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Mr. Higgins:

In response to your more specific question, "Is the possession and use of
handguns permitted on BLM lands per federal law and BLM policy?", the simple
answer is yes, but with the same restrictions and limitations as proscribed

by existing State and Federal laws. For example, restrictions and

limitations include those relating to commission of felonies, minors,

unlawful entry into the United States, and dishonorable discharge from the
Armed Forces. However these are only a few of the longer list of

restrictions and limitations.

Again, we appreciate your questions and will be investigating the
implications of the new state law with our Solicitor's Office.

Karen Barnette

Karen Barnette

Acting Assoc. State Director

USDI Bureau of Land Management
2800 Cottage Way, W-1623
Sacramento, CA 95825-1886
Office: 916-978-4600

Cell: 916-716-9876
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CC: "james_kenna@blm.gov" <james_kenna@blm.gov>

Subject: Re: Firearms Use Question

References: <7631874E78A6994C876EEB57942ED8A1012D90F786@ILMOCOP-MS200.bim.doi.net>
<7631874E78A6994C876EEB57942ED8A1012DC439FD@ILMOCOP-MS200.bim.doi.net>
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Thank you for the reply.

| understand that you cannot give an answer specific to the new
California law.

Let me ask a more direct question: Is the possession and use of handguns
permitted on BLM lands per federal law and BLM policy?

Thanks,
Paul
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Mr. Higgins:

Peter Ditton's detail as California Assoc. State Director ended in

September. Jim Kenna has requested that | provide an interim response to
your question as he is currently very busy with transition in his new role

as State Director. At this time we have not completed any analysis of the
impacts of the new state law you refer to on BLM administered public lands.
I will be asking our Solicitors to take a look at the law and supporting

record to see if we can determine the intent and applicability.

Unfortunately, and as you know, these types of questions are not typically
just a simple yes or no answer.

Police actions such as this are generally within the jurisdiction of States

and may be independent of land ownership or tied to land ownership. There
fore, the BLM cannot simply tell you the applicability based on the State's
intent without additional analysis. | can"t at this time tell you when we

might have a definitive answer to your question. Accordingly, you may want
to send this question to the State Attorney General for their

interpretation of where and when this law would be applicable, especially

if there are a number of exceptions built into the law.

| hope this helps. Please feel free to contact me directly if you have
other questions while we are working through this research and response.

Respectfully,

Karen Barnette

Acting Assoc. State Director

California State Office, Bureau of Land Management
916-978-4600
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Subject: Re: Firearms Use Question
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Could one of you let me know who the correct person is that | should be
contacting about this question?

Thank you,
Paul

Message-ID: <4EA05344.6020707 @paul.net>
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I help maintain a firearms legal FAQ for the CalGuns.net online
community. | have a question with regard to the use of firearms in BLM
lands in California. If there is someone else that | should instead be
contacting about this, please let me know who that is.

Recently, Governor Brown signed AB144 into law. This will create a new
penal code section in California, PC 26350, effective January 2012. The
new law will make it a crime when a person "carries upon his or her

person an exposed and unloaded handgun". There are many exceptions to
the law, and one in particular appears to be for rural lands like the BLM:

"26388. Section 26350 does not apply to, or affect, the open carrying of

an unloaded handgun on publicly owned land, if the possession and use of
a handgun is specifically permitted by the managing agency of the land
and the person carrying that handgun is in lawful possession of that
handgun.”

Now it would seem clear, to me at least, that since the BLM permits
firearms, that this would include handguns, and that one could openly
carry an unloaded handgun in BLM lands without fear of accidentally
violating California law. However, it has been opined by some that since
the law states "specifically permitted”, that we (the law-abiding

public) should not openly carry unloaded handguns without a letter or
public statement from a BLM administrator stating that handguns are in
fact permitted in BLM lands.

So, are handguns permitted in BLM lands? A simple reply to this emalil
would be of great help. Even better would be an update to this web page
( http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/prog/recreation/hunting.print.html ) to
include "handguns" (much like "assault weapons" are included there).
Please let me know what you think.

Thank you,

Sincerely,

Paul Higgins,

BLM land user and shooting sports enthusiast



