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TESTIMONY of BERETTA U.S.A. CORP.  

REGARDING SENATE BILL 281 

 
 
Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee: 
 
My name is Jeff Reh and I am a member of the Board of Directors for Beretta 

U.S.A. Corp., located in Accokeek, Maryland.  I am also Corporate Secretary for 

Benelli U.S.A. and President of Stoeger Industries, Inc., both of which are also 

located in Accokeek, with additional warehouse and distribution facilities in 

Pocomoke City, Maryland.   

 

These 3 companies are part of the Beretta global group of companies.  Each of 

these 3 companies imports and sells firearms and in the case of Beretta U.S.A., 

firearms are also manufactured at our factory in Accokeek.   

 

From 1997 to 2014, these companies have paid or are projected to pay $31 

million in taxes to the State of Maryland.  These companies employ around 400 

people at any given time and there is probably not a family in southern Maryland 

that has not benefited positively from the income or insurance benefits provided 

to the thousands of people who have worked for these Beretta companies over 

the years.   

 

In addition, the Beretta Group has invested or plans to invest an estimated $73 

million during this time frame, mostly in southern Maryland and mostly in 

equipment, buildings and infrastructure. 
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Now, surprisingly, we learn that the Governor and this legislature are considering 

a ban on certain semi-automatic rifles and on magazines that hold more than 10 

rounds. These are products we make.   

 

In Italy, Beretta has existed continuously in the same small town for almost 500 

years.  The Beretta family started its investment in Accokeek in the late 1970s 

and the history of the family is to show commitment to the community in which it 

locates its businesses. 

 

That commitment is not one-sided, though, and deserves the respect of a 

corresponding commitment from the local community and from the state 

Government.  Instead, we are confronted with a state government that wants to 

ban our products at a time, by the way, when numerous other state governments 

are courting our investment.  It is worth noting that these other states also do not 

try to blame a product for human misconduct. 

 

The reasons for the ban being considered are understandable.  They are also 

misguided.  A person bent on destruction will find a way to do so and the 

absence of a folding stock on a rifle or the need to carry an additional magazine 

will not stop such a person.  If the person does not use a semi-automatic rifle 

they will use something else, another firearm, perhaps, or a car, or a bomb.  

History proves this through examples too numerous to list. 

 

What SB 281 does, instead, is treat as dangerous millions of people who lawfully 

and safely own semi-automatic rifles and the tens of millions of people who 

lawfully and safely own magazines that hold more than 10 rounds.  It tells those 

people that you can protect your life, your family or your business, even against 

multiple assailants, as long as you can get do so in 10 rounds or less.  It tells all 

of these people that in Maryland there is a limit on the extent to which you can 

exercise your 2nd Amendment rights, a limit that does not apply, by the way, to 
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police officers who buy these products for the same protective reasons that are 

desired by the general public. 

 

Ironically, SB 281 does all this by seeking to ban rifles that are not typically 

involved in crime.  In 2012, for example, out of 1,400 criminal assaults involving 

firearms in New York City, Police Commissioner Kelly said that only 3 involved 

semi-automatic rifles of the type that would be banned under SB 281.  Nationally, 

the homicide rate has dropped 50 percent in the last 20 years during a time when 

more people own all types of firearms and when semi-automatic rifles sales have 

particularly increased.  When you compare firearm homicide rates to the total 

number of firearms in circulation, the percentage is 3 one-thousandth of one 

percent.   

 

From a constitutional point of view, we see SB 281 as tantamount to a legislative 

effort to ban certain books.  That might seem like a provocative statement but the 

parallels are apt.  The possession and use of firearms and printed materials are 

both protected by the Constitution.  Both rights come from the only legislation in 

U.S. history that was voted on and approved directly by the citizens of our 

country.  This legislative body now seeks to substitute its judgment for that of the 

American people. 

 

One might suggest that books do not kill and that the current legislation is sought 

for beneficial reasons.  In fact, the misuse of books—say, the Bible or the 

Koran—have led to tragedy and efforts to ban certain books—for example, 

Huckleberry Finn—have also come from allegedly “beneficial” intent. 

 

SB 281 adds harassment to its effort to ban certain products.  Has there ever 

really been confusion in Maryland over the identity of someone who must 

produce identification before buying a handgun?  Every firearm acquisition in 

Maryland is to be made only after the recipient passes an FBI background check.  

Why then require that these people also go through the onerous process of 
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getting fingerprinted and renewing that effort every 5 years in order to buy a 

sidearm for hunting or target shooting or self-defense? 

 

Why ban pistol grip stocks on rifles when the U.S. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms and Explosives recently concluded that this type of grip is important for 

target shooters and hunters who are physically impaired—including combat 

veterans, by the way—and who need the additional grip for support?  Focusing 

on firearm features achieves no safety benefit.  Do you really think Adam Lanza 

would have been deterred just because he was not able to use a rifle with a 

folding stock? 

 

In light of the horrific tragedy that occurred in Newtown, Connecticut and that has 

occurred in too many other cities and town across the country, the desire to do 

something to stop these shootings is understandable.  That is why Beretta U.S.A. 

has been a strong supporter of the National Shooting Sports Foundation and its 

efforts to provide tens of millions of firearm locks and safety training materials to 

firearm owners throughout the country.  These efforts focus on the importance of 

restricting access to firearms from those either incapable, too young or too 

mentally unstable to use such.   

 

NSSF and, through it, the Beretta companies in the U.S., support improvements 

in the entry of certain mental health records into the instant background check 

system used for all firearm transactions in Maryland.   

 

We do not support efforts that use safety training as a deliberate impediment to 

the exercise of a constitutional right.  Firearm safety can be taught effectively in 

minutes.  8 hours or 16 hours of “safety” training (SB 281 refers to both, by the 

way—See Sections 5-1171.(C)(3)(I) and 5-306(a)(V)(I)) is unnecessary and 

seems intended just to deter people from obtaining firearms.  Safety training 

should not become the poll tax of the 2nd Amendment. 
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In  conclusion, Beretta U.S.A., Benelli U.S.A., Stoeger Industries and our 

approximately 400 employees strongly recommend a NO vote on Senate Bill 

281. 


