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Questions surround enforcement of
Illinois’ new concealed carry law
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under the Second Amendment
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That clause states that “the
owner of private real property of
any type may prohibit the carrying of concealed firearms on the
property under his or her control.” Absent clarification from the
legislature or the judiciary, it appears that only a property owner
may prohibit concealed carry on
the premises, not, for example, a
lessee.
The ambiguity (or alternatively,
the narrowness) of this clause
could lead to disagreements between landlords and tenants
about the propriety of such restrictions. Such disagreements
could lead to a tenant being
forced to allow individuals to
bring guns into his store.
Alternatively, the statute seems
to only allow an owner to prevent
concealed carry on property “under his control.” This would appear to preclude the landlord
from forcing a tenant to prohibit
concealed carry, given that a
lease grants the tenant control
over the property for the term of
the lease.
As the implementation of the
law moves forward, more rules
are promulgated, and as the legislature tweaks the language of
the FCCA, it is important for business and commercial real estate
owners to understand the ramifications of this law on their operation and control of their business.
As with any new law, there have
been little or no “test” cases that
have gone through the system.
Therefore, predicting outcomes is
difficult. Individuals and companies are encouraged to seek counsel to ensure compliance with the
law.
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