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April 7, 2017 
 

The Honorable Frank Chopp 
LEG 339C 
PO Box 40600 
Olympia, WA 
98504-0600 
 

RE:   ESSB 5552 and Floor Amendments 438 and 439 
POSITION:  SUPPORT 
LOCATION:  House Rules 
 

Dear Speaker Chopp, 
  

On behalf of the members and supporters of the Firearms Policy Coalition, I extend our full support for ESSB 
5552 and Rep. Koster’s proposed floor amendments 438 and 439 which expand the protections offered in this 
bill to holders of valid Concealed Pistol Licenses (CPLs). After passing unanimously in the Senate and the 
House Judiciary Committee, this bill obviously deserves a vote no matter what amendments are offered.  
 

This is a common-sense amendment that fully complies with the stated intent of I-594 subjecting buyers of 
firearms to a comprehensive background check.  
 

In fact, the background checks conducted to issue and maintain a valid Washington CPL are more 
comprehensive and robust than that those conducted by a Federal Firearms Licensee per I-594 requirements.1 
CPL applicants are deliberately checked against all available state and federal files, have their fingerprints 
taken, and identity checked. A CPL is revoked if a licensee runs afoul of the law.2 Washington State meets 
such a high standard that current Washington CPL holders are exempt by the Bureau of Alcohol Tobacco and 
Firearms from undergoing a background check under federal law if their CPL is current.3 
 

The CPL holder amendment also deserves a vote as they go through the same background check and 
fingerprinting as armed security guards, who would be exempted under the current language of this measure. 
If a security guard passing the same check as a CPL holder is trusted to change possession of a lawfully 
owned firearm--a CPL holder should also be trusted just the same. Requiring a CPL holder to continuously 
jump through more hoops is a waste of state and federal resources, and as this body previously acknowledged 
before the passage of I-594, it isn’t necessary. 
 

We ask that this measure and the offered amendments be allowed to proceed to the floor and receive a vote.  
 

Denying a vote on this unanimously supported measure and these common-sense amendments would be a 
missed opportunity to improve public safety, save resources, and provide a bigger incentive for gun owners to 
undergo a more extensive background check.  
 

Sincerely,  

 
Philip Watson  
Rights Advocate  
 

CC:  House of Representatives  

                                                      
1 RCW 9.41.070 
2 RCW 9.41.075 
3 https://www.atf.gov/rules-and-regulations/permanent-brady-permit-chart  
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