of
Indian Territory 49 (1890),
No. 11,83

Prohibited the carrying of any
pistol; dirk; butcher knife; Bowie
knife; sword; spear-cane, metal
knuckles, razor, slungshot,
sandbag, or a switchblade.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

The law was adopted too long after the Founding to be
afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S. at 634-635; see
also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136 (cautioning against
“giving postenactment history more weight than it can
rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

219

1891

California — City
of Fresno

Jener W. Nielson (Editor),
Charter and Ordinances of
the City of Fresno,
California 52 (1916), No.
221,88

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of any pistol or firearm, slungshot,
dirk, Bowie knife, or other deadly

weapon, absent written permission.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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220 1891 | California— City | Jener W. Nielson (Editor), | Prohibited the transfer to any Objection to inclusion.
of Fresno %Za(r:tif; gpld:r(ggg(l)nances of m;?(())lr grngﬁ: etrh?i %%er rgf éﬁsn%/ (%Pe The law is not “relevgntly si milar” to CA’s assault
California 58 (19i6) No knife der. shot b’ llet ’ weapon ban becagse it restr_lcted only the transfer o_f
T » POWer, SNot, BUTIEts, or any . It did not flatly ban possession
221, 853 combustible or dangerous material, certain arms to minors Itdi y P
absent written consent of parent or by_ anyone, nor did not ban transfer to adults or even
guardian, minors w/ parental consent. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
221 1891 Michigan 1891 Mich. Pub. Acts 408— | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
09, No. 257, 8 15 ﬁ?}?f%ea(;ieﬁ(péﬁ%lé gﬁgflgielrl’i eBOW'e This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
sandt;ag fz’:xlse knuckl’es or E)ther weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
’ ’ manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
dangerous weapon. Also certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133
prohibited lurking or being ' ’ T '
concealed with the intent to injure | Further, the law was adopted too long after the
a person or property, or Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
threatening to beat or kill a person | at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
or property. Punishable by fine up | (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
to $100 and the costs of weight than it can rightly bear.”).
prosecution, and in default of
payment, imprisonment.
222 1891 North Dakota | 1891 N.D. Laws 193-94, Prohibited the setting of any gun Obijection to inclusion.

ch. 70,81

or gun trap to be discharged at
certain animals.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “trap guns™). And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
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prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
223 1891 West Virginia | John A. Warth (Editor), Prohibited the carrying of a pistol, | Objection to inclusion.
?I‘Ohdi(redOfE\(g\i/tengn\)/lsggIST?G g;&ﬁg?ﬁgg I%ilflr;;f?ﬁg?gl(l)ir corother | Thelaw’s transfer restriction is not “relevantly similar”
! ! to CA’s assault weapon ban because it restricted only
(1891), ch. 148, § 7 false knuckles, or any other the transfer of certain arms to minors. It did not flatl
dangerous or deadly weapon. Also : N y
g : ban possession by anyone, nor did not ban transfer to
prohibited selling such a weapon adults. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
to a minor. Punishable by fine of ' ’ o '
$25-200 and imprisonment for 1- | The law’s carry restriction is not “relevantly similar”
12 months. either because it does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It only regulates the carry of
certain arms. Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
224 1892 Alabama 1892 Ala. L. 183, ch. 95 Imposed $300 occupational tax on | Objection to inclusion.

dealers of pistols, pistol cartridges,
Bowie knives, and dirk knives, and
clarified that cartridges that can be
used in a pistol shall be deemed
pistol cartridges.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on dealers of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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225 1892 Georgia 1892 Ga. Laws 25, ch. 133, | Imposed $100 occupational tax on | Objection to inclusion.
82, pt. 16 dealers of pistols, revolvers, dirks, . . “ - ,
S This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Bowie knives, and metal knuckles. weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on dealers of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
226 1892 Washington — | Albert R. Heilig (Editor), Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
City of Tacoma | Ordinances of @he City of concea]ed a revolver, pls_tol or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Tacoma, Washington 333— | other fire arms or any knife (other ban. It d th ion. transf
34 (1892), No. 134 than an ordinary pocket knife) or weapon ban. Tt does not ban possession, transter, or
’ anv dirk or daager. slinashot or manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
me);al knuckleggor’any ?nstrument certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
by the use of which injury could be are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
inflicted upon the person. Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
227 1893 Arizona 1893 Ariz. Sess. Laws 3, 8 | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] 1 of any pistol or other firearm, dirk,

dagger, slungshot, sword cane,
spear, brass knuckles, Bowie knife
(or any kind of knife, except a
pocket knife not manufactured for
offensive or defensive use).

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
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at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 19th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect “the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
228 1893 Delaware Revised Statutes of the State | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

of Delaware, Of. Eight of deadly weapons or selling To the extent that this law restricts transfer of arms in

Hundred and_ Fifty-Two. As dea_dly weapons other than an common use for lawful purposes, this late 19th-century

Xhey Have Since Been ordlr]a(y poqket km_fe, and . law “cannot provide much insight into the meaning of

mended, Together with the | prohibited discharging any firearm the Second Amendment” because it is not consistent

Additional Laws of a Public | in any public road. Punishable by with earlier laws. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2153-54

and General Nature, Which | fine of $25-100 or by ' ' T '

Have Been Enacted Since imprisonment for 10-30 days. The law’s bans on concealed carry and public

the Publication of the discharge are not “relevantly similar” either because

Revised Code of Eighteen neither bans possession, transfer, or manufacture of any

Fifty-Two. To the Year of arm. Id.

(E)itghlt_lqlrgngpe%-;%uls\ﬁzgty- Further, the law was adopted too long after the

Three: to Which are Added Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.

the Co’nstitutions of the at 63{1-635; see _also B_rqen, 142 S.Ct. at 2135

United States and of this (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more

State. the Declaration of weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Independence, and

Appendix, 987 (1893), ch.

548

229 1893 | North Carolina | 1893 N.C. L. 468-69, ch. Prohibiting the transfer of any Objection to inclusion.

514

pistol, pistol cartridge, brass
knucks, Bowie knife, dirk, loaded
cane, or slingshot to a minor.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted only the transfer of
certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
by anyone, nor did not ban transfer to adults. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
230 1893 Rhode Island | 1893 R.1. Pub. Laws 231, Prohibited the carrying of any dirk, | Objection to inclusion.
ch. 1180, 51 E;WIeer krr:;;(e),rbsuv';%hrzr Cl;r;ge’ai r-qun. | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
bil?g rﬁetal k’nuckles sluﬁ Shoq[ ' | weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
ist)(/)’l or firearm of a’n gshot, manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Sescri’ tion y certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
ption. are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
231 1893 Tennessee — Claude Waller (Editor), Prohibited the carrying of a pistol, | Objection to inclusion.
City of Digest of the Ordinances of | Bowie knife, dirk knife, slungshot, . . « T s
Nashville the City of Nashville, to brass knucks, or other deadly ngsp?valgnn?: dgﬂ?ﬁf{tt‘)};ﬁ Ip??)lslggssﬁ?)r? ?rasni?:?utl)tr
Which are Prefixed the weapon. Punishable by fine of ' | i
State Laws Incorporating, $10-50 for a first offense and $50 (?;??a%agms ()Bfri% a{TZ' ISt gatgtélta;elsggnly carry of
and Relating to, the City, for subsequent offenses. ' : T '
With an Appendix Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
Containing Various Grants rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
and Franchises 364-65 persuasive. Id. at 2156.
(1893), § 738 Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
232 1893 | Wyoming — City | A. McMicken (Editor), The | Prohibited a person from Obijection to inclusion.
of Rawlins Revised Ordinances of the | possessing or carrying a pistol,

City of Rawlins, Carbon

revolver, knife, slungshot,

This late 19th-century law banning possession of
certain arms “cannot provide much insight into the
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County, Wyoming 131-32
(1893), 81

bludgeon or other lethal weapon.
Punishable by fine up to $100 or
imprisonment up to 30 days.

meaning of the Second Amendment” because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2153-
54.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.

The law’s restriction on carry is not “relevantly
similar” either because it does not ban possession,
transfer, or manufacture of any arm. Id.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

233

1895

North Dakota

The Revised Codes of the
State of North Dakota,
1895, Together with the
Constitution of the United
States and of the State of
North Dakota With the
Amendments Thereto 1259
(1895), § 7094

Prohibited the setting of any spring
or trap gun.

Objection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “trap guns™). And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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234 1895 North Dakota | The Revised Codes of the Prohibited the carrying of any Objection to inclusion.
igag;[g qlf ol\é(;:ﬂ;rljv?ilf[ﬁt?ﬁ o frl]gng(f:get a?é ds I(;?i:‘ll‘?/'} r\]/\g/]eg?(;rrl,yand This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Constitution of the United firearm or any “sharp or dangerous weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
States and of the State of Weanon.” manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
North Dakota With the pon. certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
Amendments Thereto 1293 are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
(1895), 88 7312-13 Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
235 1895 | Vermont — City | Charter and Ordinances of | Prohibited discharging a gun, Objection to inclusion.
of Barre the City of Barre, Vermont istol, or other loaded firearm, . . « T ,
53 (198/4) ch. 16. § 18 ?irecracker serpent, or other This law is not “relevantly similar to CA s assault
T exolosive ’unless or’1 3 DErSoN’s weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
ovxf)n 0 ér or with tﬁe manufacture of any arm. It regulates only public
erm?ssign tg; the broperty owner discharge of firearms and carry of certain arms and,
g\lso prohibited mgkigg aybonfire. even then, it only regulates how they are carried.
in the street except with city Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133,
council permission and the Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
carrying of concealed steel or brass | rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
knuckles, a pistol, slungshot, persuasive. Id. at 2156.
itr:;ggt’ e?r weapon of similar Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
' Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
236 1896 Hawaii Penal Laws of the Prohibited the carrying or being Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] Hawaiian Islands, 1897, “found armed with” any “bowie-

Compiled From the Penal
Code of 1869 and the
Session Laws of 1870 to

knife, sword-cane, pistol, air-gun,
slungshot, or other deadly
weapon,” unless authorized by
law. Punishable by fine of $10-30.
Exemption for individuals with

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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1896 Inclusive 251 (1897), | good cause to carry the weapon, or | Further, the law was adopted too long after the

ch. 54 for individuals with a license to Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
“possess, carry or use a pistol, at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
rifle, carbine, shotgun or other fire- | (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
arm.” Act 64 of the Session Laws | weight than it can rightly bear.”).
of 1896. Finally, this was not a state law, nor is it even a law of

a US territory. Hawaii was an independent republic in
1896 and remained so until annexation on July 7%,
1898. If the laws of US territories are not “instructive”
because they are “most unlikely to reflect “the origins
of and continuing significance of the Second
Amendment,”” then laws of foreign territories are even
less likely to do so. Id. at 2154.

237 1896 Mississippi 1896 Miss. L. 109-10, ch. Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.

104 gﬁ?gﬁ:rlefn ﬁgvgétlg;'fgr’ a(:lsrl(;’r This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
metallic knuc’kles sl’ingshot weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
sword. or other déa dly weap’on wof maanacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
like ki’nd or description.” certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they

' are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
238 1896 Rhode Island | General Laws of the State Prohibited the carrying of any dirk, | Objection to inclusion.

of Rhode Island and
Providence Plantations to
Which Are Prefixed the
Constitutions of the United
States and of the State
1010-11 (1896), ch. 282,
8§ 23-24, 26

Bowie knife, butcher knife,
dagger, razor, sword cane, air-gun,
billy, metal knuckles, slungshot,
pistol, or firearm of any
description. Exempted officers or
watchmen whose duties required
them to make arrests or guard
prisoners or property.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
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weight than it can rightly bear.”).
239 1896 Washington — | Rose M. Denny (Editor), Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
City of Spokane -CI;T& '\(ffuggf)'f;: eCode of the ?i?g_C;?rLid g?;ﬂ;fﬁigéstgiﬁg rotLhaer: This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
. T L . weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Washington, Comprising an ordinary pocket knife) or any
> - . . manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
the Ord_mances_of the City | dirk or dagger, sl!ng-shot or metal certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
(Excepting Ordinances knuckles, or any instrument by the are carried. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
Establishing Street Grades) | use of which injury could be ' ’ T '
Revised to October 22, inflicted upon the person or Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
1896 309-10 (1896), No. property. punishable by fine of rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
A544,81 $25-100, cost of prosecution, and | persuasive. Id. at 2156.
n;i%rlsonment until fines/costs are Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
paid. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
240 1897 Alabama William L. Martin (Editor), Tax of $30_0 on the sal_e of pistols, Objection to inclusion.
ng %gg%OfA'iltagfi?S' gés(}oc:i(rzlirlmid\?eis, Bowie knives, This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Genzral Azsembl of the ' weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
State of Alabamay manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on the sale of
Approved Februa,ry 16 certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
1897 1137 (Vol. 1 1897), § Further, the law was adopted too long after the
27 Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
241 1897 | Missouri — City | Charles S. Shepherd Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.

of Saint Joseph

(Editor), The General
Ordinances of the City of
Saint Joseph (A City of the
Second Class) Embracing
All Ordinances of General
Interest In Force July 15,

concealed pistol or revolver, colt,
billy, slungshot, cross knuckles or
knuckles of lead, brass or other
metal, dirk, dagger, razor, Bowie
knife, or any knife resembling a

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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1897, Together With the Bowie knife, or any other Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
Laws of the State of dangerous or deadly weapon. rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
Missouri of a General persuasive. Id. at 2156.
(N:?ttu(r; nglolggbrl]eSththe Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
(18){97) §'7 P Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
' at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
242 1897 Texas 1897 Tex. Gen. Laws 221 | Prohibited the selling or givingto | Objection to inclusion.
22, ch. 155 2|ern;: oi pslxglradclgﬁédzggaerr’o ; The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
knut?kles }nade of an ,mgtal or weapon ban because it restricted only the transfer of
y Met certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
hard substance, Bowie knife or any b did not ban transfer to adult
other knife manufactured or sold y anyon(/e, nor tl | no ant gans er 131; Su Cst Ortzvfgs
for the purpose of offense or minors w/ parental consent. Bruen, .Ct. a .
defense without the consent of Further, the law was adopted too long after the
their parent or guardian. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
Punishable by fine of $25-200 at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
and/or imprisonment for 10-30 (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
days. weight than it can rightly bear.”).
243 1897 Washington Richard A B{a\llinger Prohibited the carryin_g of a Objection to inclusion.
Anoated Cocesand | fe.aims,or any K, (v nan | 1T Wi ot “relevartly similar o CA's ascaul
Statutes of Washington, an ordinary pocket knife), or any ' | i
. . . o manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
Showing All Statutes in dirk or dagger, sl!ng shot, or metal certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
Force, Including the knuckles, or any instrument by the are carried. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
Session Laws of 1897 use of which injury could be ' ’ o '
1956-57 (Vol. 2, 1897), § inflicted upon the person or Further, the law was adopted too long after the
7084 property of any other person. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
Punishable by fine of $25-100 at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
and/or imprisonment for 30 days. (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
244 1898 Georgia 1898 Ga. Laws 60, No. 106 | Prohibited the concealed carry of | Objection to inclusion.

any pistol, dirk, sword cane, spear,
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Bowie knife, other kind of knife
“manufactured and sold for

purpose of offense and defense,”
and any “kind of metal knucks.”

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

245

1898

Oregon — City
of Oregon City

The Charter of Oregon
City, Oregon, Together
with the Ordinances and
Rules of Order 259 (1898),
§2

Prohibited the carrying of any
slingshot, billy, dirk, pistol, or
*“any concealed deadly weapon,”
and the discharge of any firearm,
air gun, sparrow gun, flipper, or
bean shooter, unless in self-
defense.

Objection to inclusion.

The law’s carry ban is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s
assault weapon ban. It does not ban possession,
transfer, or manufacture of any arm. It regulates only
carry of certain arms and, even then, it only regulates
how they are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

The law’s discharge ban is not “relevantly similar”
either. It only restricts the discharge of certain arms
unless in self-defense. Id.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

246

1899

Alaska
[Territory]

Fred F. Barker (Editor),
Compilation of the Acts of
Congress and Treaties
Relating to Alaska From

Prohibited concealed carrying in
any manner any revolver, pistol,
other firearm, knife (other than an
“ordinary pocket knife”), dirk,
dagger, slungshot, metal knuckles,

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
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March 30, 1867, to March | or any instrument that could cause | certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
3, 1905 139, ch. 6, § 117 injury to a person or property. are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 20th-century laws of the U.S. territories are
not “instructive” because they are “most unlikely to
reflect ‘the origins of and continuing significance of the
Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154.
247 1899 | Nebraska — City | Compiled Ordinances of Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
of Fairfield tggucn{ty (li:‘elt:)?;;{(lglgAClay CB%r\]/iie:IISr?i felsg?:i re\S/I(i):]virﬁ (;jt'rrl;’ otal This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Y A 9 ' weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
(1899), No. 20, 81 knuckles, or other dangerous or fact K It lat I f
deadly weapons. Punishable by manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry o
forfeiture and “shall be so certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
adjudged.” are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
248 1899 | Texas - City of | Theodore Harris (Editor), Prohibited drawing in a Obijection to inclusion.

San Antonio

Charter and Ordinances of
the City of San Antonio.
Comprising All Ordinances
of a General Character in
Force August 7th 220
(1899), ch. 22,84

threatening manner a pistol, gun,
knife, sword cane, club or any
other instrument or weapon that
may cause death.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only
drawing/brandishing of arms in a threatening manner.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
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rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. 1d. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
249 1900 lowa — City of | William H. Baily (Editor), | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.
D e o ate | Somro, bt e o | Tila st clevarysimlr o CA's sl
City of Des Moines, lowa knuckles of qud, brass or other manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
89-90 (1900), § 209 metal or material, or any sandbag, . :
. o certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they

air guns O.f any_descr_l ption, dagger, are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133

Bowie knife, dirk knife, or other ' ' T '

knife or instrument for cutting, Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen

stabbing or striking, or other rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are

dangerous or deadly weapon. persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

250 1900 New York 1900 N.Y. Laws 458-59, Prohibited manufacturing or Obijection to inclusion.

ch. 222,81

selling a slungshot, billy, sandclub
or metal knuckles, and prohibited
selling a firearm to a minor in any
city or incorporated village
without written consent of police
magistrate. Exempted any officer
of the United States or peace
officer when necessary and proper
to discharge official duties.

The law’s firearm transfer restriction is not “relevantly
similar” to CA’s assault weapon ban because it
restricted only the transfer of firearms (including
common arms) to minors. It did not flatly ban
possession by anyone, nor did not ban transfer of
firearms to adults or even to minors with parental
consent. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Re: the law’s restrictions on manufacturing and
transferring any slungshot, billy, sandclub, or metal
knuckles: If the State’s claim is that the arms subject to
this law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Even if relevant, this 20th-century law banning the
manufacture and transfer of certain arms should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

And this law is an outlier insufficient to establish an
American tradition of such regulation. Id.

251

1901

Arizona
[Territory]

1901 Ariz. Sess. Laws
1251-53, §8 381, 385, 390

Prohibited the concealed carrying
of any pistol or other firearm, dirk,
dagger, slungshot, sword cane,
spear, brass knuckles, Bowie knife
(or any kind of knife, except a
pocket knife not manufactured for
offensive or defensive use).
Exempted peace officers in
discharge of official duties.
Punishable by a fine of $25-100
and forfeiture of the weapon.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 20th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.

252

1901

Utah

1901 Utah Laws 97-98, ch.

96, 88 1-3

Prohibited the construction and
possession of any “infernal

Obijection to inclusion.

108




Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE Document 154-1 Filed 06/23/23 Page 109 of 153 Page ID

#:13300

Rupp v. Bonta, No. 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE
Plaintiffs’ Disagreements re Defendant’s Survey of Relevant Statutes

No. Year Jurisdiction | Citation Description of Regulation Plaintiffs’ Position

machine,” defined as a device with | The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

a loaded firearm that is capable of | weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any

igniting when moved, handled, or | arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the

opened. setting of “infernal machines”). And it regulates for
completely different reasons than CA’s assault weapon
ban (i.e., to prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.

253 1903 Oklahoma Wilson’s Rev. & Ann. St. Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.
[Territory] Okla.(1903) § 583, ¢. 25 Em‘zy dpilrsl,(to(lj, areveorlvsel[j nB(S);’]\g,[e This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

swora cané s gegar ’metalgknut’:kles weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or

or other kin’d gf kr’1ife ' | manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

manufactured for defense certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they

' are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 20th-century laws of the Western
Territories are not “instructive” because they are “most
unlikely to reflect ‘the origins of and continuing
significance of the Second Amendment.”” Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2154.
254 1903 South Dakota | G. C. Moodyet al. (Editors), | Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.

The Revised Codes, State of
South Dakota 1150 (1903)
8§ 470, 471

concealed slungshot, firearm, or
sharp or dangerous weapon.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
255 1905 Indiana 1905 Ind. Acts 677, ch. Prohibited maliciously or Objection to inclusion.

169, § 410 :Ti]i!ISeChlies\{gluzlryoing(r)t\:\?e%a Ognur:), ; This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
thrO\’NFi)n a stone. stick glub’or any | weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
other su%stance eit 3 ve’hicle Y| manufacture of any arm. It merely bans shooting or
Punishable by imprisonment for 30 '[&rgvgng% (;ir;allgzgprmectlles at vehicles with the. Bruen,
days to 1 year and a fine of $10- r '

100. Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
256 1905 Indiana 1905 Ind. Acts 687, ch. Prohibited drgwing or thregtening Obijection to inclusion.

169, § 448 ;?ul;]se_sr?ggl oelziﬁlérdcljzzlzdlrm;?' This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
dan gerous Weanon.” unle);s in weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
defe?nse of ersF())n (Sr ropert manufacture of any arm. It regulates only drawing or

P property. threatening to use certain arms, and even then, it

exempts doing so in defense of person or property.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

257 1905 Indiana 1905 Ind. Acts 687-88, ch. | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

169, § 449

of “any dirk, pistol, bowie knife,
dagger, sword in cane or any other
dangerous or deadly weapon,”
unless “being a traveler.”
Punishable by fine of up to $500.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms, and even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

258

1905

New Jersey

1905 N.J. Laws 324-25, ch.
172,81

Prohibited the carrying of a
concealed revolver, pistol or other
deadly, offensive or dangerous
weapon or firearm or any stiletto,
dagger or razor. Punishable by fine
up to $200 and/or imprisonment
with hard labor up to 2 years.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

259

1908

New York

1908 N.Y. Laws 242, ch.
93,81

Prohibited the possession of any
instrument or weapon commonly
known as a slungshot, billy,
sandclub, or metal knuckles.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the possession of
certain arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

260

1908

Rhode Island

1908 R.I. Pub. Laws 145,
ch. 1572,81

Prohibited the carrying of any dirk,
dagger, razor, sword cane, Bowie

Obijection to inclusion.
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knife, butcher knife, air-gun, billy, | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
metal knuckles, slungshot, pistol, weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
other firearm. Exempted officers manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
or watchmen. certain arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
261 1909 Idaho 1909 Idaho Sess. Laws 6, Prohibited the carrying a Objection to inclusion.
No. 62,81 ggnciili?u?:”;’uiovﬁ 0k|n|r1;e\} olver This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
u?]gor’ an gther are)adl ’or ' | weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
gan’ erousywea onin ar): ublic manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
settign P yp certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
g are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
262 1909 South Dakota | 1909 S.D. Sess. Laws 450, | Prohibited the setting or Objection to inclusion.

ch. 240, 88 21-22

possession of any “set gun.”

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It regulates for completely different
reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent
unintended discharges while hunting). Bruen, 142 S.Ct.
at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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263 1909 Washington 1909 Wash. Sess. Laws Prohibited manufacturing, selling, | Objection to inclusion.
973, ch. 249, § 265 dsgﬁmgﬁ o?f’sgrz g%?i%ssé??nﬁzﬁ This 20th-century law banning the manufacture, sale,
knucl?les ” I’Drohibited ’concealed dispossession, or possession of certain arms should not
w : ; be considered because it is not consistent with earlier
carry of "any dagger, dirk, knife, | o < "Brien, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28
pistol, or other dangerous ' ’ T T
weapon.” Prohibited using “any Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
contrivance or device for law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
suppressing the noise of any fire “relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
arm.” Punishable as a common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.
misdemeanor. The restriction on concealed carry is not “relevantly
similar” because it regulates only carry of certain arms
and, even then, it only regulates how they are carried.
Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
264 1909 Washington 1909 Wash. Sess. Laws Prohibited the setting of any trap, | Objection to inclusion.

973, ch. 249, § 266

spring pistol, rifle, or other deadly
weapon. Punishable by
imprisonment for up to 1 year or a
fine of up to $1,000. Further
punishable by imprisonment for up
to 20 years for non-fatal or fatal
injuries resulting.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “trap guns™). And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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265 1911 New York 1911 N.Y. Laws 442, ch. Prohibited the manufacture, sale, Obijection to inclusion.

195,81 g:‘vtwgk:)r: ddbiﬂ(;?:ggkﬁgmyavsviapon The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
blackjack, slungshot, billy weapon ban becagse it restricted only the transfer of
sandelub ’sandbag b’ludge’on or certain arms to minors unde( 16. 1t did not flatly ban
metal knL’JckIes an’d the offer’ing possession by anyone, nor did not ban transfer to adults
sale, loaning, Iéasing, or giving 6f or even minors over 16. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
any gun, revolver, pistol, air gun, Further, the law was adopted too long after the
or spring-gun to a person under the | Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
age of 16. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136

(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
266 1911 New York 1911 N.Y. Laws 442-43, Prohibited the carrying or Objection to inclusion.

ch. 195,81 E?ﬁgegg:g%gzryi r:,(\)lssr?gg gf the This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
blackjack, slungshot, billy weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
sandelub ’san dbag rr’1etal I;nuckles maanacture of any arm. It regulates pnly carry of _
or bludgéon and tﬁe carrying or ' | certain arms and, even j[he_n, only w_hl_le participating in
possession O’f any dagger, dirk, or intending to engage in illegal activity (i.e., assault).
dangerous knife, razor, stiletto, or Bruen, 142 5.Ct. at 2133.
other “dangerous or deadly Further, the law was adopted too long after the
instrument or weapon” with intent | Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
to use the weapon unlawfully at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
against another. (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more

weight than it can rightly bear.”).
267 1912 Vermont 1912 Vt. Acts & Resolves | Prohibited the setting of any spring | Objection to inclusion.

261, No. 201, § 17

gun. Punishable by a fine of $50-
500 and liability for twice the
amount of damage resulting from
the trap.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “spring guns™). And it regulates for
completely different reasons than CA’s assault weapon
ban (i.e., to prevent unintended discharges). Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the

114




Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE Document 154-1 Filed 06/23/23 Page 115 of 153 Page ID

#:13306

Rupp v. Bonta, No. 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE
Plaintiffs’ Disagreements re Defendant’s Survey of Relevant Statutes

No.

Year

Jurisdiction

Citation

Description of Regulation

Plaintiffs’ Position

Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

268

1913

Florida —
Marion County

1913 Fla. Laws 117, ch.
6621, § 8

Prohibited hunting wild game with
automatic guns.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning hunting with certain
arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Further, this law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s
assault weapon ban. It does not ban possession,
transfer, or manufacture of any arm. It merely regulates
which arms may be used for hunting wild game in a
single county. Id. at 2133.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

269

1913

Hawaii
[Territory]

1913 Haw. Sess. Laws 25,
Act 22

Prohibited the carrying a Bowie
knife, sword cane, pistol, air-gun,

slungshot, or other deadly weapon.

Punishable by fine of $10-250 or
imprisonment for 3-12 months,
unless good cause can be shown
for carrying the weapon.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it provides an exception
for good cause. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the 20th-century laws of the U.S. territories are
not “instructive” because they are “most unlikely to
reflect ‘the origins of and continuing significance of the
Second Amendment.’” Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154.

270 1913 lowa 1913 lowa Acts 307, ch. Prohibited the carrying of a Objection to inclusion.

297,881,2 ;C)(i)sntg?a:gs odlilrtle(r’ (1?325[8 SXqvgt;(iii c This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
knuck,les pickét billy s:andbag weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
skull craéker slungsh’ot or othér manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

' ’ ’ certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they

offensive and dangerous weapons are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133
or instruments. Also prohibited the ' ’ T '
selling, keeping for sale, offering Further, the law was adopted too long after the
for sale, loaning, or giving away Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
any dirk, dagger, stiletto, metallic | at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
knuckles, sandbag, or “skull (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
cracker.” Exempted the selling or | weight than it can rightly bear.”).
keeping for sale of “hunting and
fishing knives.”

271 1913 New York 1913 N.Y. Laws 1627-30, | Prohibited the carrying or Objection to inclusion.

ch. 608, § 1

possession of any weapon of the
kind commonly known as a
blackjack, slungshot, billy,
sandclub, sandbag, metal knuckles,
bludgeon, bomb, or bombshell,
and the carrying or possession of
any dagger, dirk, dangerous knife,
razor, stiletto, or other “dangerous
or deadly instruments or weapon.”

This 20th-century law banning the possession of
certain arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.

The restriction on carry is not “relevantly similar”
because it regulates only carry of certain arms. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
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at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

272 1915 | New Hampshire | 1915 N.H. Laws 180-81, Prohibited the setting of a spring Obijection to inclusion.

ch. 133, pt. 2,818 ggg Punished by a fine of $50- This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
' weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any

arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “spring guns”). And it regulates for
completely different reasons than CA’s assault weapon
ban (i.e., to prevent unintended discharges while
hunting). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

273 1915 North Dakota | 1915 N.D. Laws 96, ch. 83, | Prohibited the concealed carrying | Objection to inclusion.

§81-3,5 825{;{;&%&??; ; Lagi?;cnk This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
slungshot, billy, sandclub ’ weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
sandbag Bludgéon metall manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

’ ' certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
knuckles, or any sharp or are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133
dangerous weapon, any gun, ' ’ T '
revolver, pistol, or “other Further, the law was adopted too long after the
dangerous fire arm,” nitroglycerin, | Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
dynamite, or any other dangerous | at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
or violent explosive. (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
274 1917 California 1917 Cal. Stat. 221, ch. Prohibited the manufacture, Obijection to inclusion.

145,81

leasing, keeping for sale, offering,
giving, or disposing of any
instrument or weapon of the kind
commonly known as a blackjack,
slungshot, billy, sandclub,

This 20th-century law banning the transfer and
manufacture of certain arms should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.
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sandbag, bludgeon, metal Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this

knuckles, dirk, or dagger. law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

275 1917 California 1917 Cal. Stat. 221, ch. Prohibited the possession of any Objection to inclusion.
145,82 Lgsﬂmﬁ.m Eggvvxe/ﬁpa%naoglgti'ggf This 20th-century law banning the possession of

slungshotybilly sandelub jack, certain arms should not be considered because it is not

sandbag, bludgeon, metal ﬁogglstent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,

knuckles, bomb, or bombshells, o

and the carrying of any dirk or Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this

dagger. law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

276 1917 California 1917 Cal. Stat. 222, ch. Prohibited the use, or carrying or Obijection to inclusion.

145,85

possession with the intent to use,
any dagger, dirk, dangerous knife,
razor, stiletto, loaded pistol,
revolver, or other firearm,
blackjack, slungshot, billy,
sandclub, sandbag, metal knuckles,
bomb, bombshell, or other
“dangerous or deadly instrument
or weapon.”

This 20th-century law banning the use of and
possession with intent to use certain arms should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

277

1917

Missouri — City
of Joplin

Hugh Mclindoe, Editor,
Joplin Code of 1917 550
(1917), art. 67, § 1201

Prohibited the carrying of a
concealed firearm, Bowie knife,
spring-back knife, razor, knuckles,
bill, sword cane, dirk, dagger,
slungshot, or other similar deadly
weapons in a church, school,
election site, court, or other public
setting. Also prohibits using the
weapon in a threatening manner,
using while intoxicated, or selling
to a minor.

Objection to inclusion.

This law’s carry restriction is not “relevantly similar”
to CA’s assault weapon ban. It does not ban possession
or manufacture of any arm. Instead, it regulates carry
of certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how
and where they are carried. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

The law’s transfer restriction is not “relevantly similar”
either. It restricted only the transfer of certain arms to
minors. It did not flatly ban possession by anyone, nor
did not ban transfer to adults. 1d.

The law’s intoxicated use restriction is not “relevantly
similar” either. It restricted only the use of certain arms
while intoxicated. It did not flatly ban possession,
transfer, or manufacture of any arm. Id.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. 1d. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

278

1917

North Carolina —
Harnett County

1917 N.C. Sess. Laws 309,
ch. 209, §1

Prohibited killing quail with a gun
that shoots over two times before
reloading.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the killing of quail with
certain arms in a single county should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.
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Further, this law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s
assault weapon ban. It does not ban possession,
transfer, or manufacture of any arm. It merely regulates
which arms may be used for hunting wild game. Id. at
2133.
Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
279 1917 Oregon 1917 Or. Sess. Laws 807- Prohibited the attempted use, or Obijection to inclusion.
08, ch. 377,87 mfeﬁ?rtrgt?sned gr?;sgziglgoenr V(\;'itrr;(the This 20th-century I_aw ba_nni_ng the use of, atte.mpted
dangerous kﬁife razor s’tilett(; use of, and possession with intent to use certain arms
. ’ ’ ’ should not be considered because it is not consistent
loaded pistol, revolver, or other with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28
firearm, or any instrument or ' ' T e
weapon of the kind commonly Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
known as a blackjack, slungshot, law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
billy, sandclub, sandbag, metal “relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
knuckles, bomb, bombshell, or any | common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.
\?\}Qae;or? ?’n%irr?iiig&gesggﬁ ne of Furthe_r, the law was adopted too I_ong after the
$50-500 or imprisonment for 1-6 Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
months at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
' (cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
280 1920 New Jersey 1920 N.J. Laws 67, ch. 31, | Prohibits hunting with shotgun or | Objection to inclusion.

89

rifle “holding more than two
cartridges at one time, or that may

This 20th-century law banning hunting with certain
arms should not be considered because it is not
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be fired more than twice without
reloading”

consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Further, this law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s
assault weapon ban. It does not ban possession,
transfer, or manufacture of any arm. It merely regulates
which arms may be used for hunting wild game. Id. at
2133.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

281

1923

California

1923 Cal. Stat. 696, ch.
339,81

Prohibited the manufacture,
importation, keeping for sale,
offering or exposing for sale,
giving, lending, or possession of
any instrument or weapon
commonly known as a blackjack,
slungshot, billy, sandclub,
sandbag, metal knuckles, and the
concealed carrying of any dirk or
dagger. Punishable by
imprisonment for 1-5 years.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the possession, transfer,
and manufacture of certain arms should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

The restriction on concealed carry is not “relevantly
similar” because it regulates only carry of certain arms
and, even then, it only regulates how they are carried.
Id. at 2133.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
282 1923 Missouri 1923 Mo. Laws 241-42, § Prohibited the carrying, while a Objection to inclusion.

17 SZEﬁﬁ?egleOJ :Je?/?)rla\:é?gginmg;/:;% or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
firearm’ or explosive’any Bowie weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
knife o’r other knife Flaving 2 blade maanacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
of m(;re than two and one-half certain arms and, even then, it only applies when
; ; . operating or a passenger in a moving vehicle. Bruen,
inches in length, any slingshot, 142 S.Ct. at 2133
brass knucks, billy, club or other T '
dangerous weapon. Punishable by | Further, the law was adopted too long after the
imprisonment of minimum 2 years. | Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.

at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
283 1923 | South Carolina | 1923 S.C. Acts 221 Prohibited the selling or giving to | Objection to inclusion.
grr:slg%a Cplgt(g g&giggfgag{:gge' The law is not “relevgntly s!milar” to CA’s assault
loaded cane (’)r slingshot Also : weapon ban becal_Jse it restlflcted only the transfer o_f
orohibited a parent from.giving certain arms to minors. It did not flatly ban possession
ST by anyone over 12 years old, nor did not ban transfer to
such a weapon to their child under adults. Bruen. 142 S.Ct. at 2133
12 years old. Punishable by fine up ' ’ U '
to $50 or imprisonment up to 30 Further, the law was adopted too long after the
days. Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
284 1923 Vermont 1923 Vit. Acts & Resolves | Prohibited using, carrying, or Obijection to inclusion.

127, No. 130,81

possessing a machine gun or
automatic rifle while hunting.

This 20th-century law banning the possession of
certain arms while hunting should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
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“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

285

1925

Nevada

1925 Nev. Stat., ch. 47,8 1

Prohibited the possession of any
instrument or weapon of the kind
commonly known as a blackjack,
slungshot, billy, sandclub,
sandbag, or metal knuckles.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the possession of
certain arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

286

1925

Oregon

1925 Or. Laws 42, ch. 31,
8§ 1-2

Prohibited the setting of any
loaded spring gun. Punishable by a
fine of $100-500 or imprisonment
for 30 days to 6 months. Exception
for setting of trap gun to destroy
burrowing rodents.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “spring guns” and “set guns”). And it
regulates for completely different reasons than CA’s
assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent unintended
discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
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at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
287 1925 West Virginia | 1925 W. Va. Acts 25-30, Prohibited unlicensed carrying of a | Objection to inclusion.
ch.3,87 pt.a EIISLOIér?(I);k’raBzg\;VlgilklnIfr?;etallic or This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
othe? falsé knucides yo’r anv other weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
danaerous or deadl ’wea gn manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of
g cadty pon. certain arms and, even then, it only applies to
Punishable by imprisonment for 6- :
12 months for the first offense. and unlicensed carry. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
for 1-5 years for subsequent Further, the law was adopted too long after the
offenses, and in either case, a fine | Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
of $50-200. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
288 1925 West Virginia | 1925 W. Va. Acts 30-31, Prohibited publicly displaying for | Objection to inclusion.

ch.3,87,pt.b

rent or sale any revolver, pistol,
dirk, Bowie knife, slungshot, other
dangerous weapon, machine gun,
submachine gun, or high powered
rifle. Requires dealers to keep a
register. Prohibited selling,
renting, giving, or lending any of
these weapons to an unnaturalized
person.

This 20th-century law banning the public display of
certain arms for sale or rent should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Further, this law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s
assault weapon ban. It did not ban possession by
anyone, nor did not ban transfer to citizens. Id. at 2133.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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289

1925

West Virginia

1925 W. Va. Acts 30-31,
ch.3,87,pt.b

Prohibited carrying, transporting,
or possessing a machine gun,
submachine gun, or high powered
rifle except on their own premises
and with a permit. Also provides
guidelines for such a permit.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession of certain
arms without a permit should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

But even if the law’s possession restriction were not
inconsistent with earlier laws, it is not “relevantly
similar” because it regulates differently than CA’s
assault weapon ban.

The law’s restriction on carry is not “relevantly
similar” either because it does not ban possession, sale,
or transfer of any arm.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving post enactment history
more weight than it can rightly bear.”)

290

1927

California

1927 Cal. Stat. 938, ch.
552, 8§ 1-2

Prohibited a person, firm, or
corporation possessing a machine
gun. Punishable by imprisonment
up to 3 years and/or fine up to
$5,000.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession of certain
arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
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at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving post enactment history
more weight than it can rightly bear.”)
291 1927 Georgia 1927 Ga. Laws 83, No. Levied a tax on dealers “in or near | Objection to inclusion.
398,852,186 t?sl\tlglss%rrcilr:lfg V‘;g&ﬂe\?\:m:ﬂ] This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
ghoot cartrid e)gpor who deals in weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
istol cartridges’ or rifle cartridges manufacture of any arm. It is only a tax on dealers of

girks bowie gll<ni,ves or metal 985, | certain arms and ammunition. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at

knucks.” 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Finally, the term “near” was found to be vague and the
tax of dealers in cities was found to lack uniformity in
Beck & Gregg Hardware Co. v. State Revenue
Comm’n, 176 Ga. 896 (1933)

292 1927 Indiana 1927 Ind. Acts 469, ch. Prohibited owning or possessing a | Objection to inclusion.

156, § 1

machine gun or bomb in an
automobile. Punishable by
imprisonment for 1-5 years.

This 20th-century law banning possession of certain
arms in an automobile should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

293

1927

Indiana

1927 Ind. Acts 469, ch.
156, § 2

Prohibited discharging a machine
gun or bomb. Punishable by
imprisonment for 2-10 years.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the discharge of certain
arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

294

1927

lowa

1927 lowa Acts 201, §8§ 1-
2

Prohibited possession of a machine
gun.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession of certain
arms without a permit should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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295 1927 Maryland 1927 Md. Laws 156, ch. Prohibited possession of liquor in | Objection to inclusion.

117, 8 388-B aEr?Ut?;Poolb'rlglvg]l%teflsr?ffeam:gh? ne This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
gun’ gr oth’er dan er’ous or dead| weapons ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
sv o a’ on g Y| manufacture of any arm. It restricts only the possession

pon. of liquor in an automobile when one is carrying certain
arms. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

296 1927 Massachusetts | 1927 Mass. Acts 416, ch. Prohibited the carrying of a pistol, | Objection to inclusion.

326,85 (rjeavolg/rerair:]kackrrl]lir;s gg%‘n s;:g’;to, This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
megtglli’c knuckles’or sa%ved (’)ff weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
shotaun billv. or ’dan erous manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

gun, biily, 9 certain arms and, even then, only when arrested for an

weapon if arrest(_ad upon a warrant alleged crime. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133

for an alleged crime. Punishable ' ’ o '

by imprisonment of 6 months to Further, the law was adopted too long after the

2.5 years. Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

297 1927 Massachusetts | 1927 Mass. Acts 413, ch. Prohibited selling, renting, or Obijection to inclusion.

326, 88 1-2

leasing a pistol, revolver, or
machine gun to a person without a
license to possess the same.

This 20th-century law banning transfer of certain arms
(including common arms) to individuals without a
permit should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that (at least some of the)
arms subject to this law are “dangerous and unusual,”
the law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on
weapons in common use for lawful purposes. Id.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

298

1927

Michigan

1927 Mich. Pub. Acts 888-
89, No. 372,83

Prohibited manufacturing, selling,
or possessing a machine gun,
silencer, bomb, bombshell,
blackjack, slungshot, billy,
metallic knuckles, sandclub,
bludgeon. Punishable by fineup to
$1,000 or imprisonment.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession, transfer, and
manufacture of certain arms should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

299

1927

Michigan

1927 Mich. Pub. Acts 888—
89, No. 372,83

Prohibited manufacturing, selling,
or possessing a machine gun or
firearm that can be fired more than
16 times without reloading. Also
Prohibited the same for a muffler
or silencer. Punishable by fine of
$1,000 and/or imprisonment up to
5 years.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession, transfer, and
manufacture of certain arms without a permit should
not be considered because it is not consistent with
earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

300

1927

New Jersey

1927 N.J. Laws 180-81, ch.
95, 88 1-2

Prohibited selling, giving, loaning,
delivering or furnishing, or
possessing a machine gun or
automatic rifle to another person
without a license.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the transfer of certain
arms to individuals without a permit should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

301

1927

New Jersey

1927 N.J. Laws 742, ch.
321,81

Prohibited a pawnbroker from
selling or possessing for sale, loan,
or to give away a machine gun,
automatic rifle, revolver, pistol, or
other firearm, or other instrument
of any kind known as a blackjack,
slungshot, billy, sandclub,
sandbag, bludgeon, metal
knuckles, dagger, dirk, dangerous
knife, stiletto, bomb or other high
explosive. Punishable as a high
misdemeanor.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning pawnbrokers from
transferring or possessing certain arms should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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302 1927 New Jersey 1927 N.J. Laws 743, ch. Prohibited being armed with or Objection to inclusion.

321,82 g?ﬁ;ﬁ ?is:ggr;qyorr‘e‘\t;(l);\cllijréngtOI’ | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
slungshot, billy, sandclub ' weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
sandbag t’)lu dgéon metal’ manufacture of any arm. It regulates only carry of

: r certain arms and, even then, only while participating in
knuckles, dagger, dirk, dangerous in illegal activity (i.e., assault, robbery, etc.). Bruen
knife, stiletto, bomb or other high 142 SgCt at 213%, o ' Y, etc.). '
explosive” while committing U '

*“assault, robbery, larceny, Further, the law was adopted too long after the
burglary, or breaking or entering.” | Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
Punishable by an additional at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
imprisonment for 5, 10, 15, or 20 (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
years to life depending on whether | weight than it can rightly bear.”).
first, second, third, or fourth
offense.

303 1927 Rhode Island | 1927 R.1. Pub. Laws 256, Prohibited carrying a concealed Objection to inclusion.

ch.1052,881,4,5,6

pistol and Prohibited
manufacturing, selling, purchasing,
or possessing a machine gun.

This 20th-century law banning the possession, transfer,
and manufacture of certain arms should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

The restriction on concealed carry of pistols is not
“relevantly similar” because it regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Id. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

131




Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE Document 154-1 Filed 06/23/23 Page 132 of 153 Page ID

#:13323

Rupp v. Bonta, No. 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE
Plaintiffs’ Disagreements re Defendant’s Survey of Relevant Statutes

No.

Year

Jurisdiction

Citation

Description of Regulation

Plaintiffs’ Position

304

1927

Rhode Island

1927 R. . Pub. Laws 256,
ch.1052,881,4,7,8

Prohibited carrying a concealed
pistol and Prohibited
manufacturing, selling, purchasing,
or possessing a machine gun or
silencer.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the possession, transfer,
and manufacture of certain arms should not be
considered because it is not consistent with earlier
laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

The restriction on concealed carry of pistols is not
“relevantly similar” because it regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Id. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

305

1927

Rhode Island

1927 R.1. Pub. Laws 256,
ch. 1052, 881, 3

Prohibited a person who has
previously been convicted of a
violent crime from owning,
carrying, or possessing any firearm
(including machine gun or pistol).

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s weapons
ban. It does not ban the transfer or manufacture of any
arm, and it only restricts possession and carry of
firearms by those convicted of a violent crime. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

306

1929

Indiana

1929 Ind. Acts 139, ch. 55,
81

Prohibited being armed with a
pistol, revolver, rifle shotgun,
machine gun, or any other firearm

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
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or dangerous weapon while manufacture of any arm. It restricts only the possession
committing or attempting to of certain arms while committing or attempting to
commit a crime of rape, robbery, commit rape, robbery, bank robbery, or larceny. Bruen,
bank robbery, or larceny. 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Eg_nzlgh;g;‘?sb%/n'g]d%ri';g?]r?g Tﬁgor Furthey, the law was adopted too I_ong after the
punishment’for the original crime Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
" | at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
307 1929 Michigan 1929 Mich. Pub. Acts 529, | Prohibited manufacturing, selling, | Objection to inclusion.
No. 206 (s)irl gr?g’:fsg:)nrg; ?:g;)'?ﬁeﬂun’ This 20th-century Iaw banning possession, trangfer, and
blackjaék slun’gshot biIIy’ manufacf[u_re of certain arms §hou|d not be considered
L ' i because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
metallic knuckles, sandclub, 142 S.Ct. at 2154 n 28
sandbag, bludgeon, or any gas T e
ejecting device. Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
308 1929 Michigan 1929 Mich. Pub. Acts 529, | Prohibited manufacturing, selling, | Objection to inclusion.

No. 206

or possessing a machine gun or
firearm that can be fired more than
16 times without reloading. Also
Prohibited the same for a muffler
or silencer.

This 20th-century law banning possession, transfer, and
manufacture of certain arms should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

309

1929

Missouri

1929 Mo. Laws 170

Prohibited selling, delivering,
transporting, and possessing a
machine gun. Punishable by
imprisonment of 2-30 years and/or
fine up to $5,000.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession, transfer, and
manufacture of certain arms should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

310

1929

Nebraska

1929 Neb. Laws 673-74,
ch. 190, 8§ 1-2

Prohibited selling or otherwise
disposing of a machine gun.
Punishable by fine of $1,000-
$10,000. Also Prohibited
transporting or possessing a
machine gun. Punishable by
imprisonment for 1-10 years.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession and transfer
of certain arms should not be considered because it is
not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
311 1929 Pennsylvania | 1929 Pa. Laws 777-78, No. | Prohibited selling, giving, Obijection to inclusion.
329,881, 4 :Trgéﬂenr:nghoéﬂﬁis:ﬁggllnga fine This 20th-century law banning possession, transfer, and
up to $1 gOO .and im risonr%/ent b manufacture of certain arms should not be considered
P ' . prisc y because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
separate or solitary confinement at 142 S.Ct. at 2154 n.28
labor up to 5 years. Also T e
Prohibited using a machine gun Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
during an attempted crime. law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
Punishable by separate and solitary | “relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
confinement at labor for up to 10 common use for lawful purposes. Id.
years. The law’s ban on using a machine gun in the
commission of a crime is not “relevantly similar.” Id. at
2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
312 1929 Pennsylvania | 1929 Pa. Laws 777-78, No. | Prohibited being armed with a Objection to inclusion.

329,83

machine gun while committing a
crime. Punishable by
imprisonment with solitary
confinement up to 10 years.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It restricts only the possession
of certain arms while committing or attempting to
commit acrime. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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313

1929

Wisconsin

1928-1929 Wis. Sess.
Laws 157, ch. 132,81

Prohibited owning, using, or
possession a machine gun.
Punishable by imprisonment of 1-
15 years.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession and use of
certain arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

314

1931

Delaware

1931 Del. Laws 813, ch.

249,81

Prohibited a person from
possessing a machine gun.
Punishable by fine and/or
imprisonment.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession of certain
arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

315

1931

Illinois

1931 Ill. Laws 452-53,
Machine Guns, 88§ 1-2

Prohibited selling, loaning, or
giving away, purchasing,
possessing, carrying, or
transporting any machine gun.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession and transfer
of certain arms should not be considered because it is
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not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

The law’s restriction on carrying and transporting
certain arm is not “relevantly similar” because it does
not ban possession, transfer, or manufacture or any
arm. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

316

1931

Ilinois

1931 Ill. Laws 454,
Machine Guns, § 7

Prohibited being armed with a
machine gun while committing
arson, assault, burglary,
kidnapping, larceny, rioting, or
robbery. Punishable by
imprisonment for 5 years to life.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It restricts only the possession
of certain arms while engaged in arson, assault,
burglary, kidnapping, larceny, rioting, or robbery.
Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

317

1931

Michigan

1931 Mich. Pub. Acts 671,
ch. 37, 8 236

Prohibited the setting of any spring
or trap gun.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “trap guns” and “spring guns”). And it
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regulates for completely different reasons than CA’s
assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent unintended
discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

318

1931

New York

1931 N.Y. Laws 1033, ch.
435,81

Prohibited using an imitation pistol
and carrying or possessing a black-
jack, slungshot, billy, sandclub,
sandbag, metal knuckles,
bludgeon, dagger, dirk, dangerous
knife, razor, stiletto, imitation
pistol, machine gun, sawed off
shot-gun, or any other dangerous
or deadly weapon.

Objection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not a flat ban on possession,
transfer, or manufacture of any arm. It regulates only
the use of imitation pistols “against another” and the
carry and possession of certain arms with the intent to
use the same unlawfully against another. Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

To the extent that this 20" century law flatly prohibits
any the possession of any arm in common use for
lawful purposes, it should not be considered because it
is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2154, n.28.

Objection to description.

The law was not a flat restriction on use, possession, or
carry on all the arms listed by the State. It restricted the
possession and carry of certain arms only “with intent
to use the same unlawfully against another” and the use
of “imitation pistols” “against another.”
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The relevant language is as follows: A person who
attempts to use against another an imitation pistol, or
who carries or possesses any instrument or weapon of
the kind commonly known as a black-jack, slungshot,
billy, sand club, sandbag, metal knuckles, bludgeon, or
who, with intent to use the same unlawfully against
another, carries or possesses a dagger, dirk,
dangerous knife, razor, stiletto, imitation pistol,
machine gun, sawed off shot-gun, or any other
dangerous or deadly instrument, or weapon is guilty
of a misdemeanor, and if he has been previously
convicted of any crime he is guilty of a felony.

319

1931

North Dakota

1931 N.D. Laws 305-06,
ch. 178,88 1-2

Prohibited selling, giving, loaning,
furnishing, or delivering a machine
gun, submachine gun, automatic
rifle, or bomb (without a license).
Punishable by imprisonment up to
10 years and/or fine up to $3,000.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the use of certain arms
should not be considered because it is not consistent
with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

320

1931

South Carolina

1931 S.C. Acts 78, No. 58,
81

Prohibited the setting of any
loaded trap gun or spring gun.
Punishable by a fine of $100-500
or imprisonment of 30 days to 1
year.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not regulate the possession of any
arm. It regulates only how arms are used (i.e., the
setting of “trap guns” and “spring guns”). And it
regulates for completely different reasons than CA’s
assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent unintended
discharges). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
321 1932 District of An Act To Control The Prohibited being armed with or Objection to inclusion.
PO | And Use O pisols And | or e feam whilocommiing | 1151w s ot relevnty similar” o CA's assault
ﬁ]tr_}_ehreDgir;?ﬁngfWeapons ge\glnolenl'jncirslrr]g(ej. ggr?ﬂglgr(i)r?utaowill manufacture of any arm. Instead, it bans the possession
Columbia. To Provide also%gpunished with ’ of firearms only while committing a violent crime and
Penalties, To Prescribe imprisonment (various terms ?g Lr}gfeengEYl;:éig g(f)tv é(;fn:h%r;gﬁ;gnoi |ti2:§|rsely
Rules Of Evidence, And depending on the number of Brguen 1212 S.Ct. 2133 ’ P '
For Other Purposes, 47 previous convictions). ’ U '
Stat. 650 (1932), ch. 465, Additionally, Prohibited people Further, the law was adopted too long after the
881, 8 convicted of violent crimes from Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
owning or possessing a pistol. at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
Prohibited carrying a concealed (cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
deadly or dangerous weapon. weight than it can rightly bear.”).
Regulates the sale and transfer of
pistols.
322 1932 Louisiana 1932 La. Acts 337-38, No. | Prohibited selling, loaning, giving, | Objection to inclusion.

79, 88 1-2

purchasing, possession, carrying,
or transporting a machine gun.

This 20th-century law banning possession and transfer
of certain arms should not be considered because it is
not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
323 1933 California 1933 Cal. Stat. 1170, ch. Prohibited a person, firm, or Objection to inclusion.

450,82 cg;gg;git:]on ofrr(t)rr: niel(l)'rr,:?n’ a This 20th-century law banning possession and transfer
pmachine gun Punishablegby of certain arms s_hould not be considered because it is
imprisonment up to 3 years and/or g(i'ézozsgent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
fine up to $5,000. e

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
324 1933 Florida 1933 Fla. Laws 623, ch. Prohipited throvv_ing a bomb or Objection to inclusion.
16111,81 Z?gr? t'g%taren;fgrﬂe ﬁyvr; ac;(r)]ss O | This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
ubI?c ark or Iac% Whgr'e go le | Weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
gssembrl)e with E[)he intent to Fc)jo P manufacture of any arm. It merely bans shooting or
bodilv harm. Punishable by death throwing certain projectiles at vehicles with the intent
y ' y " | to do bodily harm. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
325 1933 Hawaii 1933 Haw. Sess. Laws 117, | Prohibited a person, firm, or Obijection to inclusion.
[Territory] No. 120, § 2 corporation from owning,

possessing, selling, or transporting
a machine gun, shell cartridge, or
bomb containing or capable of

This 20th-century law banning possession and transfer
of certain arms should not be considered because it is
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emitting tear gas or other noxious
gas.

not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

Finally, the 20th-century laws of the U.S. territories are
not “instructive” because they are “most unlikely to
reflect “the origins of and continuing significance of the
Second Amendment.’” Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,

326

1933

Kansas

1933 Kan. Sess. Laws 76,
ch. 62, 8§ 1-3

Prohibited possession of a machine
rifle, machine gun, or submachine
gun.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession of certain
arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

327

1933

Minnesota

1933 Minn. Laws 231-33,
ch. 190, 88§ 1-3

Prohibited owning, controlling,
using, possessing, selling, or
transporting a machine gun.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession and transfer
of certain arms should not be considered because it is
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not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

328

1933

New York

1933 N.Y. Laws 1638-39,
ch. 805,881, 3

Prohibited selling, giving,
disposing of, transporting, or
possessing a machine gun or
submachine gun to a person guilty
of a felony.

Objection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted only the possession
and transfer of certain arms to convicted felons. It did
not ban possession by or transfer to law-abiding
citizens. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

329

1933

Ohio

1933 Ohio Laws 189-90,
No. 64, 81

Prohibited owning, possessing, and
transporting a machine gun, light
machine gun, or submachine gun
without a permit. Punishable by
imprisonment of 1-10 years.

Obijection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession of certain
arms without a permit should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.
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Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

330

1933

Oregon

1933 Or. Laws 489, ch.

315, 88 34

Prohibited possession of a machine
gun. Also Prohibited carrying a
concealed machine gun, pistol,
revolver, or other firearm.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning the possession of
certain arms should not be considered because it is not
consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154,
n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

The law’s restriction on concealed carry is not
“relevantly similar” because it regulates only carry of
certain arms and, even then, it only regulates how they
are carried. Id. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

331

1933

Oregon

1933 Or. Laws 488, ch.

315,82

Prohibited a unnaturalized person
and person convicted of a felony
against another person or the
government from owning or
possessing a pistol, revolver, other
firearm, or machine gun.
Punishable by imprisonment for 1-
5 years.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it restricted only the possession of
certain arms by convicted felons and unnaturalized
persons. It did not flatly ban possession by law-abiding
citizens. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
332 1933 South Dakota | 1933 S.D. Sess. Laws 245— | Prohibited possession of a machine | Objection to inclusion.
47, ch. 206, 83 1-8 gﬂﬂgﬁ;‘br}% ?)Vli%eT:s%rr:mght up 1o This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

15 vears Pro)r/ﬂbitrf)ed using a P weapon ban. It does not flatly ban possession, transfer,

ma():/hine. un offensivel %r or manufacture of any arm. It restricts only the

3 ressiv%l ) unishabl)e/ b possession or use of a machine gun when engaged in or

ir%grisonmeyr;tpu t0 15 ea)r/s attempting to engage in murder, manslaughter,

Repuires manufgcturergto kée a kidnapping, rape, mayhem, assault to do great bodily

re ?ster of machine auns and fgr harm, robbery, burglary, housebreaking, breaking and

ovgners to convertedgtheir machine entering, or larceny. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

guns to pistols to register the The law’s recordkeeping and registration requirements

weapon. are not “relevantly similar” either. I1d. They do not ban
the possession, transfer, or manufacture of any arm.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

333 1933 Texas 1933 Tex. Gen. Laws 219- | Prohibited possession of a machine | Objection to inclusion.

20, ch. 82,88 1-4, 6

gun; punishable by imprisonment
up to 10 years. Prohibited selling,
leasing, giving, bartering,
exchanging, or trading a machine
gun; punishable by imprisonment
for 2 months to 10 years.

This 20th-century law banning possession and transfer
of certain arms should not be considered because it is
not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

334

1933

Washington

1933 Wash. Sess. Laws
335-36, ch. 64, 8§ 1-5

Prohibited manufacturing, owning,
buying, selling, loaning,
furnishing, transporting, or
possessing a machine gun.

Objection to inclusion.

This 20th-century law banning possession, transfer, and
manufacture of certain arms should not be considered
because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

335

1933

Wisconsin

1931-1933 Wis. Sess.
Laws 245-47, ch. 76, § 1,
pts. 164.01-164.06

Prohibited using or possessing a
machine gun during an attempted
violent crime; punishable by
imprisonment of minimum 20
years. Prohibited use of a machine
gun for offensive or aggressive
purposes; punishable by
imprisonment of minimum 10
years.

Obijection to inclusion.

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not flatly ban possession, transfer,
or manufacture of any arm. It restricts only the
possession or use of a machine gun when engaged in or
attempting to engage in a violent crime, or engaged in
offensive or aggressive purposes. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
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(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
336 1933 Wisconsin 1931-1933 Wis. Sess. Prohibited selling, possessing, Obijection to inclusion.
Laws 778, ch. 359, § 1 Ua'ggélﬁggzrsf‘cpﬁrrgg?rﬁ rﬁgr%hbme This 20th-century law banning possession, transfer, and
Ean(’j renade ro'ectil’e shell’ or manufacture of certain arms should not be considered
g Je, proj ! .’ because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
other container that can contain 142 S.Ct. at 2154 n 28
tear or other gas. Punishable by T e
imprisonment for 1-3 years. Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
337 | 1934 Federal National Firearms Act of Provided for taxation of Objection to inclusion.

1934, 48 Stat. 1236 (1934)

manufacturers, importers, and
dealers in certain firearms and
machine guns.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban because it regulated only the possession of
certain arms to be taxed and registered. It did not flatly
ban possession by law-abiding citizens. Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.

Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.

Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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338 1934 New Jersey 1934 N.J. Laws 394-95, ch. | Declares a person who possesses a | Objection to inclusion.
155,88 1-5 %Z%r;gtig’u:ngrt;%?ggfglre]ﬁ egmU; g f This 20th-centqry law declaring any person who
the state. Also declares a’ person possesses certain arms to be a “gangster” should not be
" considered because it is not consistent with earlier
who carries a deadly weapon laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2154, n.28
without a permit a “gangster.” If ' ’ U e
convicted a “gangster,” punishable | Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
by fine up to $10,000 and/or law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
imprisonment up to 20 years. “relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.
Further, the law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s
assault weapon ban. Id. at 2133.
339 1934 South Carolina | 1934 S.C. Acts 1288, No. Prohibited transporting, Objection to inclusion.
731,881-6 g?\flsr?;zr}?r ezerlrlr:no%’ riwe;ct”i]r?’e %L N This 20th-century Iaw banning possession, trangfer, and
Punishable by fine up to $1,000 ' manufacture of certain arms should not be considered
. . ) . because it is not consistent with earlier laws. Bruen,
and imprisonment with solitary 142 S.Ct. at 2154 n.28
confinement up to 20 years. T e
Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this
law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not
“relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in
common use for lawful purposes. Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
340 1934 Virginia 1934 Va. Acts 137-39, ch. | Prohibited possession or use of a Objection to inclusion.

96, 88 1-7

machine gun during a violent
crime; punishable by death or
imprisonment for a minimum of 20
years. Prohibited unlawful
possession or use of a machine gun
for offensive or aggressive

This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapons ban. It does not flatly ban possession, transfer,
or manufacture of any arm. It restricts only the
possession and use of certain arms while engaged in
illegal activity. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
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purposes; punishable by Also, if the State’s claim is that the arms subject to this

imprisonment for a minimum of 10 | law are “dangerous and unusual,” the law is not

years. Requires manufacturers to “relevantly similar” to CA’s ban on weapons in

keep a register of machine guns. common use for lawful purposes. Id.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).

341 1783 | Massachusetts — | 1782-1783 Mass. Acts 120, | Prohibited the possession of any Obijection to inclusion.
City of Boston | ch. 46 dg\r/ieczrsmlso’ a daenddv?/:?r? gg othuenr The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
owder’ Punishable b ¥o?feiture weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
gn d salé at public auc%;on manufacture of any arm. It regulates only how arms are
P ' stored (i.e., loaded with hazardous material”). And it
regulates for completely different reasons than CA’s
assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent fires in towns made
of flammable wood). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
342 1784 New York — 1784 N.Y. Laws 627, ch. Prohibited any person to keep any | Objection to inclusion.
City of New 28 guantity of gun powder exceeding : « T ,
York City 28 pounds and required storage in The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

separate containers. Punishable by
forfeiture and fine.

weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only how gun
powder is stored (i.e., a hazardous material”). And it
regulates for completely different reasons than CA’s
assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent fires in towns made
of flammable wood). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
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343 1792 New York Thomas Greenleaf (Editor), | Regulated the storage of Objection to inclusion.
I\?g\;\l/(s (():fotr?]e rsi?il;e ot];]le\lew gunpowder in New York City. The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Cons’titutio% an(?the Acts weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
of the Le isI:ature since the manufacture of any arm. It regulates only how gun
Revolutign from 'Ehe Eirst powder is stored (i.e., a hazardous material”). And it
to the Fifte’enth Session regulates for completely different reasons than CA’s
Inclusive 191-92 (1792’) assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent fires in towns made
of flammable wood). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
344 1821 Maine 1821 Me. Laws 98, ch. 25, | Prohibited any person from Objection to inclusion.
81 pszfﬁists mg nalzgsguenrrr)noi\'?tl(ejgrt’) m|§2§/| The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
?ules a%/a e ulatri)ons y weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
g ' manufacture of any arm. It regulates only how gun
powder is stored (i.e., a hazardous material”) in large
cities of 1,500 inhabitants. And it regulates for
completely different reasons than CA’s assault weapon
ban (i.e., to prevent fires in cities made of flammable
wood). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Further, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
345 | 1823 | Ohio - Town of | The Act of Incorporation, Regulated the discharge and Obijection to inclusion.
Marietta and the Ordinances and explosion of gunpowder. . « PR ,
[Territory] Regulations of the Town of | Punishable by fine of $1-5 for first The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault

Marietta, Washington
County, Ohio 17-18 (1837)

offense and $5-10 for all
subsequent offenses.

weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only how gun
powder is used (i.e., a hazardous material creating an
explosion™). And it regulates for completely different
reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent
fires in towns made of flammable wood). Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are

150




Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE Document 154-1 Filed 06/23/23 Page 151 of 153 Page ID

#:13342

Rupp v. Bonta, No. 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE
Plaintiffs’ Disagreements re Defendant’s Survey of Relevant Statutes

No. Year Jurisdiction | Citation Description of Regulation Plaintiffs’ Position
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
346 1836 Connecticut— | 1836 Conn. Acts 105, ch. 1, | Authorizing the local court of Objection to inclusion.
Cities of 820 common counsel to prohibit and . . “ - ,
This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
Hsgt\l;grr]d,NNesvw retj%v:jaetf the storage of gun weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Lon d on P ' manufacturer of any arm. It instead purports to
Norwich a’l nd authorize local courts to adopt a law. And the State
Middl et(’Jw N does not indicate whether the towns actually passed
those laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.
Even if the cities did pass such laws, they would not be
“relevantly similar” because they would regulate only
gun powder storage.
347 1851 | Illinois — City of | Joseph E. Gary (Editor), Prohibiting the keeping, sale, or Objection to inclusion.
Chicago Laws and Ordinances giving away of gun powder or gun

Governing the City of
Chicago 239 (1866), ch. 11,
§1

cotton “in any quantity” absent
written permission of the
authorities.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only how gun
powder is kept, sold, or given away (i.e., a hazardous
material”). And it regulates for completely different
reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent
fires in towns made of flammable wood). Bruen, 142
S.Ct. at 2133.

Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against “giving postenactment history more
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weight than it can rightly bear.”).
348 1858 Minnesota — Henry John Horn, (Editor), | Prohibited the keeping, sale, or Objection to inclusion.
O o rainances ofhe Cityof | cotton i any cLantty” absent | THe law i not“relevartly similar” to CA's assau
St. Paul, Together with payment of $5 to the City weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
Legislative Acts Relating to | Treasurer and written permission mo?,%];?ﬁtsulr(i otf 22¥dagp' :t/gig:ﬁ;es(?glyahﬁa\g a?rlé?)u s
the City, and the State of the authorities. Authorized any %aterial”) A?]d it re’gulag[es for cor)T/]pIét.ély different
Constitution, in an erson to “keep for his own use” : ) .
Appendix 113 (1858), ch ﬁo more than 1ppound of gun reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to prevent
21 §§ 1.5 T powder or gun cotton at any one fires in towns made of flammable wood). Bruen, 142
time. Punishable by a fine not to S.Ct.at 2133,
exceed $50 per offense. Further, this was not a state law, but a local law. Bruen
rejected the notion that ordinances from a few cities are
persuasive. Id. at 2156.
Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
349 | 1881 Washington — | 1881 Wash. Sess. Laws 76, | Authorized New Tacoma to Objection to inclusion.
Cl%((:);nlzlgw ch.6,§ 34, pt. 15 gz?lLijrllathfjrr?gg\rl)vodréll’n%i::]?rfl)gg\'l(?gr This law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
[Territory] dynamite nitroglyé:erine or othe; weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or

combustibles without a license, as
well as the carrying concealed
deadly weapons, and the use of
guns, pistols, firearms,
firecrackers.

manufacturer of any arm. It instead purports to
authorize a local jurisdiction to adopt a law. And the
State does not indicate whether the city actually passed
those laws. Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2133.

Even if the town did pass such laws, they would not be
“relevantly similar” because they would regulate only
storage and transportation of gun powder and other
combustibles. The regulations on concealed carry
would not be “relevantly similar” either because they
would not ban possession, transfer, or manufacture of
any arm, only how weapons are carried. Id.
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350

1917

Federal

An Act To Prohibit the
Manufacture, Distribution,
Storage, Use, and
Possession in Time of War
of Explosives, Proving
Regulations for the Safe
Manufacture, Distribution,
Storage, Use, and
Possession of the Same,
and for Other Purposes, 40
Stat. 385 (1917), ch. 83

Prohibited the manufacture,
distribution, storage, use, and
possession during time of war of
powder, explosives, blasting
supplies, or ingredients thereof.

Obijection to inclusion.

The law is not “relevantly similar” to CA’s assault
weapon ban. It does not ban possession, transfer, or
manufacture of any arm. It regulates only a brief period
when gun powder is manufactured, distributed, stored,
used, and possessed. And it regulates for completely
different reasons than CA’s assault weapon ban (i.e., to
increase supply for the war effort). Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at
2133.

Finally, the law was adopted too long after the
Founding to be afforded much weight. Heller, 554 U.S.
at 634-635; see also Bruen, 142 S.Ct. at 2136
(cautioning against *“giving postenactment history more
weight than it can rightly bear.”).
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