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Pages 60-63, 67-71, 204-208, 244-45 of Lewis Winant,
Firearms Curiosa (2009) (1st pub. 1954)

Pages 708-09 of the 2014 Standard Catalog of Firearms
Pages 191-92 of Jim Perkins, American Boys Rifles 1890-
1945 (1976)

Page 84 of the 2014 Standard Catalog of Firearms (Jerry
Lee ed. 2013)
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Page 184 of the 2014 Standard Catalogue of Firearms
(Jerry Lee ed. 2013)

What Should America Do About Gun Violence? Full
Comm. Hr’g Before U.S. Sen. Jud. Comm., 113th Cong. at
11(2013)

Pages 1-3, 14-19, 61-67, 80-97 of Christopher S. Koper,
Daniel J. Woods & Jeffrey A. Roth, An Updated
Assessment of the Federal Assault Weapons Ban: Impacts
on Gun Markets and Gun Violence, 1994-2003 (Nat’l
Instit. J. 2004)

Gary Kleck, Large-Capacity Magazines and the Casualty
Counts in Mass Shootings: The Plausibility of Linkage, 17
J. Research & Pol’y 28 (2016)

U.S. Dept. of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, National
Crime Victimization Survey, Criminal Victimization in the
United States, 2008 Statistical Tables, Table 37 (Mar.
2009)

Five Gunfighting Myths Debunked by Massad Ayoob,
Personal Defense World (Oct. 14, 2014)

Jacob Sullum, The Threat Posed by Gun Magazine Limits
(Jan. 13, 2016)

Massad Ayoob, Why Good People Need Semiautomatic
Firearms and “High Capacity’” Magazines, Part I,
backwoodshome.com (Dec. 29, 2012)

Charles Remsberg, Why One Cop Carries 145 Rounds of
Ammo on the Job, PoliceOne (Apr. 17, 2013)
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Gus G. Sentementes & Julie Bykowicz, Documents Detail
Cross Keys Shooting, Balt. Sun (Mar. 21, 2006)

Gun Shop Owner Shoots, Kills Man During Attempted
Robbery, WIS TV (Aug. 9, 2012)

Nieson Himmel, Police Say Watch Shop Owner Kills 4™,
5% Suspects, L.A. Times (Feb. 21, 1992)

Jewelry Store Burglarized, Scene of Deadly 1994 Robbery
Attempt, nbc12.com (2012)

The UT Tower Shooting, Tex. Monthly

Mark Obmascik, Marilyn Robinson & David Olinger,
Columbine - Tragedy and Recovery: Officials Say
Girlfriend Bought Guns, denverpost.com (Apr. 27, 1999)
Rong Gong Lin II, Gunman Kills 12 at ‘Dark Knight Rises’
Screening in Colorado, L.A. Times (Jul. 20, 2012)
Associated Press, Ft. Hood shooter Nidal Hasan Used
Private, Legally-bought Pistol - Not Military Weapon - In
Rampage, N.Y. Daily News (Nov. 7, 2009)

Steve Almasy, Newtown Shooter’s Guns: What We Know,
cnn.com (last updated Dec. 19, 2012 10:11 a.m. EST)
Virginia Tech Review Panel, Mass Shootings at Virginia
Tech April 16, 2007: Report of the Review Panel 89, 101
(Aug. 2007)

Richard Winton, Rosanna Xia & Rong-Gong Lin I, Isla
Vista Shooting: Read Elliot Rodger’s Graphic, Elaborate,
Attack Plan, L.A. Times (May 25, 2014)

2014 Isla Vista Killings, Wikipedia (last updated May 25,
2017 to correct typo)
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Umpgua Community College Shooting, Wikipedia (last
updated May 25, 2017 to undo prior revision)
Spencer Kimball, San Bernardino: Guns, Mass Shootings

and Fears of Terrorism, www.dw.com (Apr. 12, 2015)

Bart Jansen, Weapons Gunman Used in Orlando Shooting
Are High-Capacity, Common, USA Today (Jun. 14, 2016)
WFTV-Orlando, Law Enforcement Source: 202 Rounds
Fired During Pulse Nightclub Shooting in Orlando,
wscotv.com (Jun. 13, 2016)
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1102 « SPRINGFIELD ARMORY INC.

Courtesy Milwaukee Public Museﬁrﬁ, Mii\iraukae, Wisconsin

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
—_ 1000 825 550 400 300

Iwo Jima M1 Garand

Similar to standard M1 Model but shipped in reproduction WWII-
era crate with signed decorative lithograph. Introduced 2006.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
1600 1300 1000 800 400 200

M1A Basic Rifle

Chambered for .308 Win. and fitted with a painted black fiberglass
stock. Barrel length is 22" without flash suppressor. Front sights
are military square post and rear military aperture (battle sights).
Magazine capacity is 5, 10, or 20 box. Rifle weighs 9 Ibs.

NiB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1250 1000 850 650 400 250

D-Day M1 Garand Limited Edition

Introduced in 2005 this model is chambered for the .30-06
cartridge and fitted with a 24" barrel. Military style sights. Two-
stage military trigger. Limited to 1,944 rifles, each with a military-
style wooden crate. Each side of the buttstock has stamped
memorials to D-Day.

NIB Exc. V.G.
1600

Good Fair Poor
1200 925 675 425 250

M1A Standard Rifle

This model is chambered for the .308 Win. or .243 cartridge. Also
fitted with a 22" barrel but with adjustable rear sight. Fitted with a
walnut stock with fiberglass hand guard, it comes equipped with
a 20-round box magazine. Weighs 9 lbs.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1500 1100 850 650 400 250

M1A-A1 Bush Rifle

Chambered for .308 or .243 cartridge with choice of walnut stock,
black fiberglass, or folding stock (no longer produced). Fitted with
18.25" barrel. Rifle weighs 8.75 Ibs. NOTE: Add $250 for folding
stock.

SER477

NIB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poo r
1400 1100 850 650 400 250

M1A Scout Squad Rifle

This .308 model is fitted with an 18" barrel and a ch
ﬂberglass or walnut stock. Military sights..Supplied with
magazine. Weight with fiberglass stock is about 9 |bs wnh
stock about 9.3 pounds.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1800 1100 750 550 300 175

M1A National Match

Chambered for .308 as standard or choice of .243 cartridg
with a medium weight National Match 22" glass bedded
and walnut stock. Special rear sight adjustable to half m
angle clicks. Weighs 10.06 Ibs.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
2050 1400 1000 700 500 250

M1A Super Match

This is Springfield’s best match grade rifle. Chambered for
as standard and also .243 cartridge. Fitted with special overs
heavy walnut stock, heavy Douglas match glass bedded b
and special rear lugged receiver. Special rear adjustable sig
Weighs 10.125 Ibs. NOTE: For walnut stock and Douglas barre
add $165. For black McMillan stock and Douglas stainless s

barrel add $600. For Marine Corp. camo stock and Doug
stainless steel barrel add $600. For adjustable walnut stock a
Douglas barrel add $535. For adjustable walnut stock and Kri
barrel add $900.

NIB Exc. V.G.
2500 1850

M1A Model 25 Carlos Hathcock

Introduced in 2001 this model features a match trigger, stalnlessj
steel heavy match barrel, McMillan synthetic stock with adjustable
cheek pad, Harris Bi- pod and other special featirtes. Chambered
for the .308 cartridge. Weight is about 12.75 Ibs. A special logo
bears his signature.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
4650 3450 2500 1750 800 400
M21 Law Enforcement/Tactical Rifle

Similar to the Super Match with the addition of a special stock with
rubber recoil pad and height adjustable cheekpiece. Available asa
special order only. Weighs 11.875 Ibs.

Poor
1350 900 600 300

Good Fair

NIB Exc. V.G.

Good Fair Poor

3000 1500 650 350

2600 2000
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STURM, RUGER & CO. = 1173

v bag. NOTE: Add $20 for threaded 16.6" barrel and flash
4 ippressor.

INB  Exe. V.G. Good Fair  Poor
35 320 280 235 225 200

Jodel 10/17
troduced in 2004. Chambered for .17 HMR cartridge. Fitted with

50" barrel. Magazine capacity 9 rounds. Weight about 6.5 Ibs.
D scontinued.

' NIB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor

L 600 475 300 200 150 100

8R-22 Rifle

AR-style semi-auto rifle chambered in .22 LR, based on 0/22 action.
ceatures include all-aluminum chassis replicating the AR-platform
igimensions between the sighting plane, buttstock height, and grip;
Picatinny rail optic mount includes a six-position, telescoping M4-
style buttstock (on a Mil-Spec diameter tube); Hogue Monogrip
Inistol grip; buttstocks and grips interchangeable with any AR-style
icompatible option; round, mid-length hand-guard mounted on a
standard-thread AR-style barrel nut; precision-rifled, cold hammer
forged 16-1/8-inch alloy steel barrel capped with an SR-556/Mini-
4 flash suppressor.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
{ 535 460 385 325 250 150

Model 44 Carbine

- Thismodelisashort, 18.5" barreled, gas-operated carbine chambered
~ for the .44 Magnum cartridge. It has a 4-shot, nondetachable
“magazine, a folding rear sight, and a plain walnut stock. This is a
handy deer hunting carbine manufactured between 1961 and 1985.
- NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
550 450 350 300 200 150

 Deerstalker Model

}-‘t The same as the Model 44 Carbine with “Deerstalker” stamped on
it. This model was manufactured in 1961 and 1962 only.

NiB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor

950 800 600 400 300 200

* Model 44 RS

This is the Madel 44 with sling swivels and an aperture sight.
NOTE: “Liberty" -marked 44RS carbines are extremely rare and
vill bring a premium.

NiB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor

= 600 550 350 200 150

Model 44 Sporter (Finger Groove Old Model)

This version has a Monte Carlo stock, finger groove fore-end, and
No barrel band. It was manufactured until 1971. NOTE: Factory
checkered models will bring at least a 75 percent premium.
NiB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor
= 750 600 400 250 200

Mode| 44 International Carbine

This version features a full-length, Mannlicher-style stock. It was
Uiscontinued in 1971 and is quite collectible. NOTE: Factory hand
eckered models will bring at least a 50 percent premium.

SER481

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 800 600 425 350 275

Model 44 25th Anniversary Model

This version is lightly engraved, has a medallion in the stock and
was only made in 1985, the last year of production.

NIB ~ Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor—

550 400 350 300 250 200

Model 99/44 Deerfield Carbine

A new and improved version, introduced in 2000, of the original
Model 44 Carbine. Fitted with a 18.5" barrel this gas operated rifle
has a hardwood stock and 4-round magazine capacity. Adjustable
rear sight. Blued finish. Weight is about 6.2 Ibs. This rifle will not
cycle .44 Special ammo. Discontinued.

.5

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
700 525 400 275 200 150

Mini-14

This is a paramilitary-style carbine chambered for the .223
Remington and on a limited basis for the .222 cartridge. It has
an 18.5" barrel and is gas-operated. The detachable magazines
originally offered held 5, 10 or 20 rounds. The high-capacity
magazines are now discontinued, and prices of them are what the
market will bear. The Mini-14 has a military-style stock and aperture
sight. It was introduced in 1975, 20-round magazine added 2009,

RS &

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
600 500 400 275 200 150

Mini-14 Stainless Steel

The same as the Mini-14 except constructed of stainless steel.

NIB Exc. ' V.G. Good Fair Poor
650 550 450 300 200 150

Mini-14 Target Rifle

Acccurized version of the Mini-14 but with matte stainless barrel
and reciver, black laminated thumbhole stock, adjustable harmonic
dampener. No sights. Also available with non-thumbhole synthetic
stock. Introduced in 2007.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1025 900 775 600 400 250

Mini-14 Ranch Rifle

This model is similar to the standard Mini-14, with a folding
rear sight and the receiver milled to accept the Ruger scope-
ring system. The rings are supplied with the rifle. 6.8 Remington
chambering also available. NOTE: Models chambered in .222
caliber will bring a premium.
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182 « BROWNING ARMS CO.

Hi-Power Modern Production

This version of FN Model 1935 is quite similar in appearance to
original described in FN section. Chambered for 9mm Parabellum
cartridge. Has 4.75" barrel. Models built before passage of crime bill
have double column; 13-round detachable box magazine, blued,
with checkered walnut grips. Has fixed sights and been produced
in its present configuration since 1954. Add 10 percent premium
for adjustable sights. Matte-nickel version offered between 1980
and 1984 was also available and would be worth approximately 15
percent additional. From 1994 to 2010 available in .40 S&W. NOTE:
Add $60 for adjustable sights; 35 percent for internal extractor.

Hi-Power with spur hammer and adjustable sights

Spur Hammer Version

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair

Poor
875 750 600 500 300 150

Round Hammer Version

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1050 900 725 600 450 200

Hi-Power—.30 Luger

Version similar to standard Hi-Power, except chambered for .30
Luger cartridge. Approximately 1,500 imported between 1986 and
1989. Slide marked “FN”". Browning-marked versions are quite
rare and worth approximately 30 percent additional.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1000 900 725 450 300 200

Tangent Sight Model

Version similar to standard Hi-Power, with addition of adjustable
rear sight calibrated to 500 meters. Approximately 7,000 imported
between 1965 and 1978. NOTE: If grip frame is slotted to accept
a detachable shoulder stock add approximately 20 percent to
value; but be wary of fakes. Add an additional 10 percent for “T"
series serial numbers.

NIiB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1200 1050 900 650 450 200
Renaissance Hi-Power

Heavily engraved version, with matte-silver finish. Features
synthetic-pearl grips and gold-plated trigger. Import ended in 1979.

SERA485

Spur Hammer Model

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
2950 2600 2100 1750 1000 600 i
Ring Hammer Model :
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor 3
3100 2850 2400 2000 1500 900
Adjustable Sight Spur Hammer Model

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor

3000 2650 2100 1750 1000 600 o
Renaissance .25 Caliber !
NIB Exc. V.G.

2400 2100 1700
Renaissance .380 Caliber A
With pearl grips. ‘-
NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor 8]

2700 2400 2000 1600 1000 600 3
Renaissance .380 Caliber (Model 1971)

With wood grips and adjustable sights.
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor

2300 2000 1700 1500 900 500
Cased Renaissance Set

Features one example of fully engraved and silver-finished
ACP “Baby", .380 ACP pistol and Hi-Power. Set furnished
fitted walnut case or black leatherette. Imported between 1
and 1969. NOTE: Early coin finish sets add 30 percent.

Good Fair Poor
1500 1000 600

Courtesy Rock Island Auction Company’

Good Fair Poor
3000 — —

NIiB Exc. V.G.
9500 8000 6000

Louis XVI Model

Heavily engraved Hi-Power pistol. Features leaf-and-scr
pattern, satin-finished, checkered walnut grips. Furnished in fitté
walnut case. To realize its true potential, this pistol must be N
Imported between 1980 and 1984. 1

000381 &
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piamond Grip Model NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
NIB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor 750 575 500 425 225 200
Medallion Grip Model Introduced in 1994. New version of Hi-Power furnished with
W - djustable sights, molded grips, 5" barrel and 10-round magazine.
NIB  Exc. V.G.- Good Fair~ Poor o e ec ark
1950 1750 1600 800 400 300 Weighs about 35 oz. Discontinued 2010.

e i NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
§  Hi-Power Centennial Model 800 600 450 300 200 150

Version similar to standard fixed-sight Hi-Power. Chrome-plated, Hi-Power Mark Ill

with inscription “Browning Centennial/1878-1978" engraved on 404ced in 1991. Matte blued or green finish, low-profile fixed

slide. Furnished with fitted case. There were 3,500 manufactured : o : : A
in 1978. As with all commemorative pistols, in order to realize its sights and two-piece molded grips, with thumb rest. Weighs 32 oz.

collector potential, this model should be NIB with all supplied
material. Prices for pistols built in Belgium

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1075 875 700 450 300 200

Hi-Power Capitan

New version of Hi-Power model. Fitted with tangent sights.
Introduced in 1998. Furnished with walnut grips. Weighs about 32
oz. Assembled in Portugal.

NiB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
900 700 500 300 200 175
Baby Browning
.25 caliber semi-automatic is same as FN Baby Model. Made by
Fabrique Nationale in Belgium from 1931 until 1983. Many were
imported into U.S., with Browning rollmark from 1954 to 1968.
See “Baby” Model under Fabrique Nationale section for more
details, Prices shown for Browning-marked model.
] NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor 650 550 500 450 350 200
45
150 g . 9 &R 200 Browning Model 1955

Hi-Power Practical Semi-automatic pistol same as FN Model 1910. From 1912 to
First introduced in 1993. Furnished with blued slide and chrome 1983 in .32 ACP and .380 ACP. See Fabrique Nationale section
frame. Has Pachmayr wraparound rubber grips, round-style for more information. Imported into U.S. by Browning from 1954
serrated hammer and removable front sight. Available with to 1968. Prices shown for Browning-marked pistols. NOTE: Add
adjustable sights. Weighs 36 oz. Assembled in Portugal. $200 for .32 ACP

NiB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor

750 650 550 450 350 200

Pro-9/Pro-40

9mm or .40 S&W double-action pistol fitted with 4" barrel.
Stainless steel slide. Grips are composite, with interchangeable
backstrap inserts. Magazine capacity 16 rounds 9mm; 14 rounds
.40 S&W. Weight about 30 oz.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
845 625 500 300 200 175

§  Hi-Power Silver Chrome Model

Furnished in hard chrome. Fitted with wraparound Pachmayr
rubber grips. Weighs 36 oz. Assembled in Portugal. Add 10 percent
for models with all Belgian markings. Introduced in 1981. Dropped
from Browning product line in 1984. Reintroduced in 1991.

000382
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NiB Exc. V.G.

Good Fair
800 650 500 300 225 150

Poor

MODEL 1935/HI-POWER/GP

Last design from John Browning developed between 1925 and
1935. Pistol known as Model 1935, P-35, Hi-Power or HP and
also GP (which stood for “Grand Puissance") and referred to by all
those names at one time or another. HP is essentially an improved
version of Colt 1911 design. Swinging link replaced with fixed cam,
which was less prone to wear. Chambered for 9mm Parabellum
and has a 13-round detachable magazine. Only drawback to
the design, that the trigger pull is not as fine as that of the 1911,
as there is a transfer bar instead of stirrup arrangement. This is
necessary, due to increased magazine capacity resulting in thicker
grip. Barrel is 4.75” in length. External hammer with manual and
magazine safety. Available with various finishes and sight options.
Furnished with shoulder stock. Model 1935 used by many
countries as their service pistol, as there are many variations. We
list these versions and their approximate values.

Pre-War Commercial Model

Found with sliding tangent rear sight and slotted for detachable
shoulder stock. Manufactured from 1935 until 1940,

Tangent Sight Version
NOTE: Wood holster stock add 50 percent.
NIB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor
— 2000 1800 1500 1000 400
Pre-War Military Contract
Model 1935 adopted by many countries as a service pistol.
Following, is a list:
Belgium
NIB Exc. VG.
= 3000 2600
Canada and China
NIB Exc. V.G.

Good Fair Poor
2000 600 375

Good Fair Poor

—- 2500 2000 950 650 400
Great Britain
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
—_ 2500 1700 1000 550 325
Estonia
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 3000 2600 2000 600 375
Holland
NIB Exc. VG Good Fair Poor
— 3000 2600 2000 650 400
Latvia
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
- 3000 2600 2000 775 500

SER487

Lithuania

NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
— 2800 2000 1200 650 400
Romania _
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
=" 3000 2600 2000 775 500

German Military Pistole Model 640(b)

Production of Model 1935 continued, with Germany
the output. FN plant was assigned production code ¥
many thousands were produced. Finish on these Nazi gun
from as fine as Pre-war Commercial series to downright
Possible to see how war was progressing for Germany|

on their weapons. One must be cautious with some of
guns as there have been fakes noted, with their backstra
for shoulder stocks, producing what would appear to be
expensive variation. Individual appraisal should be seg
any doubt exists.

Fixed Sight Model

NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 1000 750 400 300 250

Tangent Sight Model
50,000 manufactured.

£ RN

Courtesy Orvel R

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor

— 1500 1000 700 550 400
Captured Pre-war Commercial Model :

These pistols were taken over when plant was occupied. SI0
for stocks and have tangent sights. Few produced betwesn
number 48,000 and 52,000. All noted have WAG613 Nazi pl
mark. Beware of fakes! B -

000383
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Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor 50.42—Wood Butt H-Bar
1700 1400 1150 750 500 NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
ar Military Contract 2800 2400 2000 1800 1200 1000
ctured from 1946, they embody some design changes— FN-FAL “G” Series (Type | Receiver)
-jmproved heat treating and barrel locking. Pistols Standard - e '
after 1950, do not have barrels that can interchange ,
rlier model pistols. Earliest models have an “A” prefix on NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair  Poor
umber and do not have the magazine safety. Pistols were - 6500 5000 4000 3000 2000 1000
pc_ed for many countries and there were many thousands Lightweight
NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
6500 5000 4000 3000 2000 1000
V.G. Good Fair Poor
425 375 300 250 FN CAL
NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
7000 6500 5000 3000 1500 1000
4 V.G. Good Fair Poor
1000 675 575 400 300 FNC
; b0 and Tangent Sight NOSTE: an::s are for Belgian-made guns only.
"~ Exe. V.G. Good Fair Poor andard
1500 1050 750 500 400 Fixed stock, 16" or 18" barrel.
s NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
ar Commercial Model 3000 2800 2500 2000 1500 1000
ced in 1950 and 1954. Those imported into U.S.A. are
‘Browning Arms Co. These pistols have commercial Paratrooper Model
d finish. Folding stock, 16" or 18" barrel.
d Sight NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
E Bic. VG, Good  Fair Poor 3000 2800 2500 2000 1500 1000
850 500 350 300 250 Musketeer Sporting Rifles
angent Sight Bolt-action rifle built on Mauser-action. Chambered for various
P S0 . popular cartridges. Has a 24" barrel and blued, with checkered
Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor walnut stock. Manufactured between 1947 and 1963.
1000 650 500 400 350 NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
: —_ 450 350 300 250 200
ed and Tangent Sight o
 Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor Deluxe Sporter
1500 1100 800 550 450 Higher-grade version of Musketeer, with same general
: specifications. Manufactured between 1947 and 1963.
NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
- 550 450 400 275 200
Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor FN Supreme
350 250 200 125 100 Chambered for popular standard calibers. Has a 24" barrel, with
an aperture sight and checkered walnut stock. Manufactured
1949 or SAFN 49 , between 1957 and 1975.
Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor y
3 - 800 650 500 450 400
30-11 Sniper Rifle
By P V.G. Good Fair Poor Supreme Magnum Model
5000 4500 3500 2750 2000 Similar to standard Supreme, except chambered for .264 Win.
Magnum, 7mm Rem. Magnum and .300 Win. Magnum. Furnished
: with recoil pad. Manufactured between same years as standard
0.00—21" Rifle Model model.
Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor NIB Exc. VWG. Good Fair Poor
2750 2250 2000 1850 1000 . 800 650 500 400 400
B3—'—18" Paratrooper Model
| ™ . FAIRBANKS, A. B.
: 'o‘EggO 22':;0 gggg ;fég ‘:1085 Boston, Massachusetts
Fairbanks All Metal Pistol
21" Paratrooper Model Odd pistol was produced of all metal. A one-piece cast brass
~ Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor frame, handle, an iron barrel and lock system. Chambered for
3000 2700 2200 1900 1000 .33-caliber and utilizes percussion ignition system. Barrel lengths
s noted are 3" to 10". Barrels are marked "Fairbanks Boston. Cast
—Synthetic Butt H-Bar Steel”. Manufactured between 1838 and 1841.
Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
2400 2000 1800 1200 1000 — — 1050 350 150 75
000384
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464 ¢ GABBET-FAIRFAX,H. : @886 0~ =

GABBET-FAIRFAX,H. =~ Radum

Birmingham, England

Semi-automatic pistol in” caliber 7:65mim. ~ Produic
commercial and military market in Ruby style. “Radium®

Mars
on slide as well as top of each grip plate.

Designed by Hugh Gabbet-Fairfax, this semi-automatic pistol first
produced on an experimental basis by Webley & Scott Revolvers

in the 1890s. After Webley gave up on-the-idea an extremely .
limited number were built by Mars Automatic Pistol Syndicate,
Ltd., 1897 to 1905. Pistol produced in four calibers; 8.5mm Mars,
omm Mars, .45 Mars Short Case, and .45 Mars Long Case. Most
powerful handgun cartridge of its time and remained so until
well after World War 1. It is estimated that only about 80 of these
pistols were ever produced. NOTE: Webley examples are worth

a premium.

Courtesy James

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair  Poor
— 295 195 125 100 70

Ruby

A 7.65mm caliber semi-automatic pistol. Discontinued in

NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair  Poor
Courtesy James Rankin — 250 175 150 100 75

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair  Poor
— 45000 30500 19500 9200 6000 Bufalo 6.35mm

Semi-automatic pistol in caliber 6.35mm. Copy of Bro
Model 1906, with squeeze grip safety. Has “Bufalo” stamp
GABILONDO Y CIA slide and Gabilondo logo along with a buffalo’s head on e
See—Llama of grip plates. Manufactured between 1918 and 1925. N
Spelling of “Bufalo” as it appears on pistol.

oy
iy

GABILONDO Y URRESTI
Guernica, Spain
Elgoibar, Spain

See—Llama

Spanish firm founded in 1904 to produce inexpensive revolvers
of Velo-Dog type. Sometime around 1808 the firm began to
manufacture Radium revolver. In 1914 the company produced
a semi-automatic pistol distributed as Ruby. This pistol soon
became the mainstay of the company, with orders of 30,000
pistols a month for the French army. End of WWI Gabilondo
Y Urresti moved to Elgoeibar, Spain. Company produced a
Browning 1910 replica pistol until early 1930s. It was at this
point that Gabilondo began to manufacture a Colt Model 1811
copy that became known as Llama. For information of specific
Llama models see Llama section. Pistols listed reflect pre- Courtesy James
Llama period and are so marked, with the trade name of that - i

‘ e - NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
particular model. Monogram “GC" frequently appears on grips T 075 175 150 100 75

but not on slide.
Bufalo 7.65mm

Velo-Dog Revolver B A
Semi-automatic pistol in caliber 7.65mm. Patterned

A 6.35mm double-action revolver with 1.5" barrel, folding trigger ; i : L ara

and concealed hammer. Blued with walnut grips. Manufactured ﬁ?&?'ﬁng w’}":ﬁ d;ltr:g g’_r‘ggg i ﬁ?;;gﬁ: o

from 1904 to 1974, 3 9-round magazine usually fitted with wood grips and lanya
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Pecor Buffalo’s head is inset in each grip plate. Manufactured

—_ 295 195 125 75 50 1918 and 1925.

000388
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Danton War Model

Semi-automatic pistol in caliber 7.65mm. Similar to Bufalo above
and made with-/without grip safety. Came in two models, with
9- and 20-round magazines. Fitted with lanyard ring. “Danton”
stamped on slide and grips. Gabilondo logo on each side of grip
_ plate. Manufactured between 1925and 1931.

.
it
&
i

Courtesy James Rankin

 Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
& 275 175 125 100 75

mK | liber 9 K. Nearl st Courtesy James Rankin
ic pistol in caliber 9mmK. Nearly same pistol as Nine-Round Magazine
del, but fitted with grip safety. “Bufalo” stamped on gaz ’
abilondo logo and buffalo’s head are on each grip NIB  Exc. V.G. Good  Fair  Poor
anufactured between 1918 and 1925. — 275 175 125 100 75

Twenty-Round Magazine

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 550 325 250 200 100

Perfect

Semi-automatic pistol chambered for 6.35mm and 7.65mm
cartridges. Cheap low-priced pistol marketed by Mugica. Pistols
usually have the word “Perfect” on grips. Slide may be stamped
with the name MUGICA, but many are not.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 275 175 125 100 75

Plus Ultra

Pistol chambered for 7.65mm cartridge and built from 1925 to
1933. Had a 20-round magazine that gave the pistol an unusual
appearance. “Plus Ultra” appears on slide and grips. Gabilondo

Couirtesy James Rankin logo on each grip plate. Equipped with lanyard ring.

Exc. V.G. Good Fair  Poor
295 205 145 105 70

matic pistol in caliber 6.35mm. Patterned after Browning
with grip safety. “Danton” appears on slide as well as
ndo logo on each grip plate. Manufactured between

Courtesy James Rankin

Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
275 175 125 100 75 Courtesy James Rankin

SER493 000389
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NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
— 1200 875 650 425 250

GALAND, C.F.

Liege, Belgium
Galand, Galand & Sommenrille, Galand Perrin
(Galand M1872) iy

A 7mm, 9mm and 12mm caliber double-action revolver, with
B-shot cylinder and open frame. A unique ejection system that
by means of rotating a lever downward from the trigger guard,
causes barrel and cylinder to slide forward leaving ejector and
spent cases behind. Circa 1872.

Courtesy Bonhams & Butterfields

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1350 875 550 150

Velo-Dog

A 5.5mm Velo-Dog caliber fixed trigger and guard double-action
revolver, with open-top design. Later models (.22 and 6.35mm
caliber) feature folding triggers and no trigger guards.

NIiB Exc. V.G. Good Fair  Poor
— 250 165 125 75 50
Le Novo
As above, with concealed hammer and in 6.35mm caliber.
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 250 165 125 75 50

Tue-Tue
A .22 short 5.5mm Velo-Dog and 6.35mm caliber double-action

revolver. Concealed hammer, folding trigger and swing-out

cylinder, with central extractor. Introduced in 1894.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 250 165 125 75 50
GALAND & SOMMERVILLE
Liege, Belgium

See—Galand

GALEF (ZABALA)

Zabala Hermanos & Antonio Zoli
Spain

Zabala Double

A 10, 12, 16 and 20 caliber boxlock shotgun, with 22" to 30"
barrel and various chokes. Hardwood stock. Add 50 percent for

10 gauge.

SER494

Cornpanlon

Monte Carlo Trap

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 450 300 175 100 75

Folding 12 to .410 bore single-shot underlever sholgun w h
or 30" barrel. ;

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
—— 200 145 105 50 25

A 12 gauge underlever single-shot shotgun, with 32" vel
rib barrel.
NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
— 325 275 150 100 75

Silver Snipe, Golden Snipe, and Silver Hawk
See—Antonio Zoli

GALENA INDUSTRIES ING..
Sturgis, South Dakota

In 1998, Galena Industries purchased the rights to use AN
tradernark and manufacturing rights to many, but not all, A

designs. For AMT models made by AMT see that section.

company's designs have been acquired by Crusader/High
Standard of Houston, Texas. ]

AMT Backup

Model features double-action-only trigger system and of
in both stainless steel and matte black finish. Small frame
Backup weighs 18 oz. with its 2.5" barrel. Large frame B
are fitted with 3" barrel and offered in 9mm, .38 Super, .35
.40 S&W, .400 CorBon and .45 ACP. Weights are approxima
oz. and magazine capacity 5 to 6 rounds, depending on
NOTE: Add $50 for .38 Super, .357 Sig, and .400 CorBo

Galena .380 DAO Backup

NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
525 375 275 200 125 100

Automag Il

Semi-automatic pistol chambered for .22 WMR cartndge
in 3.38", 4.5" or 6" barrel lengths. Magazme capacity 9
except for 3.38" model where capacity is 7 rounds. Weigh
32 oz.

000390
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72 « AROSTEGUI, EULOGIO

NiB Exc. V.G.
6300 5000 3250

Grand African

Similar to Safari rifle, with addition of Exhibition Grade wood.
Calibers .338 to .458.
NIB Exc. V.G.
7600 6100 5000

Serengeti Synthetic

Similar to Safari rifle, with fibergrain stock in classic or Monte
Carlo style. Checkering or stipple finish. Calibers .243 to .300
Magnum. Introduced in 1996.

Good  Fair Poor
2500 1750 300

Good Fair
3900

Poor
1650 325

:‘_‘“’.'.‘-—':!-:: .:
s i, S p

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
2600 2100 1600 1150 700 225

African Synthetic

Similar to Safari rifle, with fibergrain stock, checkering or stipple
finish. Calibers .338 Magnum to .458 Magnum.

e —e e

NIB Exc. V.G.

Good Fair Poor

3300 2600 1400 750 250

Neutralizer Mark |

1800

Built on Remington 700 or Winchester action. Bolt-action rifle
chambered in choice of calibers from .223 to .300 Win. Magnum.
Barrel length 24" to 26" depending on caliber, with Magnum
barrels up to 28". A fiberglass tactical stock, with adjustable

i cheekpiece and buttplate is standard in various finishes. NOTE:
Winchester action $400 less.

NIB Exc. V.G.
2900 2300 1700
Neutralizer Mark Il

Same as above, with Apollo action.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
4000 3200 2250 1700 900 325

Benchrest Rifles
Customn built. Unable to price individual rifles.

Good Fair Poor
1300 700 275

Prone Rifles
Customn built. Unable to price individual rifles.

'Y SER498

X-Course Rifles
Custom built. Unable to price individual rifles.

1,000 Yard Match Rifles
Custom built. Unable to price individual rifles.

Fully Accurized Production Rifles

Rifles offered in standard blue or stainless steel, with walnut or

synthetic stock. Chambered from .223 to .338 Win. Magnum. Built

on Remington, Ruger or Winchester actions. :
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1250 1100 750 600 400 200

AROSTEGUI, EULOGIO
Eibar, Spain

Azul Royal (Model 31)

Semi-automatic or fully automatic pistol in calibers 7.63 Mauser,
9mm Bergmann or .38 ACP. Manufactured between 1935 and
1940. Fitted with 10-round integral magazine. NOTE: Add 300
percent for fully automatic machine pistol version. NFA/BATFE
regulations apply. .

Courtesy James Rankin

Good Fair Poor
1000 500 300

NIB Exc. V.G.
—_ 3000 2500

Super Azul (M-34)
Semi-automatic or fully automatic pistol in 7.63mm Mauser,
9mm Bergmann and .38 ACP. Manufactured between 1935 and
1940. Has removable box magazine with capacity of 10, 20 or 30
rounds. Also known as the War Model or Standard Model. NOTE:
Add 300 percent for fully automatic machine pistol version. NFA/ &
BATFE regulations apply. :

000394
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510 Montana

Holland & Holland-style sidelock double-barrel shotgun, with
internal parts gold-plated.

NIB Exc. VG. Good  Fair Poor
3200 2750 1250 850 500 250
550 Fielc =
As above, without internal parts gold-plated.
NIB Exe. V.G. Good Fair Poor
3200 2750 1250 850 500 250
557 Standard
As above, but more finely finished.

Courtesy James Rankin

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 3000 2500 1000 500 300

Azul 6.35mm

6.35mm semi-automatic pistol. Copied after Model 1906
Browning. Frame marked with letters “EA” in a circle. A retriever is
molded in the grips. Magazine capacity 6 or 9 rounds.

NiB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor

— 250 200 150 100 75 NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
400 2 2 1500 500
Azul 7.65mm 0 3200 200 750
2 65mm semi-automatic pistol. Copied after Model 1910 FN. 558 Patria
Magazine capacity 7 or 9 rounds. As above, but more finely finished.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor

- 250 200 150 100 75 3650 3150 1750 1250 800 400
Velo-Dog 560 Cumbre

Folding trigger 5.5mm or 6.35mm revolver bearing trademark As above, but featuring intricate engraving.

EA” on grips. _ NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor 3800 3200 1800 1200 800 400
— 175 100 75 50 30 .

570 Lieja
ARRIETA S.L.
Elgoibar, Spain

Company produces a wide variety of double-barrel
shotguns. Price range from $450 to more than $30,000. It

is recommended that highly engraved examples, as well as
small bore arms, be individually appraised, NOTE: For 20- or
28-gauge and .410 bore, add 10 percent to values shown.

490 Eder

Double-barrel boxlock shotgun, with double triggers and
extractors. Discontinued in 1986.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor NIB Exc. VG. Good  Fair Poor

iy 550 425 325 250 100 4500 3750 2600 1800 900 550
il 575”?; o E V.G Good  Faii P
Holland & Holland-style sidelock double-barrel shotgun, with . b o8 L3
French case hardened and engraved locks. Double triggers on 4750 8750 2250 1700 1200 750
extractors. No longer imported after 1986. 578 Victoria

e Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor Engraved in the English manner, with floral bouquets.

— 675 500 400 300 150

501 Palomara
As above, but more finely finished. Discontinued in 1986.
NiB Exc. VG. Good  Fair Poor
—_— 800 600 500 400 200
505 Alaska
~ As above, but more intricately engraved. Discontinued in 1986.

NiB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
-— 900 750 600 500 250

000395
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Svstem Mauser

R B R

SPAIN
AZUL AND SUPER AZUL

Unlike either the Astra or Royal Mauser copies, the Azul and Super
Azul are actually very faithful reproductions of the Mauser design. The
manufacturer was Eulogio Arostegui of Eibar, though at least some of
the weapons were, like the Royal, marketed by Beistegui Hermanos.

The Azul version is semi-automatic only, while the designation of
“Super Azul" was applied to any of the several selector-switch pistols.
Quite a few of these guns seem to have been made, but as most of them
have the full-automatic feature they are rarely seen in the United States.
They have a reputation for reliable functioning and durability, though neither
internal nor external finish is on a par with that of the Mauser or the Astra.

AZUL MM 31

PISTOLA AUTOMATICA

CAL. 7,63 mm. (.300%

“ra0 NORMAL Y DE METRALLA ; ]

216
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Model 92

3 g'mrn caliber double-action semi-automatic pistol, with 5" barrel,

~ fixed sights and 16-round double-stack magazine. Blued, with
plastic grips. Introduced in 1976. Now discontinued.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
800 600 500 400 250 200

Model 92SB-P
As above, with polished finish. Manufactured from 1980 to 1985.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
625 475 400 325 250 200

- Model 92SB Compact

As above, with 4.3" barrel and shortened grip frame that holds a
14-shot magazine. Blued or nickel-plated, with wood or plastic
grips. Nickel version worth additional 15 percent. Wood grips add
$20 to value. Introduced in 1980. Discontinued in 1985,

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
500 425 375 325 250 200

‘Model 92FS

Current production Model 92 chambered for 9mm Parabellum
cartridge. Barrel length 4.9". Rear sight is 3-dot combat drift
adjustable. Magazine capacity 15 rounds. Semi-automatic pistol
features double-/single-action operation. Safety is manual type.
Frame Is light alloy sandblasted and anodized black. Barrel slide
is steel. Grips are plastic checkered, with black matte finish.
Equipped with spare magazine cleaning rod and hard carrying
case. Pistol weighs 34.4 oz. empty.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
550 450 350 300 200 150

Model 92FS Inox

Introduced in 2001. Chambered for 9mm cartridge. Fitted with
4.9” barrel. Slide is black stainless steel, with lightweight frame
and combat-style trigger guard, reversible magazine release and
ambidextrous safety. Gray wrap-around grips. Weight about 34 oz.
NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
695 575 425 350 225 175

SERS07

Model 96

Identical to Model 92FS. Fitted with 10-round magazine.
Chambered for .40 S&W. Introduced in 1992.

NIB Exe. V.G. Good Fair Poor
550 450 350 300 200 150

Model 96 Combat

Introduced in 1997. Single-action-only, with competition tuned
trigger. Developed for practical shooting competition. Barrel length
5.9". Supplied with weight as standard. Rear sight is adjustable
target type. Tool kit included as standard. Weight 40 oz.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1700 1300 950 575 350 175

Model 96 Stock

Similar to Model 96 in double-/single-action, with half-cock
notch for cocked and locked carry. Fitted with 4.9” barrel with
fixed sights. Three interchangeable front sights are supplied as
standard. Weight 35 oz. Introduced in 1997. No longer in U.S.
product line.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
1350 950 775 500 325 150

Model 92/96FS Inox

Same as above except barrel, slide, trigger, extractor and other
components are made of stainless steel. Frame made of lightweight
anodized aluminum alloy. Model 96FS discontinued in 1993.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
650 550 450 350 300 200

000403
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Model 92/96FS Centurion NiB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
Chambered for 9mm or .40 S&W (Model 96). Features 4.3" barrel, 750 600 475 325 175 100
but retains full grip to accommodate 15-round magazine {ern}

10 rounds (.40 S&W). Weighs about 33.2 oz. Introduced in 1993, ~ Model 92G-SD/96G-SD |
Black sandblasted finish. Introduced in 2003. Features a decock mechanism built arcund_ :
- single-/double-action trigger system. In addition, pistol has anf

integral accessory rail on frame. Fitted with 9mm or .40 S&W, 49" F

barrel, with heavy slide and 3-dot tritiumn sights. Weight about 35 0z, |

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
550 450 400 300 200 150

NIB Exc. v Good Fai Poor
Model 92FS/96 Brigadier G. air 00

1000 750 500 350 195 125
Same as 92FS and 96, with heavier slide to reduce felt recoil.
Removable front sight. Weight about 35 oz. Model 92F

9mm Parabellum caliber double-action semi-automatic plstoL
with 4.9" barrel, fixed sights and 15-shot double-stack magazine §
and an extended base. Matte blued finish, with walnut or plastlc:
grips. Introduced in 1984. No longer in production.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
700 550 400 300 150 75

Model 92FS/96 Brigadier Inox NIB . Exe, ¥G. ' Good Falr--:Poor

500 400 350 300 200 150
Same as above, with stainless steel finish. Introduced in 2000,
Model 92F Compact

As above, with 4.3" barrel and 13-shot magazine. No longer m
R : pmductlon ¥

M A v e aes | R
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NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
500 400 350 300 200 150

| qué] 92/96 Compact “Type M”

- Essentially same as Model 92FS Compact, with exception of single
column magazine that holds 8 rounds and reduces grip thickness
of pistol. Weighs 30.9 oz. Discontinued in 1993, reintroduced in
1998. Model 96 version (.40 S&W) introduced in 2000. NOTE: Add

$90 for Tritium night sights.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
700 550 350 300 200 150
Model 92/96M Compact Inox

Same as above, with stainless steel slide and frame. Introduced
in 2000.

NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
700 550 450 350 300 200
Model 92D Compact “Type M”

Same as above, with double-action-only trigger function. NOTE:
Add $90 for Tritium night sights.

SERS09

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
550 450 350 300 200 150

Model 92FS Deluxe

ldentical dimensions to full size Model 92FS. Addition of gold-
plated engraved frame and gold-plated extra magazine. In fitted
leather presentation hard case. Grips walnut briar, with gold initial
plate. Introduced in 1993.

NIB Exc. V.G.
5500 4500 3000

Fair Poor

Good
1500 1000 .

2000

Model 92FS “470th Anniversary” Limited Edition

Limited to only 470 pistols worldwide. Features high polish
finish, with stainless steel gold-filled engravings, walnut grips,
Anniversary logo on top of slide and on back of chrome plated
magazine. Supplied with walnut case.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
2075 1300 800 600 375 200
Model 92/96D

Same specifications as standard Model 92 and Model 96.
Variation has no visible hammer. Double-action-only. No manual
safety. Weighs 33.8 oz.

Good Fair
425 375 325 275 200 150

NIB Exc. V.G. Poor

Model 92/96DS

Same as above, with same manual safety as found on 92FS pistol.
Introduced in 1994.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
425 375 325 275 200 150

Model 92G/96G

Designed for French Gendarmerie. This model has now been
adopted for French Air Force as well as other government
agencies. Features hammer drop lever that does not function as
safety when lever is released, but lowers hammer and returns to
ready to fire position automatically. Offered to law enforcement
agencies only.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor

650 550 475 400 250 100

Model 92/96 Vertec

Introduced in 2002. Chambered for Smm or .40 S&W cartridges.
Fitted with 4.7" barrel. Double-/single-action trigger. Features
a new vertical grip design, with shorter trigger reach and thin
grip panels. Removable front sight and integral accessory rail on
frame. Magazine capacity 10 rounds. Weight about 32 oz.

000405
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NIB Exc., V.G. Good Fair Poor
825 700 450 300 200 100
Deluxe Model

Walnut grips, with gold plated hammer and grip screws.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
875 750 500 350 200 100

Model 92 Billennium

Introduced in 2001. Limited production pistol of 2,000 units world
wide. Chambered for 9mm cartridge. Steel frame, with checkered
front and backstrap. Nickel alloy finish, with unique engraving,
Carbon fiber grips. Interchangeable sights, with adjustable rear
sight. Carry case standard. Single action.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
700 575 425 300 225 165

Model 92 Competition Conversion Kit

Kit includes 7.3" barrel, with counterweight and elevated front
sight, semi-automatic, walnut grips and fully adjustable rear sight.
Comes in special carrying case, with basic pistol. NOTE: Kit Price
Only.

NIB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor

500 350 300 200 150 100

Model 92/96 Combo

Features specially designed Model 96 pistol, with extra 92FS
slide and barrel assembly. Barrel lengths are 4.66", Sold with one
10-round magazine in both 9mm and .40 S&W.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
850 725 600 425 275 200

Model M9 Limited Edition

Introduced in 1995 to commemorate 10th Anniversary of U.S.
military’s official sidearm. This 9mm pistol limited to 10,000 units.
Special engraving on slide with special serial numbers. Slide
stamped “U.S. 9mm M9-BERETTA U.S.A.-65490".

Standard Model

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1200 1000 800 600 475 325

92 Steel- :
Steel-frame semi-automatic in 9mm or .40 S&W. Single- or

000406
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single-/double-action. 15+1 capacity, 4.7" barrel, weight 42.3 oz.
|DPA certified. Fixed 3-dot sights. Introduced 2006.

NIB  Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
1075 850 600 475 300 150

M9AT1
Semi-autormatic single-/double-action in 9mm developed for U.S.
Marine Corps. Capacity 10+1 or 15+1. Fixed sights. Introduced
2006.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
750 600 475 350 225 150

Model 92G/96G Elite

Chambered for 9mm or .40 S&W calibers. Fitted with 4.7"
stainless steel barrel and heavy-duty Brigadier-style slide. Action
is decock only. Slide has both front and rear serrations. Hammer is
skeletonized. Beveled magazine well. Special “ELITE” engraving
on slide. Weight about 35 oz.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
825 650 450 300 195 125

£F
ELITE TEAM SERIES 154 880 AL 40 B4

In 1999, Beretta introduced a new series of pistols based on
company's M32/96 pistol. Each of these pistols has specific
features for specific shooting requirements.

Model 92/96 Custom Carry

Fitted with 4.3" barrel, shortened grip and low profile control
levers. Safety lever Is left side only. Magazine capacity 10 rounds.
‘CUSTOM CARRY” engraved on slide. Chambered for 9mm or
.40 S&W calibers.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
825 650 450 375 250 165

Model 92G Elite Il

Version of Elite was developed for competition shooter. Fitted with
4.7" barrel and heavy slide. Has skeletonized hammer. Beveled
magazine well and extended release. Checkered front and
backstrap grip. Weight about 35 oz.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
625 500 400 300 200 100

Model 92/96 Border Marshall

Commercial version of pistol built for Immigration and
Nat:iralization Service. Fitted with heavy-duty steel slide and short
4.7" LN.S. style barrel. Rubber grips and night sights are standard.

"BORDER MARSHALL" engraved on slide. Offered in 9mm or .40
S&W calibers,

L SER511 000407
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NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
925 725 550 395 275 150

Model S2FS Inox Tactical

Model has satin matte finish on its stainless steel slide. Frame
is anodized aluminum. Black rubber grips and night sights are
standard. Offered in Smm only.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
500 450 350 225 125 75

Model 8000F—Cougar L

Similar to above. Fitted with a shortened grip frame. Chambered
for 9mm cartridge. Fitted with a 3.6” barrel. Overall height as been
reduced by .4". Weight about 28 oz. Introduced in 2003. E

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
775 625 500 350 225 100

COUGAR SERIES
Model 8000/8040/8045 Cougar

Compact size pistol using a short recoil rotating barrel. Features
a firing pin lock, chrome lined barrel, anodized aluminum alloy
frame, with Bruniton finish. Overall length 7”; barrel length 3.6”;
overall height 5.5"; unloaded weight 33.5 oz. Offered in double-/
single-action as well as double-action-only. Magazine holds 10
rounds. Available in 9mm or .40 S&W. In 1998 Beretta added .45
ACP caliber. NOTE: Add $50 for .45 ACP models

i

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
600 500 400 300 175 95

Model 9000F

Introduced in 2000. Chambered for 9mm or .40 S&W cartridge.
Fitted with 3.4 barrel. Has polymer frame. “F" type has single-/
double-action trigger. Fixed sights. Magazine capacity 10 rounds.
Weight about 27 oz.; overall length 6.6"; overall height 4.8".
External hammer and black finish.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
625 525 400 350 250 150

Model 8000/8040/8045 Mini Cougar

Introduced in 1997. Similar in design to full size model. Offered
in 9mm, .40 S&W or .45 ACP. Fitted with 3.6” barrel (3.7” on .45
ACP). Empty weight 27 oz. Offered in double-/single-action or
double-action-only. Magazine capacity: 10 rounds for 9mm; 8
rounds for .40 S&W. Weight between 27 oz. and 30 oz. depending
on caliber. NOTE: Add $50 for .45 ACP models.

000408 |
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NIB Exc. VG. Good Fair Poor
725 500 375 — — —

BDA-380
Double-action semi-automatic pistol. Chambered for .380 ACP
cartridge. Features 3.75" barrel, with 14-round double-stack
detachable magazine. Finish blued or nickel-plated, with smooth
walnut grips. Manufactured in Italy by Beretta. Introduced in 1977.
NOTE: Add 10 percent for nickel finish.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
625 400 325 275 200 150

BDA

Double-action semi-automatic pistol. Manufactured between
1977 and 1980 for Browning by SIG-Sauer of Germany. Identical
to SIG-Sauer Model 220. Chambered for 9mm Parabellum, .38
Super and .45 ACP cartridges. NOTE: .38 Super would be worth
approximately 30 percent additional.

=

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
— 525 425 375 300 235

BDM Pistol
Double-action semi-automatic pistol. Chambered for 9mm
cartridge. Fitted with selector switch that allows shooter to choose
between single-/double-action model. Features 4.75" barrel, with
adjustable rear sight. Magazine capacity 15 rounds. Weighs 31 oz.
First introduced in 1991.

SERS16

BDM Silver Chrome

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
560 450 350 250 200 150

Variation of BDM introduced in 1997. Features silver chrome finjak
on slide and frame, balance in contrasting matte blue finish.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
560 450 350 250 200 150

BDM Practical :
Introduced in 1997. Same as above, with silver chrome on frame
only.
NIB Exc. V.G. Good  Fair Poor
560 450 350 250 200 150

BPM-D
Introduced in 1997. New version of BOM (Browning Pistol Mod
Decocker) features double-action pistol, with first shot fired
double-action and subsequent shots fired single-action. Ng
manual safety. Decock lever also releases slide. !
NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
525 400 300 250 200 150

BRM-DAO

9mm pistol is a redesigned version of Model BDM. Initials stant
for “Browning Revolver Model Double-Action-Only”. Has fi -!’t.

support trigger guard for two-handed control. All other featurs
same as BPM-D pistol. Weight about 31 oz.

NIB Exc. V.G. Good Fair Poor
525 400 300 250 200 150

ol o e i s e

Nomad
Blowback-operated semi-automatic pistol. Chambered for .2
LR cartridge. Offered with 4.5” or 6.75" barrel. Has 10-round
detachable magazine, with adjustable sights and all-steg
construction. Finish blued, with black plastic grips. Manufacture
between 1962 and 1974 by FN. :

NIB 2 A Good Fair Poor
500 360 275 150 75 50
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United States Senate Judiciary Committee
Full Committee Hearing

“What Should America Do About Gun Violence?”

January 30, 2013
10:00 AM
Hart Senate Office Building, Room 216

Written Testimony of David B. Kopel

Research Director, Independence Institute, Golden, Colorado.
Associate Policy Analyst, Cato Institute, Washington, D.C.1

Adjunct Professor of Advanced Constitutional Law, Denver University,
Sturm College of Law. www.davekopel.org.
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“[W]e cannot clearly credit the [1994 ‘assault weapons’] ban with any of the
nation’s recent drop in gun violence.”—U.S. Department of Justice 2004
study.2

“Passing a law like the assault weapons ban is a purely symbolic move in
that direction [to disarm the citizenry]. . . . [T]hat change in mentality starts
with the symbolic yielding of certain types of weapons. The real steps, like
the banning of handguns, will never occur unless this one is taken first. . .
.’—Charles Krauthammer3

“The [‘assault’] weapons’ menacing looks, coupled with the public’s confusion
over fully automatic machine guns versus semi-automatic assault weapons—
anything that looks like a machine gun is assumed to be a machine gun—can
only increase the chance of public support for restrictions on these
weapons.”—dJosh Sugarmann, Founder, Violence Policy Center*

The Political Attack on Firearms Ownership

On December 14, 2012, a deranged and hate-filled mass-murderer first
killed his own mother and then snuffed out 26 additional lives at Sandy Hook
Elementary School in Newtown, Connecticut. It was one of the worst mass
murders at school since 1927, when a defeated school board candidate set off
explosives at an elementary school in Bath Township, Michigan, killing 38
children and five adults. The horrific crime at Sandy Hook tore the heart out
of the nation. It filled every life-loving American—every parent, grandparent,
aunt, and uncle—with anger, dread, and anguish.

In the aftermath of this crime, many Americans are exploring ways to
responsibly and realistically reduce the possibility of another such attack,
such as by better-addressing mental illness,> training people how to more-
effectively respond to “active shooters,”® and allowing teachers and other
responsible adults to carry concealed handguns in schools—something
already successfully implemented in Utah and parts of Texas, Ohio, and
Colorado.”

Unfortunately, others are promoting repressive laws which would have
done nothing to prevent Sandy Hook, and would do nothing to prevent the
inevitable copycat crimes that may take place in the near future. The
demands for symbolic but useless anti-gun laws are accompanied by an
aggressive culture war against dissenters. A Des Moines Register journalist
declared that well-known defenders of gun rights should be dragged behind
pickup trucks, that the Second Amendment should be repealed, that the
National Rifle Association (NRA) should be declared a “terrorist
organization,” and that membership in the NRA should be outlawed.8 A
writer for the Huffington Post declared that anyone who believes guns may

2
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legitimately be owned for self-defense—or that the Second Amendment
protects that right—is a “menace” and “a danger to your children.”®

Unfortunately, such mean-spirited and unjust demonization and
scapegoating of law-abiding American gun owners has become a central
feature of the political campaign to ban or restrict semi-automatic guns and
the magazines that go with them. Even worse, the Newtown murders are
being politically exploited

Prohibitionists use the false and inflammatory labels of “assault weapon”
and “high-capacity magazine” to mischaracterize ordinary firearms and their
standard accessories.

The AR-15 rifle has for years been the most popular, best-selling firearm
in the United States. Millions of law-abiding Americans own AR-15s and
similar guns. In an article for Slate, Justin Peters estimates that there may
be nearly four million AR-15 rifles in the country—and that’s just one brand
of rifle.’0 Contrary to media claims, these ordinary citizens are not
psychopaths intent on mass murder. Rather, Americans own so-called
“assault weapons” for all the legitimate reasons that they own any type of
firearm: lawful defense of self and others, hunting, and target practice. They
do not own these firearms to “assault” anyone. To the contrary, rifles such as
the AR-15, and standard capacity magazines of 11-19 rounds (for handguns)
and up to 30 rounds (for rifles) are commonly used by rank and file police
officers, because such firearms and magazines are often the best choice for
the lawful protection of self and others.

That is why the police choose them so often. At Sen. Feinstein’s press
conference introducing her new prohibition bill, Rev. Hale, of the National
Cathedral, asserted that the guns and magazines are useful only for mass
murder. This is a mean-spirited insult to the many police officers who have
chosen these very same guns and magazines as the best tools for the most
noble purpose of all: the defense of innocent life.

What Is An “Assault Weapon?”

Gun prohibition advocates have been pushing the “assault weapon” issue
for a quarter century. Their political successes on the matter have always
depended on public confusion. The guns are not machine guns. They do not
fire automatically. They fire only one bullet each time the trigger is pressed,
just like every other ordinary firearm. They are not more powerful than other
firearms; to the contrary, their ammunition is typically intermediate in
power, less powerful than guns and ammunition made for big game hunting.

The difference between automatic and semi-automatic

For an automatic firearm (commonly called a “machine gun”), if the
shooter presses the trigger and holds it, the gun will fire continuously,
automatically, until the ammunition runs out.!! Ever since the National

3
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Firearms Act of 1934, automatics have been very strictly regulated by federal
law: Every person who wishes to possess one must pay a $200 federal
transfer tax, must be fingerprinted and photographed, and must complete a
months-long registration process with the federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco,
Firearms, and Explosives (BATFE). In addition, the transferee must be
granted written permission by local law enforcement, via ATF Form 4. Once
registered, the gun may not be taken out of state without advance written
permission from BATFE.

Since 1986, the manufacture of new automatics for sale to persons other
than government agents has been forbidden by federal law.!2 As a result,
automatics in U.S. are rare (there are about a hundred thousand legally
registered ones), and expensive, with the least expensive ones costing nearly
ten thousand dollars.

The automatic firearm was invented in 1883 by Hiram Maxim. The early
Maxim Guns were heavy and bulky, and required a two-man crew to operate.
In 1943, a new type of automatic was invented, the “assault rifle.” The
assault rifle is light enough for a soldier to carry for long periods of time.
Soon, the assault rifle became the ubiquitous infantry weapon. Examples
include the U.S. Army M-16, the Soviet AK-47, and the Swiss militia SIG SG
550. The AK-47 (and its various updates, such as the AK-74 and AKM) can be
found all over the Third World, but there are only a few hundred in the
United States, mostly belonging to firearms museums and wealthy collectors.

The precise definition of “assault rifle” is supplied by the Defense
Intelligence Agency.!3 If you use the term “assault rifle,” persons who are
knowledgeable about firearms will know precisely what kinds of guns you are
talking about. The definition of “assault rifle” has never changed, because the
definition describes a particular type of thing in the real world—just like the
definitions of “apricot” or “Minnesota.”

In contrast, the definition of “assault weapon” has never been stable. The
phrase is merely an epithet. It has been applied to things which are not even
firearms (namely, air guns). It has been applied to double-barreled shotguns,
to single-shot guns (guns whose ammunition capacity is only a single round),
and to many other sorts of ordinary handguns, shotguns, and rifles.

The first “assault weapon” ban in the United States, in California in 1989,
was created by legislative staffers thumbing through a picture book of guns,
and deciding which guns looked bad. The result was an incoherent law which,
among other things, outlawed certain firearms that do not exist, since the
staffers just copied the typographical errors from the book, or associated a
model by one manufacturer with another manufacturer whose name
appeared on the same page.

Over the last quarter century, the definition has always kept shifting. One
recent version is Sen. Dianne Feinstein’s new bill. Another is the pair of bills
defeated in the January 2013 lame duck session of the Illinois legislature

000417
EXHIBIT OO

SERS21



Case 3:1TCas@101-HEBY; D E0SR18n Dt 505 1536d, BHEBLTY: Farge Pa5eBHSRAGSS6 of 150

which would have outlawed most handguns (and many long guns as well) by
dubbing them “assault weapons.”

While the definitions of what to ban keep changing, a few things remain
consistent: The definitions do not cover automatic firearms, such as assault
rifles. The definitions do not ban guns based on how fast they fire, or how
powerful they are. Instead, the definitions are based on the name of a gun, or
on whether a firearm has certain superficial accessories (such as a bayonet
lug, or a grip in the “wrong” place).

Most, but not all, of the guns which have been labeled “assault weapons”
are semi-automatics. Many people think that a gun which is “semi-
automatic” must be essentially the same as an automatic. This is incorrect.

Semi-automatic firearms were invented in the 1890s, and have been
common in the United States ever since. Today, about three-quarters of new
handguns are semi-automatics. A large share of rifles and shotguns are also
semi-automatics. Among the most popular semi-automatic firearms in the
United States today are the Colt 1911 pistol (named for the year it was
invented, and still considered one of the best self-defense handguns), the
Ruger 10/22 rifle (which fires the low-powered .22 Long Rifle cartridge,
popular for small game hunting or for target shooting at distances less than a
hundred yards), the Remington 1100 shotgun (very popular for bird hunting
and home defense), and the AR-15 rifle (popular for hunting game no larger
than deer, for target shooting, and for defense). All of these guns were
invented in the mid-1960s or earlier. All of them have, at various times, been
characterized as “assault weapons.”

Unlike an automatic firearm, a semi-automatic fires only one round of
ammunition when the trigger is pressed. (A “round” is one unit of
ammunition. For a rifle or handgun, a round has one bullet. For a shotgun, a
single round contains several pellets).

In some other countries, a semi-automatic is usually called a “self-loading”
gun. This accurately describes what makes the gun “semi”-automatic. When
the gun is fired, the bullet (or shot pellets) travel from the firing chamber,
down the barrel, and out the muzzle. Left behind in the firing chamber is the
now empty case or shell that contained the bullets (or pellets) and the
gunpowder.

In a semi-automatic, some of the energy from firing is used to eject the
empty shell from the firing chamber, and then load a fresh round of
ammunition into the firing chamber. Then, the gun is ready to shoot again,
when the user is ready to press the trigger.

In some other types of firearms, the user must perform some action in
order to eject the empty shell and load the next round. This could be moving a
bolt back and forth (bolt action rifles), moving a lever down and then up
(Iever action rifles), or pulling and then pushing a pump or slide (pump action
and slide action rifles and shotguns). A revolver (the second-most popular
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type of handgun) does not require the user to take any additional action in
order to fire the next round.4

The semi-automatic has two principle advantages over lever action, bolt
action, slide action, and pump action guns. First, many hunters prefer it
because the semi-automatic mechanism allows a faster second shot. The
difference may be less than a second, but for a hunter, this can make all the
difference.

Second, and more importantly, the semi-automatic’s use of gunpowder
energy to eject the empty case and then to load the next round substantially
reduces how much recoil is felt by the shooter. This makes the gun much
more comfortable to shoot, especially for beginners, or for persons without
substantial upper body strength and bulk.

The reduced recoil also make the gun easier to keep on target for the next
shot, which is important for hunting and target shooting, and extremely
1mportant for self-defense.

Semi-automatics also have their disadvantages. They are much more
prone to misfeeds and jams than are simpler, older types of firearms, such as
revolvers or lever action.

Contrary to the hype of anti-gun advocates and less-responsible
journalists, there is no rate of fire difference between a so-called “assault”
semi-automatic gun and any other semi-automatic gun.

How fast does a semi-automatic fire?
Here is a report on the test-firing of a new rifle:

187 shots were fired in three minutes and thirty seconds and one full
fifteen shot magazine was fired in only 10.8 seconds.

Does that sound like a machine gun? A “semi-automatic assault weapon”?
Actually it is an 1862 test report of the then-new lever-action Henry rifle,
manufactured by Winchester. If you have ever seen a Henry rifle, it was
probably in the hands of someone at a cowboy re-enactment, using historic
firearms from 150 years ago.

The Winchester Henry is a lever-action, meaning that after each shot, the
user must pull out a lever, and then push it back in, in order to eject the
empty shell casing, and then load a new round into the firing chamber.

The lever-action Winchester is not an automatic. It is not a semi-
automatic. It was invented decades before either of those types of firearms.
And yet that old-fashioned Henry lever action rifle can fire one bullet per
second.

By comparison, the murderer at Sandy Hook fired 150 shots over a 20
minute period, before the police arrived. In other words, a rate of fewer than
8 shots per minute. This is a rate of fire far slower than the capabilities of a
lever-action Henry Rifle from 1862, or a semi-automatic AR-15 rifle from
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2010. Indeed, his rate of fire could have been far exceeded by a competent
person using very old technology, such as a break-open double-barreled
shotgun.

Are semi-automatics more powerful than other guns?

The power of a firearm is measured by the kinetic energy it delivers.
Kinetic energy is based on the mass (the weight) of the projectile, and its
velocity.1®> So a heavier bullet will deliver more kinetic energy than a lighter
one. A faster bullet will deliver more kinetic energy than a slower bullet.16

How much kinetic energy a gun will deliver has nothing to do with
whether it 1s a semi-automatic, a lever action, a bolt action, a revolver, or
whatever. What matter is, first of all, the weight of the bullet, how much
gunpowder is in the particular round of ammunition, and the length of the
barrel.17

None of this has anything to do with whether the gun is or is not a semi-
automatic. Manufacturers typically produce the same gun in several different
calibers, sometimes in more than a dozen calibers.

Regarding the rifles which some people call “assault weapons,” they tend
to be intermediate in power, as far as rifles go. Consider the AR-15 rifle in its
most common caliber, the .223. The bullet is only a little bit wider than the
puny .22 bullet, but it is longer, and thus heavier.

Using typical ammunition, an AR-15 in .223 would have 1,395 foot-pounds
of kinetic energy.!® That’s more than a tiny rifle cartridge like the .17
Remington, which might carry 801 foot-pounds of kinetic energy. In contrast,
a big-game cartridge, like the .444 Marlin, might have 3,040.19 This is why
rifles like the AR-15 are suitable and often used for hunting small to medium
animals (such as rabbits or deer), but are not suitable for the largest animals,
such as elk or moose.20

Many (but not all) of the ever-changing group of guns which are labeled
“assault weapons” use detachable magazines (a box with an internal spring)
to hold their ammunition. But this is a characteristic shared by many other
firearms, including many non-semiautomatic rifles (particularly, bolt-
actions), and by the large majority of handguns. Whatever the merits of
restricting magazine size (and we will discuss this below), the size of the
magazine depends on the size the magazine. If you want to control magazine
size, there is no point in banning certain guns which can take detachable
magazines, while not banning other guns which also take detachable
magazines.

Bans by name

Rather than banning guns on rate of fire, or firepower, the various
legislative attempts to define an “assault weapon” have taken two
approaches: banning guns by name, and banning guns by whether they have
certain superficial features.
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After a quarter century of legislative attempts to define “assault weapon,”
the flagship bill for prohibitionists, by Senator Dianne Feinstein, still relies
on banning 157 guns by name. This in itself demonstrates that “assault
weapons” prohibitions are not about guns which are actually more dangerous
than other guns.

After all, if a named gun really has physical characteristics which make it
more dangerous than other guns, then legislators ought to be able to describe
those characteristics, and ban guns (regardless of name) which have the
supposedly dangerous characteristics.

Banning guns by name violates the Constitution’s prohibition on Bills of
Attainder. It is a form of legislative punishment, singling out certain
politically disfavored companies for a prohibition on their products.

Bans by features

An alternative approach to defining “assault weapon” has been to prohibit
guns which have one or more items from a list of external features. These
features have nothing to do with a gun’s rate of fire, its ammunition capacity,
or its firepower. Below are various items from Senator Feinstein’s 1994
and/or 2013 bills.

Bayonet lugs. A bayonet lug gives a gun a military appearance. But to say the
least, it has nothing to do with any real-world issue. Drive-by bayonetings are
not a problem in this country.

Attachments for rocket launchers and grenade launchers. Since nobody makes
guns for the civilian market that have such features, these bans would affect
nothing. Putting the words “grenade launcher” and “rocket launcher” into the
bill gives readily-gulled media the opportunity to ask indignantly “How can
anyone support guns made to shoot grenades!?!” Besides that, grenades and
rockets are subject to extremely severe controls, and essentially impossible
for civilians to acquire.

Folding or telescoping stocks. Telescoping stocks are extremely popular
because they allow shooters to adjust the gun to their own size and build, to
the clothing they're wearing, or to their shooting position. Folding stocks
make a rifle or shotgun much easier to carry in a backpack while hunting or
camping. Even with a folding stock, the gun is still far larger, and less
concealable, than a handgun.

Grips. The Feinstein bills outlaw any long gun that has a grip, or anything
which can function as a grip. Of course, all guns have grips—or they couldn’t
be held in the hand to fire at all. While this means that some bills would
presumptively ban nearly all semi-autos, the likely intent is to ban pistol-
style grips. This reflects the fact that gun prohibitionists learn much of what
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they know about guns by watching movies made by other gun prohibitionists,
such as the “Rambo” series by Sylvester Stallone. So they think that the
purpose of a “pistol grip” is to enable somebody to “spray fire” a gun. And, of
course, the prohibitionists imagine that semiautomatic rifles are exactly the
same as the machine guns in the Rambo movies.

In truth, a grip helps a responsible shooter stabilize the rifle while holding
the stock against his shoulder. It is particularly useful in hunting, where the
shooter will not have sandbags or a benchrest, or perhaps anything else on
which to rest the forward part of the rifle. Accurate hunting is humane
hunting. And should a long gun be needed for self-defense, accuracy can save
the victim’s life.

The gun prohibition lobbies, though, oppose firearms accuracy. On the
January 16, 2013, PBS Newshour, Josh Horwitz (an employee of the
Coalition to Stop Gun Violence) said that grips should be banned because
they prevent “muzzle rise” and thereby allow the shooter to stay on target.

Well, yes, a grip helps stabilize the gun so that a second shot (whether at
a deer or a violent attacker) will go where the first shot went. Horowitz was
essentially saying that guns which are easy to fire accurately should be
banned.

This 1s backwards. It is like claiming that history books which are
especially accurate should be banned, while less-accurate books could still be
allowed.

Guns which are more accurate are better for all the constitutionally-
protected uses of firearms, including self-defense, hunting, and target
shooting. To single them out for prohibition is flagrantly unconstitutional.

Barrel covers. For long guns that do not have a forward grip, the user may
stabilize the by holding the barrel with her non-dominant hand. A barrel
cover or shroud protects the user’s hand. When a gun is fired repeatedly, the
barrel can get very hot. This is not an issue in deer hunting (where no more
than a few shots will be fired in a day), but it is a problem in some other
kinds of hunting, and it is a particular problem in target shooting, where
dozens of shots will be fired in a single session.

Threaded barrel for safety attachments. Threading at the end of a gun barrel
can be used to attach muzzle brakes or sound suppressors.

When a round is fired though a gun barrel, the recoil from the shot will
move the barrel off target, especially for a second, follow-up shot. Muzzle
brakes reduce recoil and keep the gun on target. It is very difficult to see how
something which makes a gun more accurate makes it so “bad” that it must
be banned.

A threaded barrel can also be used to attach as sound suppressor.
Suppressors are legal in the United States; buying one requires the same
very severe process as buying a machine gun. They are sometimes,
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inaccurately, called “silencers.” They typically reduce a gunshot’s noise by
about 15-20 decibels, which still leaves the gun four times louder than a
chainsaw.

But people who only know about firearms by watching movies imagine
that a gun with a “silencer” is nearly silent, and is only used by professional
assassins. In real life, sound suppressors are used by lots of people who want
to protect their hearing, or to reduce the noise heard by neighbors of a
shooting range. Many firearms instructors choose suppressors in order to
help new shooters avoid the “flinch” that many novices display because of a
gun’s loudness.

The bans on guns with grips, folding stocks, barrel covers, or threads
focus exclusively on the relatively minor ways in which a feature might help
a criminal, and completely ignore the feature’s utility for legitimate sports
and self-defense. The reason that manufacturers include these features on
firearms is because millions of law-abiding firearms owners choose them for
entirely legitimate purposes.

Sen. Dianne Feinstein’s 2013 Legislation

Sen. Feinstein attempts to reassure gun owners by also including an
appendix of guns which she is not banning. In 1994, she exempted 670
“recreational” firearms. In 2013, the exempted guns list grows to over 2,200.
Notably, not a single handgun appears on either of Sen. Feinstein’s lists. The
basis for a gun being exempted is because it is, supposedly, suitable for
recreational uses. This ignores the holding of District of Columbia v. Heller
that self-defense is the core of the Second Amendment.

The exemption list is meaningless. It is inflated by naming certain models
repeatedly. For example, the Remington 870 pump action shotgun appears 16
different times, in its various configurations. Besides that, none of the
exempted guns are covered by the bill’s ban on guns by name or by feature.

Regarding grandfathered guns, Sen. Feinstein makes them non-
transferable, thus imposing a slow-motion form of uncompensated
confiscation.

Grandfathering with slow-motion confiscation may be a way-station to
immediate confiscation, when political circumstances allow. As Sen.
Feinstein told CBS 60 Minutes in 1995, “If it were up to me, I would tell Mr.
and Mrs. America to turn them in—turn them all in.”21

Would a ban do any good?

Connecticut banned so-called “assault weapons” in 1993, and the ban is
still on the books. The Bushmaster rifle used by the Sandy Hook murderer
was not an “assault weapon” under Connecticut law. Nor was it an “assault
weapon” under the 1994-2004 Feinstein ban.22 The new Feinstein ban would
cover that particular model of Bushmaster. But it would allow Bushmaster
(or any other company) to manufacture other semi-automatic rifles, using a
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different name, which fire just as fast, and which fire equally powerful
bullets.

To reiterate, the Sandy Hook murderer’s rate of fire (150 shots in 20
minutes) could be duplicated by any firearm produced in the last century and
a half.

We do not have to speculate about whether “assault weapon” bans do any
good. A Department of Justice study commissioned by the Clinton
administration found that they do not.

In order to pass the 1994 federal ban, proponents had to accept two
related provisions. First, the ban would sunset after 10 years. Second, the
Department of Justice would have to commission a study of the ban’s
effectiveness. The study would then provide Congress with information to
help decide whether to renew the ban.

The Justice Department of Attorney General Janet Reno chose the Urban
Institute to conduct the required study. The Urban Institute is well-respected
and long-established progressive think tank in Washington. The study found
the Feinstein ban to be a complete failure. There was no evidence that lives
were saved, no evidence that criminals fired fewer shots during gun fights, no
evidence of any good accomplished. Given the evidence from the researchers
selected by the Clinton-Reno Department of Justice, it was not surprising
that Congress chose not to renew the 1994 ban.

The final report was published by the U.S. Department of Justice’s
research arm, the National Institute of Justice, in 2004, based on data
through 2003. The authors were Christopher S. Koper, Daniel J. Woods, and
Jeffrey A. Roth.23 The 2004 final report replaced two preliminary papers by
Roth and Koper, one of which was published in 1997, and the other in 1999.24

The 2004 final report concludes: “we cannot clearly credit the ban with
any of the nation’s recent drop in gun violence. . . . Should it be renewed, the
ban’s effects on gun violence are likely to be small at best and perhaps too
small for reliable measurement.”

As the paper noted, “assault weapons” “were used in only a small fraction
of gun crimes prior to the ban: about 2% according to most studies and no
more than 8%.” Most of those that were used in crime were pistols, not rifles.

Recall that “assault weapons” are arbitrarily categorized guns that are
functionally equivalent to other guns. Thus, criminals, to the degree that the
ban affects them at all, can and did easily substitute other guns for so-called
“assault weapons.”

Regarding the ban’s impacts on crime, the 2004 paper concludes that “the
share of crimes involving” so-called “assault weapons” declined, due
“primarily to a reduction in the use of assault pistols,” but that this decline
“was offset throughout at least the late 1990s by steady or rising use of other
guns equipped with” magazines holding more than ten rounds. In other
words, as anyone with common sense could have predicted, criminals easily
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substituted some guns for others. (Magazines are discussed in the next
section.)

Unfortunately, Senator Feinstein’s website 1s somewhat inaccurate in
claiming that the 1994 ban was helpful. The Senator’s web page on “assault
weapons” lists five sources that allegedly show the “effectiveness” of the 1994
ban. However, four of those sources pertain, not to changes in crime rates,
but to changes in weapon and magazine use. Such trends do not show that
the 1994 ban was effective. Instead, they show, among other things, that the
ban took place in a period of declining crime rates. Crime was declining
before the imposition of the ban, and it continued to decline after the ban was
lifted. The shift in gun use in crime also shows that criminals can easily
replace “assault” semi-automatic guns with other, functionally equivalent
semi-automatic guns.25

The four cited sources show that if you make it illegal to manufacture a
gun with a certain name, then firearms companies will make guns with
different names. Then, guns with the “bad” names will become a smaller
fraction of the total U.S. gun supply. Some of the guns in the legal pool of
guns are eventually acquired by criminals. (The principal means are thefts,
and “straw purchases,” in which a confederate who does not have a criminal
record purchases a firearm on behalf of a convicted criminal. Straw purchases
are federal felonies.) So over time, criminals have fewer guns with the “bad”
name, and more guns with other names. Changing the names of the guns
that criminals use does not make anyone any safer.

For the fifth source, the website makes the following claim:

In a Department of Justice study, Jeffrey Roth and Christopher Koper
find that the 1994 Assault Weapons Ban was responsible for a 6.7 percent
decrease in total gun murders, holding all other factors equal. . . .

Original source (page 2): Jeffrey A. Roth & Christopher S. Koper,
“Impact Evaluation of the Public Safety and Recreational Firearms Use
Protection Act of 1994,” The Urban Institute (March 1997).

Attentive readers will notice that Roth and Koper are two of the authors
of the 2004 study discussed above. So why does the website cite the 1997
study by these researchers, but not their 1999 study or (regarding this point)
their 2004 study? The later studies repudiated the preliminary guess in the
1997 study.

Here is what the 1997 study actually said:

Our best estimate is that the ban contributed to a 6.7 percent decrease
in total gun murders between 1994 and 1995, beyond what would have
been expected in view of ongoing crime, demographic, and economic
trends. However, with only one year of post-ban data, we cannot rule out
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the possibility that this decrease reflects chance year-to-year variation
rather than a true effect of the ban.26

So initially, the researchers mistook a “year-to-year variation”—actually
part of a long-term decline in crime rates—for the effects of the “assault
weapons ban.” They corrected this error in their subsequent reports—a fact
that Senator Feinstein’s website does not acknowledge.

What about state-level “assault weapons bans?” Remember that
Connecticut has had such a ban since 1993. The Newtown murders are a
vivid illustration that such bans do not save lives.

Economist John Lott examined data for the five states with “assault
weapon” bans in his 2003 book, The Bias Against Guns. Controlling for
sociological variables, and testing the five states with bans against the other
45 states, he found no evidence of a reduction in crime. To the contrary, the
bans were associated with increased crime in some categories.2” Whether the
adverse effect Lott reports is a phantom of statistical analyses or random
factors, or whether it is the result of criminals feeling relatively empowered
due to state governments cracking down on law-abiding gun owners, the
state-level data do not support the claim that “assault weapons” bans reduced
crime rates.

It is ridiculous to claim that banning some semi-automatic guns, while
leaving other, functionally equivalent semi-automatic guns legal, will reduce
violent crime. It is analogous to banning knives with black handles, but not
knives with brown handles, and expecting that to reduce knife-related crime.

Regarding mass murders in particular, Mother Jones examined 62 mass
shootings since 1982, finding that 35 of the total 142 guns used were
designated as “assault weapons.”?8 To take one example not involving an
“assault weapon,” in 1991 a man murdered 22 people at a Texas cafeteria
using a pair of ordinary semi-automatic pistols, not an “assault weapon.” He
reloaded the gun multiple times.2? Tragically, in order to comply with laws
against concealed carry, Suzanna Hupp had locked her own handgun in her
vehicle before entering the cafeteria, rendering her defenseless as the
attacker murdered her parents and many others.30

Obviously criminals need not limit themselves to semi-automatic guns.
Consider first the potential lethality of shotguns. The Winchester Model 12
pump action shotgun (defined as a “recreational” firearm by the 1994 federal
“assault weapons” ban) can fire six 00 buckshot shells, each shell containing
twelve .33 caliber pellets, in three seconds. Each of the pellets is larger in
diameter than the bullet fired by an AKS (a semiautomatic look-alike of an
AK-47 rifle). In other words, the Winchester Model 12 pump action shotgun
can in three seconds unleash seventy-two separate projectiles, each single one
capable of causing injury or death. The Remington Model 1100 shotgun (a
common semiautomatic duck-hunting gun, also defined as a “recreational”
firearm under the 1994 ban) can unleash the same seventy-two projectiles in
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2.5 seconds. In contrast, an AKS would take about a minute to fire forty
aimed shots (or perhaps twice that many without aiming).3! Notably, a pump-
action shotgun is extremely easy to reload without lowering the gun from
firing position, and each additionally loaded shell can be fired immediately.
When mass murderers target victims in tightly-packed venues, a
“recreational” shotgun could be particularly deadly.

The purpose of gun bans is to ban guns

The only true utility of a ban on “assault weapons” is to condition the
public to bans on more guns. For example, Douglas Anthony Cooper
advocates a ban on “assault” semi-automatics and “high-capacity” magazines,
though he grants such legislation makes little or no difference. His solution is
to ban all semi-automatic rifles and all pump-action shotguns, writing that
pump-action shotguns “are in some ways more useful than many often-
banned weapons, if you intend to shoot a huge number of people, quickly.”32

In the 1996 op-ed quoted above, Charles Krauthammer calls for
government to “disarm its citizenry,” and he sees the “assault weapons ban”
as meaningful only as a step in that direction. Krauthammer argues, “The
claim of the advocates that banning these 19 types of ‘assault weapons’ will
reduce the crime rate is laughable. There are dozens of other weapons, the
functional equivalent of these ‘assault weapons,” that were left off the list and
are perfect substitutes for anyone bent on mayhem.” Nevertheless,
Krauthammer sees the ban as useful insofar as it leads to “real steps, like the
banning of handguns,” down the road.33

Although writer Christian Chung does not offer a detailed plan on the
legislation he would eventually like to see in place, he refers to Feinstein’s
newly proposed “assault weapons ban” as “only the start” of much more
extensive legislation. One of Chung’s complaints is that the “assault weapons
ban” arbitrarily outlaws some semi-automatic guns because of some “cosmetic
addition” while leaving functionally equivalent guns legal.34

Writing for the Atlantic, senior editor Robert Wright similarly complains
about the “assault weapons ban,” arguing that “the assault weapons issue is
a red herring.” As he points out, “there’s no clear and simple definition of an
assault weapon, and this fact has in the past led to incoherent regulation.”
What 1s Wright’s preferred legislation? He advocates legislation to
accomplish the following: “It's illegal to sell or possess a firearm—rifle or
pistol—that can hold more than six bullets. And it's illegal to sell or possess a
firearm with a detachable magazine.”35 In other words, Wright wants to
outlaw the overwhelming majority of semi-automatic guns.
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Magazines

Nationally, anti-gun advocates are calling for a ban on magazines holding
more than 10 rounds. New York Governor Andrew Cuomo has gone even
further, with a ban on anything holding more than seven.36 These bans are
unconstitutional, and harmful to public safety.

A magazine is the part of the firearm where ammunition is stored.
Sometimes the magazine is part of the firearm itself, as in tube magazines
underneath barrels. This is typical for shotguns.

For rifles and handguns, the typical magazine is detachable. A detachable
magazine is a rectangular or curved box, made of metal or plastic. At the
bottom of the magazine is a spring, which helps push a fresh round of
ammunition into the firing chamber, after the empty shell from the previous
round has been ejected. Some people use the word “clip,” but this is incorrect.

The type or model of gun does not determine what size magazine can be
used. Any gun that uses a detachable magazine can accommodate a
detachable magazine of any size.

As detailed above, the 1994 Feinstein ban was predicated on the theory
that “recreational” firearm use is legitimate, and other firearms use is not.
The ban did in fact impede recreational firearms use. More importantly, the
ban is plain a violation of Heller, which affirms the right of defensive gun
ownership.

For target shooting competitions, there are many events which require the
use of magazines holding more than 10 rounds. For hunting, about half the
states limit the magazine size that a hunter can carry in the field, but about
half the states do not.

In some scenarios, such as deer hunting, it is quite true that a hunter will
rarely get off more than two shots at a particular animal. But in other
situations, particularly pest control, the use of 11 to 30 round magazines is
quite typical, because the hunter will be firing multiple shots. These include
the hunting of packs of feral wild hogs (which are quite strong, and are often
difficult to put down with a single shot), prairie dogs, and coyotes.

More generally, the rifle that might shoot only one or two shots at a deer
might be needed for self-defense against a bear, or against human attackers.
In 2012, Arizona repealed its limitations on magazine capacity for hunters
precisely because of the need for self-defense against unexpected encounters
with smuggling gangs in the southern part of the state. It is well-established
that drug traffickers and human traffickers often use the same wild and
lonely lands that hunters do.

For the firearms that are most often chosen for self-defense, asserting that
any magazine over 10 (or seven) rounds is “high capacity” is incorrect. The
term “high-capacity magazine” might have a legitimate meaning when it
refers to a magazine that extends far beyond that intended for the gun’s
optimal operation. For example, although a semi-automatic handgun can
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accept a 30-round magazine, such a magazine extends far beneath the gun
grip, and it is therefore impractical to use with a concealed-carry permit, to
take one example. For a handgun, a 30-round magazine may be a “high-
capacity magazine.”

The persons who have the most need for actual high-capacity magazines
are persons who would have great difficulty changing a magazine—such as
elderly persons, persons with handicaps, persons with Parkinson’s disease,
and so on. For a healthy person, changing a magazine takes only a second or
two. How is this accomplished? Typically a gun’s magazine-release button is
near the trigger. To change a magazine, the person holding the gun presses
the magazine-release button with a thumb or finger. The magazine instantly
drops to the floor. While pushing the magazine-release button with one hand,
the other hand grabs a fresh magazine (which might be carried in a special
holster on a belt) and bringing it towards the gun. The moment the old
magazine drops out, a fresh one is inserted.37

Although changing magazines is quick, persons being attacked by violent
criminals will typically prefer not to spend even two seconds in a magazine
change. This is why semi-automatic handguns often come factory-standard
with a magazine of 11 to 19 rounds. For example, Rep. Gabrielle Giffords has
said that she owns a 9mm Glock handgun. The most popular Glocks in this
caliber come standard with 15 or 17 round magazines.38

For most other manufacturers as well, handgun magazines with a
capacity of 11 to 19 rounds are factory standard. A ban on magazines with a
capacity of more than 10 rounds means a ban on the most common and most
useful magazines purchased for purposes of recreational target practice and
self-defense.

One thing that proves the obvious usefulness of standard capacity
magazines is the fact that most police officers use them. An officer typically
carries a semi-automatic handgun on a belt holster as his primary sidearm.
The magazine capacity is typically in the 11-19 range.

Likewise, the long gun that is carried in police patrol cars is quite often an
AR-15 rifle with a 30-round magazine.39

True, a police officer is much more likely than other civilians to find him-
or herself in a confrontation with violent criminals. Nevertheless, every
civilian faces some risk of such a confrontation, and every law-abiding citizen
has a moral right to own the best tools of self-defense should such a
confrontation come to pass. Although different guns work better for different
individuals in different circumstances, in many contexts the officer’s advice is
equally sound for non-police civilians who own a gun for self-defense.

Why might someone “need” a factory-standard fifteen-round magazine for
a common 9 mm handgun? Beyond the fact that government should recognize
and protect people’s rights, not dictate to free Americans what they “need” to
own, standard-capacity magazines can be extremely useful for self-defense.
This is true in a variety of circumstances, such as if a defender faces multiple
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attackers, an attacker is wearing heavy clothing or body armor, an attacker
1s turbo-charged by methamphetamine or cocaine, an attacker poses an active
threat from behind cover, or a home invader cuts the lights to the home
before entering at night. Especially because, in stressful circumstances, police
as well as non-police civilians often miss when firing a handgun even at close
range, having the extra rounds can be crucially important in some defensive
contexts.

Consider the advantages a criminal has over his intended victims. The
criminal often takes time to carefully prepare an attack; the victim is caught
off-guard. The criminal has the element of surprise; the victim is the one
surprised. The criminal can adapt his plans, as by selecting different
weaponry; the victim must respond with what’s at hand at the moment of
attack. A criminal can, for instance, substitute a shotgun or a bag full of
revolvers for a semi-automatic gun. A criminal can pack multiple magazines
if he uses a semi-automatic gun. The intended victim, on the other hand,
usually will have on hand at most a single defensive gun, carrying (if it is a
semi-automatic) a single magazine. Thus, what legislation such as a ban on
“high-capacity” magazines does is give the criminal a greater advantage over
his intended victims.

Would a magazine ban do any good?

Recall that in 2004 the National Institute of Justice study found that the
1994-2004 ban on the manufacture or import of such magazines had no
discernible benefit. As the authors noted, the existing supply of such
magazines was so vast that criminals apparently had no trouble obtaining
magazines of whatever size they wished.40

Since the September 2004 expiration of the ban on new magazines, the
supply has grown vaster still. In other words, we know that the pre-1994
supply of magazines was so large that nine years of prohibition had no effect.
The much larger supply of magazines as of 2013 means that the already-
demonstrated period of nine years of futility would be far longer.

No one can say if a ban on new magazines would ever do any good. But we
can be rather certain that a ban would be ineffectual for at least fifteen years,
and perhaps many more. Preventing the next Newtown is something that
requires solutions which will start working this year—and not futile laws
which, in the best case scenario, might possibly begin to have their first
benefits around 2030.

It is entirely possible to speculate what might happen if criminals did not
have magazines with 11 or more rounds, just as one can speculate about what
might happen if all criminals could not obtain stolen cars, or if criminals
could not obtain guns, or if all criminals were left-handed. But there is no
particular reason to think that any of these scenarios might ever come true.4!

A national ban on the millions of currently owned “high capacity”
magazines would require a heavy-handed police state to enforce. The new
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Cuomo ban in New York will be enforceable only if the state’s motto of “The
Empire State” is changed to “The Police State.”

It would be possible to outlaw the legal transfer of grandfathered
magazines, but this would not remove “high-capacity” magazines from the
black market.

Regarding “shootout” scenarios, the types of criminals most likely to get
into shootouts with the police or with other criminals are precisely the types
of criminals expert at acting on the black market. Although gun
prohibitionists often link “assault weapons” to gang violence associated with
the illegal drug trade,42 they miss the irony of their argument. They are, in
effect, claiming that gangs operating the black market in drugs will somehow
be restricted from acquiring “high capacity” magazines by legislation limiting
the manufacture and sale of such magazines. In short, their argument—at
least as it pertains to career criminals—is ludicrous. If gangsters can obtain
all the cocaine they want, despite a century of severely-enforced prohibition,
they are going to be able to get 15 round magazines.

Besides that, magazines are not very difficult to build. Anyone with
moderate machine shop skills can build a small metal box and put a spring in
it. Building magazines is vastly easier than building guns, and we know that
tribespeople in Ghana (who do not have access to high-quality machine
shops) produce a hundred thousand working copies of the AK-47 per year.43

Moreover, 3-D printing technology has already produced “printed” plastic
magazines.44 It’s not very hard—just a box in a particular shape, along with a
spring. For manufacturing actual firearms, 3-D printing is currently just a
hypothetical; a firearm needs to be strong enough to withstand (over the
course of its use) many thousands of gunpowder explosions in the firing
chamber. But for a mere magazine, the current strength of printed plastics is
sufficient.

We can limit the discussion, then, to mass murders in which the
perpetrator targets victims randomly, often seeking the global infamy the
mass media so readily provide them. Of course some such people could still
1llegally purchase a “high capacity magazine” on the black market. Given
that 36 percent of American high school seniors illegally acquire and consume
marijuana,4s it is unrealistic to think that someone intent on mass mayhem
would be unable to find his magazine of choice on the black market.

Besides that, the truly high-capacity magazines (e.g., a 100 round drum),
are very prone to malfunction. For example, during the mass murder at the
movie theater in Aurora, the murderer’s 100-round magazine malfunctioned,
causing the killer to cease using the gun with the magazine.46 Had the killer
had numerous, smaller magazines, he would have been able to fire more
rounds from that particular gun. Hundred round magazines are novelty
items, and are not standard for self-defense by civilians or police.

Advocates of the ban on standard capacity magazines assert that while
the attacker is changing the magazine, one of the victims can tackle him.
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There are three known instances where something this may have happened:
in Springfield, Oregon, in 1998; in Tucson, Arizona, in 2011;47 and the Long
Island Railroad in 1991.

Far more commonly, however, the victims are fleeing, and are not close
enough to the shooter to tackle him during a two-second interval. At
Newtown, the murderer changed magazines many times, firing only a portion
of the rounds in each magazine.*® At the 1991 murders at the Luby’s Texas
cafeteria (24 dead), the perpetrator changed magazines multiple times. In the
Virginia Tech murders, the perpetrator changed magazines 17 times.49

The Heller decision teaches us that one does not decide on the
constitutionality of banning something simply by looking at instances of
misuse. Handguns are used in thousands of homicides annually, and in
several hundred thousand other gun crimes. A ban on handguns (imagining it
would be effective) would have orders of magnitude greater benefits than a
ban on magazines holding more than 10 rounds (imagining that too to be
effective).

Heller, however, reminds us that the Second Amendment has already
done the cost-benefit analysis. The Framers were quite familiar with gun
crime, and with lawful defensive gun use. The arms and accessories protected
by the Second Amendment are those which are commonly used by law-
abiding citizens for legitimate purposes, especially self-defense. In today’s
America, this certainly includes handguns and rifles with magazines that
prohibitionists would consider “large.”

International Comparisons

Some Americans, including Howard Dean, the former chair of the
Democratic National Committee, have advocated the mass confiscation of
firearms. Their model is the confiscations that took place in the past quarter-
century in Great Britain.

This dystopian situation in Great Britain actually shows the perils of
repressive anti-gun laws:

e A woman in Great Britain is three times more likely to be raped than
an American woman.

e In the United States, only about 13% of home burglaries take place
when the occupants are home, but in Great Britain, about 59% do.
American burglars report that they avoid occupied homes because of
the risk of getting shot. English burglars prefer occupied homes,
because there will be wallets and purses with cash, which does not
have to be fenced at a discount. British criminals have little risk of
confronting a victim who possesses a firearm. Even the small
percentage of British homes which have a lawfully-owned gun would
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not be able to unlock the gun from one safe, and then unlock the
ammunition from another safe, in time to use the gun against a home
invader. It should hardly be surprising, then, that Britain has a much
higher rate of home invasion burglaries than does the United States.0

e Overall, the violent crime rate in England and Wales is far above the
American rate. (Using the standard definition for the four most
common major violent crimes: homicide, rape, robbery, and aggravated
assault.)

e According to the United Nations (not exactly a “pro-gun” organization),
Scotland is the most violent nation in the developed world.5!

In the early 20th century, the Great Britain had virtually no gun control,
virtually no gun control. Today, it has a plethora of both.

What went wrong? Various minor and ineffectual gun controls were
enacted in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries; proposals for
more extensive controls ran into strenuous opposition in Parliament from
MPs who still believed in natural rights. The advocacy for gun control was
almost always accompanied by a bodyguard of lies, such as when the
government, fearful of a workers rebellion, pushed through the Firearms Act
of 1920. The government falsely told the public that gun crimes were rapidly
increasing, and hid the law’s true motive (political control) from the public,
presenting the law as a mere anti-crime measure.52 In practice, the law
eliminated the right of British subjects to be armed, and turned it into a
privilege. The Firearms Act also began a decades-long process of eliminating
the public’s duty to protect their society and right to protect themselves. By
the late 20th century, Great Britain had one of the lowest rates of gun
ownership in the Western World. Only 4% of British households would admit
gun ownership to a telephone pollster.53

In 1998, after a known pedophile used a handgun to murder kindergarten
children in Dunblane, Scotland, the Parliament banned non-government
possession of handguns. As a result the Gun Control Network (a prohibition
advocacy group) enthused that “present British controls over firearms are
regarded as ‘the gold standard’ in many countries.” According to GCN
spokesperson Mrs. Gill Marshall-Andrews, “the fact that we have a gold
standard is something to be proud of....”54

A July 2001 study from King’s College London’s Centre for Defence
Studies found that handgun-related crime increased by nearly 40% in the two
years following implementation of the handgun ban. The study also found
that there had been “no direct link” between lawful possession of guns by
licensed citizens and misuse of guns by criminals. According to the King’s
College report, although the 1998 handgun ban resulted in over 160,000
licensed handguns being withdrawn from personal possession, “the UK
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appears not to have succeeded in creating the gun free society for which
many have wished. Gun related violence continues to rise and the streets of
Britain...seem no more safe.”55

A few weeks before the King’s College study was released, Home Office
figures showed that violent crime in Great Britain was rising at the second
fastest rate in the world, well above the U.S. rate, and on par with crime-
ridden South Africa.56 In February 2001, it was reported that 26 percent of
persons living in England and Wales had been victims of crime in 1999.57
Home Secretary Jack Straw admitted, “levels of victimisation are higher than
In most comparable countries for most categories of crime.” On May 4, 2001,
The Telegraph disclosed that the risk of a citizen being assaulted was “higher
in Britain than almost anywhere else in the industrialized world, including
America.”58

As King’s College observed, with passage of the Firearms Act of 1997, “it
was confidently assumed that the new legislation effectively banning
handguns would have the direct effect of reducing certain types of violent
crime by reducing access to weapons.”?® The news media promised that the
“world’s toughest laws will help to keep weapons off the streets.”¢0

Yet faster than British gun-owners could surrender their previously-
registered handguns for destruction, guns began flooding into Great Britain
from the international black market (especially from eastern Europe and
China), driven by the demands of the country’s rapidly developing criminal
gun culture. 6!

It is true that there are far fewer gun deaths in Great Britain than in the
United States. Most of the difference is due to different methods of suicide;
guns being scarce in Great Britain, suicides are perpetrated with other
methods.

The one major criminal justice statistic in which Great Britain appears to
be doing better than the U.S. is the homicide rate, with the U.S. rate at a
little more than 4, and the England and Wales rate at 1.4. However, the U.S.
rate 1s based on initial reports of homicides, and includes lawful self-defense
killings (about 10-15% of the total); the England and Wales rate is based only
on final dispositions, so that an unsolved murder, or a murder which 1is
pleaded down to a lesser offense, is not counted a homicide. In addition,
multiple murders are counted as only a single homicide for Scottish
statistics.62

But let’s assume that the entire difference is the homicide rates between
the U.S. and Great Britain is due to gun control. The advocates of British-
style controls in America ought to acknowledge the fearsome price that gun
control has exacted on the British people: an astronomical rate of rape, of
home invasions, and of violent crime in general.
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Registration

An important difference between Great Britain and the United States is
that in Great Britain, many people complied with gun confiscation because
their guns were already registered.

The evidence is overwhelming that Americans will not comply with gun
confiscation programs; a recent Rasmussen poll showed that 65 percent of
American gun owners would not obey government orders to surrender their
guns.

Nor will Americans obey laws which retroactively require them to register
their guns. During the first phase of the “assault weapon” hoax, several
states and cities passed bans, and allowed grandfathered owners to keep the
guns legally by registering the guns. The non-compliance rates for retroactive
registration were always at least 90%, and frequently much higher than
that.63

Americans are quite aware that gun registration can be a tool for gun
confiscation. That is why Congress has enacted three separate laws (1941,
1986, and 1993) to prohibit federal gun registration. Congress first acted in
1941 because Congress saw how Hitler and Stalin had been using gun
registration for confiscation.é4 Since then, registration lists have been used in
many countries, and in New York City, for confiscation. Indeed, even if we
look only at registration laws enacted by democratic nations, in most
countries gun registration lists have eventually been used for the confiscation
of many firearms.

Congress cannot expand or contract the judicially-declared scope of a
constitutional right;%> but Congress can, under section 5 of the Fourteenth
Amendment, enact “prophylactic” measures to prevent state and local
governments from endangering civil rights,®® provided that these laws are
“congruent and proportional” to the problem that Congress is addressing.¢7
Congress should use this power to prohibit all state and local registration of
guns and gun owners, and to require the destruction of any existing records.

Persons who are advocating gun confiscation are irresponsible in the
extreme. Confiscation would endanger the lives of law enforcement officers
who were ordered to carry it out. We should remember that the political
dispute between the American Colonies and Great Britain turned into a
shooting war precisely at the moment when the British attempted house-to-
house gun confiscation.68

Mass prohibitions of guns or gun accessories invite a repetition of the
catastrophe of alcohol prohibition. Just as alcohol prohibition in the 1920s
and drug prohibition in modern times have spawned vast increases in state
power, and vast infringements on the Bill of Rights, another national war
against the millions of Americans who are determined to possess a product
which is very important to them is almost certain to cause tremendous
additional erosion of constitutional freedom and traditional liberty. Legal and
customary protections unreasonable search and seizure, against invasion of
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privacy, against selective enforcement, and against harsh and punitive
statutes would all suffer.69

What Can be Done?

Acknowledging success

Regarding firearms crime in general (and not just the highly-publicized
mass homicides), we should start by acknowledging the success of policies of
the last three decades. Since 1980, the U.S. homicide rate has fallen by over
half, from more than 10 victims per 100,000 population annually, to under 5
today.70

Homicide, as horrifying as it is, did not make the top fifteen causes of
death for 2011, according to preliminary data published by the Centers for
Disease Control.”* Of the 2,512,873 total deaths for that year, the large
majority were caused by health-related problems. The fifth leading cause of
death was accidents, at 122,777 deaths. Suicide made the top ten with 38,285
deaths.

Appropriately, the media tend to report homicides much more frequently
and emphatically than they report deaths from other causes. The problem is
that the uncritical consumer of media might develop a skewed perspective of
the actual risks he or she faces.

In 2011, homicides numbered 15,953, or 0.63 percent of all deaths. Of
those, 11,101 were caused by “discharge of firearms”—or nearly 70 percent of
all homicides.

The vast majority of these were from handguns, which shotguns in second
place. The FBI reports that in 2011, 13 percent of homicides were committed
with “knives or cutting instruments,” while nearly 6 percent were committed
with “personal weapons” such “hands, fists, feet, etc.”72

Most of the guns which are inaccurately called “assault weapons” are
rifles. All types of rifles combined comprise only about two percent of
homicide weapons—far less than “blunt instruments” such as hammers,
clubs, and so on.

As for accidents in 2011, 34,676 deaths were caused by “motor vehicle
accidents”; 33,554 deaths by “accidental poisoning and exposure to noxious
substances”; 26,631 deaths by falls; 3,555 deaths by “accidental drowning and
submersion”; and 851 deaths by “accidental discharge of firearms.”7?3

Regarding violent crime in general, violent crime has been on a 20-year
decline, so that today Americans are safer from violent crime than at any
time since the early 1960s.74

The news is even better for young people. According to Bureau of Justice
Statistics (part of the U.S. Department of Justice), “From 1994 to 2010, the
overall rate of serious violent crime against youth declined by 77%.”75

These successes have taken place during a period when American gun
ownership has soared. In 1964, when crime was about the same as it is now,
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per capita gun ownership was only .45, less than 1 gun per 2 Americans. In
1982, there were about .77 guns per capita. (About 3 guns per 4 Americans).
By 1994, that had risen to .91 (9 guns per 10 Americans). Today, there are
slightly more guns in America than Americans. We have increased from 232
million guns in 1982 to over 308 million in 2010.76

The causes of crime fluctuations are many. They include (among other
things) changes in illegal drug activity and government enforcement thereof,
changes in police tactics, changes in incarceration rates, changes in the
average age of the population (which in the U.S. has been increasing), and
changes in reporting (which can mask real changes in underlying crime
trends).

It would not be accurate to say that increased gun ownership, and the
spread of laws allowing the licensed carry of handguns is the only cause of
progress that has been made in recent decades. We can say with certainty
that “more guns” is not associated with “more crime.” If anything, just the
opposite is true.

Armed defenders

Sandy Hook Elementary School was a pretend “gun free zone”:
responsible adults were legally prohibited from effectively protecting the
children in their care, while an armed criminal was could not be prevented
from entering.

What did finally stop the murderer? He killed himself just before being
confronted by men carrying guns, guns that no doubt included “assault
weapons” with “high-capacity magazines.” As the Associated Press reports,
the murderer “shot himself in the head just as he heard police drawing near
to the classroom where he was slaughtering helpless children.”77

The Newtown murders took place in a state with a ban on “assault
weapons,” and with a strict system of gun owner licensing and registration—
one of the most restrictive in the nation. Not even the most restrictive laws
(short of complete prohibition of all legal gun ownership) can remedy the
problems of an absent, divorced, and detached father, and a custodial mother
who 1s so recklessly irresponsible that even while she tells people in town
about her plans to have her son committed to a mental institution, she leaves
her registered guns readily accessible to him.

Armed guards are generally successfully at deterring the robbery of
diamond stores and banks, and they equally legitimate for preventing the
murder of children, who are far more valuable than diamonds or greenbacks.

There are at least 10 cases in which armed persons have stopped incipient
mass murder: Pearl High School in Mississippi; Sullivan Central High School
in Tennessee; Appalachian School of Law in Virginia; a middle school dance
in Edinboro, Pa.; Players Bar and Grill in Nevada; a Shoney's restaurant in
Alabama; Trolley Square Mall in Salt Lake City; New Life Church in
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Colorado; Clackamas Mall in Oregon (three days before Sandy Hook); Mayan
Palace Theater in San Antonio (three days after Sandy Hook).

Sometimes the hero was an armed school guard (Sullivan Central High).
Sometimes it was an off-duty police officer or mall security guard (Trolley
Square, Mayan Theater, Clackamas Mall and the Appalachian Law School,
where two law students, one of them a police officer and the other a former
sheriff's deputy, had guns in their cars). Or a restaurant owner (Edinboro).
Or a church volunteer guard with a concealed carry permit (Colorado). Or a
diner with a concealed carry permit (Alabama and Nevada). At Pearl High
School, it was the vice principal who had a gun in his car and stopped a 16-
year-old, who had killed his mother and two students, before he could drive
away, perhaps headed for the junior high.

For schools, Utah provides a model. In Utah, if a law-abiding adult passes
a fingerprint-based check and a safety training class, then he or she is issued
a permit to carry a concealed handgun throughout the state. Thus, teachers
may carry at school. Several Texas school districts also encourage armed
teachers. Connecticut, however, 1s similar to most of the other 40 other states
that generally allow law-abiding adults to carry in public places: It limits
where guns may be carried, and no civilian, not even teachers and principals,
may carry at school.

Anti-gun ideologues invent all sorts of fantasy scenarios about the harms
that could be caused by armed teachers. But the Utah law has been in effect
since 1995, and Texas since 2008, with not a single problem.

Gun prohibitionists also insist that armed teachers or even armed school
guards won't make a difference. But in the real world, they have — even at
Columbine, where the armed “school resource officer” (a sheriff's deputy, in
this case) was in the parking lot when the first shots were fired. The officer
twice fired long-distance shots and drove the killers off the school patio,
saving the lives of wounded students there. Unfortunately, however, the
officer failed to pursue the killers into the building—perhaps due to a now-
abandoned law enforcement doctrine of waiting for the SWAT team to solve
serious problems.

Whatever should be done in the long run, the long gun will be much too
late to stop the next copycat sociopath who attacks a school (or a mall or
movie theater). More concealed carry laws like the ones in Utah and Texas
are the best way to save lives right now. Teachers who are already licensed to
carry a gun everywhere else in the state should not be prevented from
protecting the children in their care.

Doing something effective

While armed defense is a necessity, in the short run, to thwart copycat
killers, long-term solutions are also necessary.

A very large proportion of mass murders—and about one-sixth of
“ordinary” murderers—are mentally ill. Better care, treatment, and stronger
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laws for civil commitment could prevent many of these crimes. Of course any
involuntary commitment must respect the Constitution which, as applied by
the U.S. Supreme Court, requires proof by “clear and convincing evidence”
that the individual is a danger to himself or others in order for the person to
be committed. Better mental health treatment is expensive in the short run,
but pays for itself in the long run, through reduced criminal justice and
1Imprisonment costs, not to mention reduced costs to victims.78

Although “universal background checks” are, at the highest level of
generality, a popular idea, one should pay attention to the details. Every
“background check” bill introduced in Congress in the last several years has
come from Michael Bloomberg’s gun prohibition lobby, and has included a
gun registration component. For the reasons detailed above, gun registration
1s anathema to the Second Amendment.

Consider, for example, the misnamed “Fix Gun Checks Act,” from the
previous Congress, S. 436 (sponsored by Sen. Schumer). Here is what the bill
actually would have done:

e C(Create a national firearms registry.

e Make it a federal felony to temporarily allow someone to use or hold’s
one’s firearm in the following circumstances:

0 While a friend visits your home.

0 While taking a friend target shooting on your property, or on
public lands where target shooting is allowed.

0 While instructing students in a firearms safety class.

e C(Current law bans gun possession if there has been a formal
determination that a person’s mental illness makes him a danger to
himself or others. S. 436 would abolish the requirement for a fair
determination and a finding of dangerousness Instead, S. 436 would
ban gun possession by anyone who has ever been ordered to receive
counseling for any mental problem. This would include:

0 A college student who was ordered to get counseling because the
school administration was retaliating against him for criticizing
the administration.

0 An adult who when in fifth grade was ordered to receive
counseling for stuttering, for attention deficit disorder, or for
mathematics disorder.

0 A person who was once ordered to receive counseling for
homosexuality, cross-dressing, or for belonging to some other
sexual minority.

0 A women who was raped in an elevator, and who has therefore
developed a phobia about elevators.

e S. 436 rejects the constitutional standards of due process and fair trial.
S. 436 allows for the prohibition of gun ownership based on an arrest,
rather than a conviction. Thus, S. 436 would make it gun possession a
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felony for a person who was once arrested for marijuana possession,
and was later found innocent because a police officer mistook tobacco
for marijuana.
e Among the reasons that S. 436 was unconstitutional was because it:
0 Strips a person of a fundamental constitutional right because of
an arrest, rather than a conviction.
0 Is purportedly based on the congressional power “to regulate

Commerce . . . among the several States”—but its transfer bans
apply solely to transfers that are not commerce, and are not
Interstate.

0 Violates the scope of gun control laws approved by the Supreme
Court in District of Columbia v. Heller. The Heller Court
approved of some “laws imposing conditions and qualifications
on the commercial sale of arms.” Yet S. 436 attempted to control
non-retail “transfers” that are not even “commercial” or “sales”—
such as letting a friend use a gun while target shooting.

0 Is unconstitutionally “overbroad” because rather than banning
gun possession by persons who have been determined to pose a
threat to themselves or others (current laws) bans gun
possession by anyone who has been ordered to get counseling
even for non-dangerous mental problems (such as nicotine
dependence, or lack of interest in sex).

0 Violates the Fifth Amendment requirement of due process of
law, because it imposes gun bans without due process—such as
a mere arrest, or the mere order by a school employee or work
supervisor that a person receive counseling. Regardless of
whether that employee or supervisor offered the person a fair
hearing, and regardless of whether the counselor eventually
determined that the person had no mental problem at all.

0 Violates the equal protection of the laws guarantee which is
implicit in the Fifth Amendment, because it bans possession for
categories of persons who cannot rationally be classified as more
dangerous than other persons. The victims of S. 436’s unfair gun
bans would include homosexuals and other sexual minorities,
persons who have a phobia about elevators or diseases, and
many other persons who are ordered into counseling for reasons
that have nothing to do with dangerousness.

Today, the media are reporting that a backroom deal is being worked out
in the Senate on “universal background checks.” Senators who sincerely
follow their oath to protect the United States Constitution would not support
a bill which has a title of “Universal Background Checks,” but which contains
any of the poisonous anti-constitutional provisions of last session’s Bloomberg
“pbackground checks” bill.
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Moreover, without universal gun registration, mandated background
checks on purely private sales (e.g., friends in a hunting club selling guns to
each other) are impossible to enforce. Universal gun registration is impossible
in practice, and would lead to massive resistance. When Canada tried to
impose universal gun registration, the result was a complete fiasco. The
registration system cost a hundred times more than promised. Non-
compliance (by Canadians, who are much more compliant with government
than Americans) was at least fifty percent. And the registration system
proved almost entirely useless in crime solving or crime prevention. In 2012,
the Canadian government repealed the registration law, and ordered all the
registration records destroyed.

Obviously, criminals who are selling guns to each (which is completely
1llegal, and already subject to severe mandatory sentences) are not going to
comply with a background check mandate. It will be irrelevant to them.

Ordinary law-abiding citizens who selling guns to each other might be
happy to take the gun into a firearm store for a voluntary check, provided
that the check is not subject to a special fee, that there is no registration, and
that the check is convenient and expeditious. Changing statutes and
regulations so that gun stores can carry out voluntary checks for private
sellers is the most that can be expected, realistically. President Obama’s
order that the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives provide
instructions to dealers on how to facilitate voluntary checks is a good idea. In
light of this order, there is no need for Congress to enact additional
legislation to impose a futile and unenforceable mandate.

“Doing something” is the slogan for politicians who seek merely to exploit
terrible crimes for self-serving purposes. “Doing something effective” is the
approach of people who want to save lives and protect the public, especially
children.

The lives of Americans, especially schoolchildren, depend on the choice
that elected officials make between these two alternatives.

1 Some of this testimony is based on a Policy Analysis which Kopel and co-author Ari
Armstrong are writing for the Cato Institute. The published Cato version will include more
complete endnotes, which were impossible to provide for this testimony, given the very short
time available.

2 Christopher S. Koper, Daniel J. Woods, and Jeffrey A. Roth, “An Updated Assessment of
the Federal Assault Weapons Ban: Impacts on Gun Markets and Gun Violence, 1994-2003:
Report to the National Institute of Justice, United States Department of Justice,” University
of Pennsylvania, June 2004, http://www.sas.upenn.edu/jerrylee/research/aw_final2004.pdf.

3 Charles Krauthammer, “Disingenuous Debate on Repeal of Assault Weapons Ban,” Chicago
Tribune, April 8, 1996, http://articles.chicagotribune.com/1996-04-
08/news/9604080024 1 assault-weapons-ban-gun-control-crime-rate.

4 Josh Sugarmann, “Conclusion,” Assault Weapons and Accessories in America, Violence
Policy Center, 1988, http://www.vpc.org/studies/awaconc.htm.
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5 See, for example, David Kopel, “Guns, Mental Illness and Newtown,” Wall Street Journal,
December 17, 2012,
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424127887323723104578185271857424036.html.

6 See Ari Armstrong, “Civilian Responses to Active Shooters,” Free Colorado, July 21, 2012,
http://ariarmstrong.com/2012/07/civilian-responses-to-active-attackers; Active Shooter
Survival (DirectMeasures, 2012), Survival Edge Series, Disc 1,
http://www.directmeasures.com/buy-ACT-LastResort.htm.

7 Alexander Abad-Santos, “This Is What Teachers Learning to Shoot Guns Look Like,”
Atlantic Wire, December 28, 2012, http:/www.theatlanticwire.com/national/2012/12/post-
newtown-teacher-gun-training-classes/60409; Angela K. Brown, “Texas Town Allows
Teachers to Carry Concealed Guns,” Associated Press, December 20, 2012,
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2012/12/20/texas-town-teachers-guns/1781663;
Cathy Lynn Grossman and Greg Toppo, “Trainer for Gun-Toting Teachers: ‘Make it Hard to
Kill a Kid,” USA Today, December 28, 2012,
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2012/12/27/gun-classes-teachers-utah-ohio-
shooting/1793773; Michelle Malkin, “The Gift of Self-Empowerment,” December 26, 2012,
http://michellemalkin.com/2012/12/26/the-gift-of-self-empowerment.

8 Tim Graham, “Des Moines Register Publishes Gun-Ban Column Advocating Deadly
Violence Against NRA, GOP Leaders,” Fox News, dJanuary 2, 2013,
http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2013/01/02/liberal-ex-columnist-death-threats-published-in-
des-moines-register.

9 Douglas Anthony Cooper, “A Proven Way to End the Gun Slaughter: Will We Fight for It?”,
Huff Post Politics, December 26, 2012, http:/www.huffingtonpost.com/douglas-anthony-
cooper/proven-way-end-slaughter b 2341815.html.

10 Justin Peters, “How Many Assault Weapons Are There In America? How Much Would It
Cost the Government To Buy Them Back?’, Slate, December 20, 2012,
http://www.slate.com/blogs/crime/2012/12/20/assault_rifle stats how many assault rifles ar
e_there in_america.html.

11 Some machine guns are or may be set to fire a certain number of rounds with one pull of
the trigger.

12 “Fully-Automatic Firearms,” NRA-ILA, July 29, 1999, http:/www.nraila.org/news-
issues/fact-sheets/1999/fully-automatic-firearms.aspx; “National Firearms Act (NFA)—
Machine Guns,” http:/www.atf.gov/firearms/fag/national-firearms-act-machine-guns.html,
accessed January 3, 2013.

13 See David B. Kopel, Guns: Who Should Have Them (New York: Prometheus Books, 1995),
p. 162; Defense Intelligence Agency, Small Arms Identification and Operation Guide—
Eurasian Communist Countries (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1988), p.
105.

14 However, the energy which is used to turn the cylinder of the revolver (bringing the next
round into place, ready to fire) comes from the user pulling the trigger. (The trigger is
mechanically linked to the cylinder, and a trigger pull performs the “double action” of cocking
the hammer and firing a round.) Thus, the revolver does not use gunpowder energy in order
to load the next round. So even though a revolver is comparable to a semi-automatic
handgun in that each pull of the trigger chambers and fires one round, a revolver is a not a
semi-automatic.

15 The formula is: KE= % MV2. Or in words: one-half of mass times the square of the velocity.
16 Rifles have longer barrels than handguns, and rifle cartridges generally burn more
gunpowder. Thus, a bullet shot from a rifle spends more time traveling through the barrel
than does a bullet shot from a handgun. As a result, the rifle bullet receives a longer, more
powerful push from the expanding cloud of gunpowder in the barrel. So rifles generally
deliver more kinetic energy than do handguns. (As for shotguns, the mass of shot pellets is
much heavier than any single rifle or handgun bullet, so shotguns have very high kinetic
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energy at short ranges. But their kinetic energy drops rapidly, because the round pellets
rapidly lose speed due to air friction. Rifle and handgun bullets are far more aerodynamic
than are shotgun pellets.)

17 If the gun’s caliber is .17, that means the gun’s barrel is 17/100 of an inch wide, and can
accommodate a bullet which is very slightly smaller than that. So a .38 caliber bullet is
bigger than a .17 caliber bullet, and a .45 caliber bullet is bigger than either of them.
(Calibers can also be expressed metrically. 9mm is nearly the same as .357, which is slightly
smaller than .38).

The bullet’s size depends on its width (caliber) and on its length. So one .45 caliber bullet
might be longer, and hence heavier, than another .45 caliber bullet.

For any particular gun in any particular caliber, there are a variety of rounds available,
some of which have more gunpowder than others. More gunpowder makes the bullet fly
straighter for longer distances (especially important in many types of hunting or target
shooting); less gunpowder reduces recoil, and makes the gun more comfortable to shoot and
more controllable for many people.

18 Measured at the muzzle. Kinetic energy begins declining as soon as the bullet leaves the
barrel, because air friction progressively reduces velocity.

19 For details, see David B. Kopel, Guns: Who Should Have Them (New York: Prometheus
Books, 1995), pp. 168-70.

20 The assertion that so-called “assault weapons” are “high-velocity” is true only in the trivial
sense that most guns which are called “assault weapons” are rifles, and rifles are generally
higher velocity than handguns or shotguns.

As for the handguns which are sometimes dubbed “assault weapons,” they are
necessarily lower velocity, with less powerful bullets, than the most powerful handguns. The
most powerful handgun calibers, such as .44 magnum or .454 Casull (often carried by hikers
for self-defense against bears) have so much gunpowder that the relatively delicate
mechanisms of a semi-automatic handgun cannot handle them. These heavy-duty calibers
are available only for revolvers.

21 Quoted in Randy E. Barnett and Don B. Kates, “Under Fire: The New Consensus on the
Second Amendment,” Emory Law Journal, vol. 45, 1996, reproduced at
http://www.bu.edu/rbarnett/underfire.htm#Document0zzFN_B535. Feinstein’s quote is from
an interview with Lesley Stahl on 60 Minutes in February 1995.

22 Jacob Sullum, “How Do We Know an ‘Assault Weapon’ Ban Would Not Have Stopped
Adam Lanza? Because It Didn’t,” Reason, December 17, 2012,
http://reason.com/blog/2012/12/17/how-do-we-know-an-assault-weapon-ban-wou.

23 Christopher S. Koper, Daniel J. Woods & Jeffrey A. Roth, “An Updated Assessment of the
Federal Assault Weapons Ban: Impacts on Gun Markets and Gun Violence, 1994-2003:
Report to the National Institute of Justice, United States Department of Justice,” University
of Pennsylvania, June 2004, http://www.sas.upenn.edu/jerrylee/research/aw_final2004.pdf.

24 Jeffrey A. Roth & Christopher S. Koper, “Impacts of the 1994 Assault Weapons Ban: 1994—
96,” National Institute of Justice Research in Brief, U.S. Department of Justice, March 1999,
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/173405.pdf.

25 “Stopping the Spread of Deadly Assault Weapons,”
http://www.feinstein.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/assault-weapons, accessed January 2, 2013.
For another reply to Feinstein’s claims, see Gregory J. Markle, “A Short Analysis of Senator
Feinstein’s ‘Proof’ of the Efficacy of the 1994 Assault Weapons Ban,” December 29, 2012,
http://pc3c.org/files/feinstein_fisking.pdf.

26 Jeffrey A. Roth & Christopher S. Koper, “Impact Evaluation of the Public Safety and
Recreational Firearms Use Protection Act of 1994: Final Report,” Urban Institute, March 13,
1997, http://www.sas.upenn.edu/jerrylee/research/aw_final1997.pdf.

27 John Lott, The Bias Against Guns: Why Almost Everything You've Heard About Gun
Control Is Wrong (Washington, D.C.: Regnery Publishing, 2003), p. 214.
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Looking at the raw crime data, Lott observes:

The comparison group here is the forty-five states that did not adopt a ban. For both
murder and robbery rates, the states adopting assault weapons bans were
experiencing a relatively faster drop in violent crimes prior to the ban and a
relatively faster increase in violent crimes after it. For rapes and aggravated
assaults, the trends before and after the law seem essentially unchanged.

Based on the crime data, Lott concludes that it is “hard to argue that . . . banning assault
weapons produced any noticeable benefit in terms of lower crime rates.” In statistical
analyses that seek to control for other possible factors in the fluctuations of crime rates, Lott
finds that, if anything, the state-level “assault weapons” bans had an adverse effect on crime
rates:

Presumably if assault weapons are to be used in any particular crimes, they will be
used for murder and robbery, but the data appears more supportive of an adverse
effect of an assault weapons ban on murder and robbery rates . . . , with both crime
rates rising after the passage of the bans. . . . Murder and robbery rates started off
relatively high in the states that eventually adopted a ban, but the gap disappears by
the time the ban is adopted. Only after instituting the ban do crime rates head back
up. There i1s a very statistically significant change in murder and rape rate trends
before and after the adoption of the ban. . . . It is very difficult to observe any
systematic impact of the ban on rape and aggravated assault rates.

28 Mark Follman, Gavin Aronsen, and Deanna Pan, “A Guide to Mass Shootings in America,”
Mother <Jones, December 15, 2012, http://www.motherjones.com/politics/2012/07/mass-
shootings-map; see also Mark Follman, Gavin Aronsen, and Deanna Pan, “US Mass
Shootings, 1982-2012: Data from Mother Jones’ Investigation,” Mother Jones, December 28,
2012, http://www.motherjones.com/politics/2012/12/mass-shootings-mother-jones-full-data.

29 Thomas C. Hayes, “Gunman Kills 22 and Himself in Texas Cafeteria,” New York Times,
October 17, 1991, http:/www.nytimes.com/1991/10/17/us/gunman-kills-22-and-himself-in-
texas-cafeteria.html.

30 “About Suzanna,” http:/www.suzannahupp.com/?page id=2, accessed January 13, 2013.

31 Most of the text in this paragraph is adapted from David B. Kopel, Guns: Who Should
Have Them (New York: Prometheus Books, 1995), p. 164. That book in turn cites William R.
Magrath, “An Open Letter to American Politicians,” Police Marksman, May—June 1989, p.
19; Edward Ezell, The AK-47 Story (Mechanicsburg, PA: Stackpole Books, 1986); Kent
Jenkins Jr., “Calls for Ban Boost Assault Rifle Sales,” Washington Post, March 6, 1989, p. B1;
and “Assault Weapon Import Control Act of 1989,” 1989: Hearings on H.R. 1154 before
Subcommittee on Trade of the House Committee on Ways and Means, 101st Cong., 1st Sess.
(1989).

32 Douglas Anthony Cooper, “A Proven Way to End the Gun Slaughter: Will We Fight for 1t?”,
Huff Post Politics, December 26, 2012, http:/www.huffingtonpost.com/douglas-anthony-
cooper/proven-way-end-slaughter b 2341815.html.

33 Charles Krauthammer, “Disingenuous Debate on Repeal of Assault Weapons Ban,”
Chicago Tribune, April 8, 1996, http://articles.chicagotribune.com/1996-04-
08/mews/9604080024 1_assault-weapons-ban-gun-control-crime-rate.

34 Christian Chung, “Dianne Feinstein New Assault Weapons Ban Doesn’t Go Far Enough:
It’s Only the Start,” Policymic, December 29, 2012,
http://www.policymic.com/articles/21639/dianne-feinstein-new-assault-weapons-ban-doesn-t-

go-far-enough-it-s-only-the-start.
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35 Robert Wright, “A Gun Control Law That Would Actually Work,” Atlantic, December 17,
2012, http://www.theatlantic.com/national/archive/2012/12/a-gun-control-law-that-would-
actually-work/266342.

36 The “features” on semi-automatic shotguns under the ban are similar to the features list
for rifles, with one important addition. Feinstein outlaws any semi-auto shotgun that has “A
fixed magazine with the capacity to accept more than 5 rounds.” This bans a wide variety of
home defense shotguns. It also means that if you use a magazine extender to turn your 5-
round Remington 1100 into a 7-round gun, you are now an instant felon.

37 See Clayton E. Cramer, “High-Capacity-Magazine Bans,” National Review, December 19,
2012, http://www.nationalreview.com/articles/336006/high-capacity-magazine-bans-clayton-e-
cramer. (If the final round from the last magazine has been fired, the first round from the
new magazine must be chambered before the gun will fire. Chambering a round involves
“racking” the gun by manually operating the gun’s slide mechanism, a process that typically
takes fractions of a second.)

38 The G17 (standard), G19 (compact), and G34 (competition). Optional magazines of 19 or 33
rounds are available. The subcompact G26 comes with a 10 round magazine, with 12, 15, 17,
19, and 33 round magazines available.

For a 9mm handgun standard-sized handgun, the 15 or 17 round magazine is “normal

capacity,” not “high capacity,” whereas a 10-round magazine is “restricted capacity.” The
Glock 30 SF, a larger .45 caliber, comes standard with a 10-round magazine, with factory
options of 9 and 13 rounds. Because the bullets are larger (.45 inch vs. 9 mm, which is about
.35 inch), fewer can fit in a given space—hence, the smaller magazine capacity. Other Glock
.45 handguns come standard with larger or smaller magazines, depending on the size of the
gun. “Glock 19 Gen4,” http:/us.glock.com/products/model/g19gen4; “Glock 30 SF,”
http://us.glock.com/products/model/g30sf; “Glock 21 Gen4,”
http://us.glock.com/products/model/g21gen4; “Glock 36,”
http://us.glock.com/products/model/g36; each accessed January 3, 2013.
39 A “high-capacity” magazine on his hip, and often he carries a pump-action shotgun or
“assault” rifle (or both) in his trunk. A look at a forum thread at Officer.com, “What Gun
Does Your Department Use” (see http://forums.officer.com/t138759), offers an insightful look
at typical police weaponry—the list includes Glocks with 17-round magazines and AR-15
semi-automatic rifles.

Regarding magazine capacity, one veteran from a municipal police department in Texas
advises:

I would not carry a duty gun that carries fewer than 12 rounds in the magazine. One
of the great advantages offered by semi-automatic handguns is the increased
carrying capacity. Most manufacturers have increased the capacity of .45 pistols to at
least 12 rounds, so this would be the minimum I would be comfortable with

“What 1s the Best Pistol for Police Officers?”, Spartan Cops, March 30, 2009,
http://www.spartancops.com/pistol-police-officers; “About,” Spartan Cops,
http://www.spartancops.com/about. Nashville Police can now carry their personal AR-15s in
their vehicles while on duty. http://tnne.ws/ULBOHY.

40 What about magazines? “The failure to reduce LCM use has likely been due to the
immense stock of exempted pre-ban magazines, which has been enhanced by recent imports,”
the 2004 paper speculates. The paper notes that “millions” of “assault weapons” and “large-
capacity magazines” were “manufactured prior to the ban’s effective date.”

41 Still, if one wants to speculate, Koper, Woods, and Roth do so in an articulate fashion.
Their 2004 report states:
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[S]lemiautomatic weapons with LCMs [large-capacity magazines] enable offenders to
fire high numbers of shots rapidly, thereby potentially increasing both the number of
persons wounded per gunfire incident (including both intended targets and innocent
bystanders) and the number of gunshot victims suffering multiple wounds, both of
which would increase deaths and injuries from gun violence.

Because of this, the paper’s writers speculate, “the LCM ban has greater potential for
reducing gun deaths and injuries than does the AW [assault weapons] ban.” They continue:

[A] ban’s impact on gun violence is likely to be small at best, and perhaps too small
for reliable measurement. . . . Guns with LCMs are used in up to a quarter of gun
crimes, but it is not clear how often the outcomes of gun attacks depend on the ability
to fire more than 10 shots (the current limit on magazine capacity) without reloading.

Nonetheless, reducing crimes with . . . LCMs could have non-trivial effects on
gunshot victimizations. As a general matter, hit rates tend to be low in gunfire
incidents, so having more shots to fire rapidly can increase the likelihood that
offenders hit their targets, and perhaps bystanders as well. While not entirely
consistent, the few available studies contrasting attacks with different types of guns
and magazines generally suggest that attacks with semiautomatics—including AWs
and other semiautomatics with LCMs—result in more shots fired, persons wounded,
and wounds per victim than do other gun attacks.

The authors of the 2004 report, then, believe that a ban on magazines holding more than ten
rounds likely would not reduce the number of crimes committed, but that such a ban might
reduce the harm of certain types of rare crimes (presumably mass murders with many
rounds fired and “shootouts”). The authors do not (and do not claim to) present convincing
evidence that their hypothesis is correct; they present their claim as reasonable speculation.

However, a careful reading of the paragraphs cited above reveals one of the major flaws
of the writers’ argument. The writers claim that “attacks with semiautomatics”—whether or
not they are used with “large capacity” magazines—result in greater harm. There are good
reasons to think that, even if criminals could somehow be restricted to using ten-round
magazines—and obviously they cannot—they could typically cause the same level of harm,
and sometimes more harm.

The general problem with the claims of those who wish to ban magazines holding more
than ten rounds is that such advocates fail to account for the adaptability of criminals. Such
advocates assume they can hold “all other things equal,” when clearly criminals thrive on
adapting their plans in order to surprise and overwhelm their intended victims.

42 Josh Sugarmann, “Drug Traffickers, Paramilitary Groups . . . ,” Assault Weapons and
Accessories in America, Violence Policy Center, 1988,
http://www.vpc.org/studies/awadrug.htm.

43 David B. Kopel, Paul Gallant & Joanne D. Eisen, “The Arms Trade Treaty: Zimbabwe, the
Democratic Republic of the Congo, and the Prospects for Arms Embargoes on Human Rights
Violators,” 114 Penn State Law Review 891, at note 46 (2010).

44 http://defcad.org/

45 “Third of High School Seniors Take Marijuana,” News Medical, December, 22, 2012,
http://www.news-medical.net/news/20121222/Third-of-high-school-seniors-take-
marijuana.aspx.

46 Alicia A. Caldwell, “James Holmes’ Gun Jammed During Aurora Attack, Official Says,”
Associated Press, July 22, 2012, http:/www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/07/22/james-holmes-
gun-jammed-aurora-colorado-dark-knight-shooting n 1692690.html.
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47 An additional fact about this case is that, had the Arizona murderer not been tackled by
bystanders, he would have faced armed opposition moments later. Joe Zamudio, another man
who helped restrain the murderer, said the following during an MSNBC interview:

I carry a gun, so I felt like I was a little bit more prepared to do some good than
maybe somebody else would have been. . . . As I came out of the door of the
Walgreens . . . I saw several individuals wrestling with him, and I came running. . . .
I saw another individual holding the firearm, and I kind of assumed he was the
shooter, so I grabbed his wrists, and . . . told him to drop it, and forced him to drop
the gun on the ground. When he did that, everybody said, no, it’s this guy . . . and I
proceeded to help hold that man down. . .. When I came through the door, I had my
hand on the butt of my pistol, and I clicked the safety off. I was ready to kill him. But
I didn’t have to do that, and I was very blessed I didn’t have to go to that place.
Luckily, they’'d already begun the solution, so all I had to do is help. If they hadn’t
grabbed him, and he’d have been still moving, I would have shot him.

We were unable to locate the video on the MSNBC web page. It is reproduced at
http://voutu.be/y-3GTwalrGY.

In return for this profoundly courageous act of heroism in which Zamudio ran toward
gunfire, William Saletan libeled Zamudio in an article for Slate, wrongly claiming he “nearly
shot the wrong man.” William Saletan, “Friendly Firearms,” Slate, January 11, 2011,
http://www.slate.com/articles/health and science/human nature/2011/01/friendly firearms.h
tml.

Obviously in the brief seconds of the incident, Zamudio considered the possibility that the
man holding the gun might be the perpetrator of the crime—and then Zamudio acted with
restraint, appropriately disarmed the man holding the gun, and helped restrain the
perpetrator. Although police in Arizona likely are more responsible with their firearms than
are police in New York, the recent incident in which New York police shot nine bystanders
illustrates that Zamudio did the other man holding the gun—and everyone else in the
crowd—a profound favor by forcing him to drop it.) “NYPD: 9 Shooting Bystander Victims

Hit By Police Gunfire,” Associated Press, August 25, 2012,
http://www.foxnews.com/us/2012/08/25/nypd-shooting-bystander-victims-hit-by-police-
gunfire.

48 Philip Caulfield, “Sandy Hook Elementary School Shooter Adam Lanza Wore Earplugs,
Rapidly Changed Clips, Shot Up Cars in Parking Lot: Report,” New York Daily News,
January 7, 2013, http:/www.nydailynews.com/news/national/lanza-wore-earplugs-shot-cars-
article-1.1234747.

49 Will Grant, “Active Shooter Response: Lessons for Experts,” Blackwater, January 6, 2013,
http://blackwaterusa.com/active-shooter-response-lessons-from-experts.

Even if they resorted to revolvers, criminals could impose mass casualties. Recall that
Robert Wright, a senior editor at the Atlantic, wants to ban all detachable magazines and all
guns “that can hold more than six bullets.” In other words, he wants to ban the large
majority of guns in existence. (Like Cooper, Wright totally ignores the use of guns in self-
defense.) Even if we assume that criminals could not still purchase their weapons of choice
on the black market—an assumption that is obviously false—Wright’s analysis of the likely
results is faulty.

Wright tries to hold “other things equal” that cannot be held equal. Wright uses the
example of the Newtown murders, noting that the criminal carried a rifle and two handguns
and that he shot about twelve rounds before reaching the students. Wright supposes, “At
that point, as he headed for the classrooms, he’d have six more rapid-fire bullets left, after
which he’d have to reload his guns bullet by bullet.” Robert Wright, “A Gun Control Law
That Would Actually Work,” Atlantic, December 17, 2012,
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http://www.theatlantic.com/national/archive/2012/12/a-gun-control-law-that-would-actually-
work/266342.

Wright ignores several obvious facts here. A criminal limited to six-round guns likely
would choose larger-caliber guns and target each round more carefully. More significantly in
a mass-murder scenario, a criminal would by no means be limited to three guns; he could
easily carry many revolvers (or six-round semiautomatics). Like semi-automatics, double-
action revolvers fire one round with each pull of the trigger.

For more on the effective firing rates of revolvers and other types of guns, see David B.
Kopel, Guns: Who Should Have Them (New York: Prometheus Books, 1995), pp. 164-165
(The finger must accomplish more of the mechanical work with a double-action revolver.)
Revolvers typically are extremely reliable, and often they are less expensive than other types
of guns. Even a gun ban that banned most guns in existence—a far more ambitious proposal
than legislation pertaining to the manufacture and sale of new “high capacity” magazines—
would do nothing to curb black market sales, and it would have little or no impact on
criminals’ ability to commit violent atrocities.)

50 David B. Kopel, “Lawyers, Guns, and Burglars,” 43 Arizona Law Review 345 (2001).

51 “Scotland Worst for Violence — UN,” BBC News, Sept. 18, 2005 (“Scotland has been named
the most violent country in the developed world by a United Nations Report.”).

52 Joyce Malcolm, Guns and Violence: The English Experience 141-142 (2002); Joseph
Edward Olson & Clayton Cramer, “Gun Control: Political Fears Trump Crime Control,” 61
Maine Law Review 57-81 (2009), http://ssrn.com/abstract=1083528.

53 David B. Kopel & Joseph P. Olson, “All the Way Down the Slippery Slope: Gun Prohibition
in England, and Some Lessons for America,” 22 Hamline Law Review 399 (1999).

54 House of Commons, Home Affairs — Second Report — Controls over Firearms, Session 1999-
2000, Apr. 6, 2000, at 922,
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm199900/cmselect/cmhaff/95/9502.htm.

55 Illegal Firearms in the United Kingdom, Centre for Defence Studies, King's College
London, Jul. 2, 2001, Working Paper 4.

56 Nick Paton Walsh, “UK Matches Africa in Crime Surge,” The Guardian, Jun. 3, 2001.

57 Sean O’Neill, “A Quarter of English are Victims of Crime,” The Telegraph, Feb. 23, 2001.

58 Philip Johnston, “Britain Leads the World on Risk of Being Assaulted,” The Telegraph,
May 4, 2001

59 Jllegal Firearms, Working Paper 1, at 7.

60 Philip Johnston, “World’s Toughest Laws Will Help to Keep Weapons off the Streets,” The
Telegraph, Nov. 2, 1996.

61 Jllegal Firearms, Working Paper 4, at 15.

62 See Joyce Malcolm, Guns and Violence: The English Experience 228-31 (2002); Patsy
Richards, Homicide Statistics, Research Paper 99/56, House of Commons Library Social and
General Statistics Section, May 27, 1999, at 9. See also Statistics Release, Homicides in
Scotland in 2001 — Statistics Published: A Scottish Executive National Statistics Publication,
Nov. 28, 2002, http://www.scotland.gov.uk/stats/bulletins/00205-00.asp (visited May 16,
2006), at Note 2 (“A single case of homicide is counted for each act of murder or culpable
homicide irrespective of the number of perpetrators or victims.”)

63 David B. Kopel, Guns: Who Should Have Them? (Prometheus Books, 1995).

64 Stephen P. Halbrook, “Congress Interprets the Second Amendment: Declarations by a Co-
Equal Branch on the Individual Right to Keep and Bear Arms,” 61 Tenn. L. Rev. 597 (1994).
65 City of Boerne v. Flores, 521 U.S. 507 (1997).

66 Katzenbach v. Morgan, 384 U.S. 641 (1966).

67 E.g., Board of Trustees of Univ. of Alabama v. Garrett (2001); Nevada Dept. of
Human Resources v. Hibbs (2003),

68 David B. Kopel, “How the British Gun Control Program Precipitated the American
Revolution,” 38 Charleston Law Review 283 (2012), http://ssrn.com/abstract=1967702.
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69, For more detailed analysis of the civil rights implications of gun prohibition laws, see, e.g.,
David B. Kopel, Peril or Protection? The Risks and Benefits of Handgun Prohibition, 12 ST.
Louis U. PuUB. L. REV. 285, 319-23 (1993).

70 “Estimated Crime in United States—Total,” U.S. Department of Justice, Uniform Crime
Reporting Statistics,
http://www.ucrdatatool.gov/Search/Crime/State/RunCrimeStatebyState.cfm, accessed
January 4, 2013.

7t Donna L. Hoyert and Jiaquan Xu, “Deaths: Preliminary Data for 2011,” National Vital
Statistics Reports, vol. 61, no. 6, October 10, 2012, p- 28,
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/mvsr/nvsr61/nvsr61_06.pdf.

72 “Murder, by State, Types of Weapons, 2011,” Crime in the United States 2011, Table 7,
http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2011/crime-in-the-u.s.-
2011/tables/expanded-homicide-data-table-7.

73 Donna L. Hoyert and Jiaquan Xu, “Deaths: Preliminary Data for 2011,” National Vital
Statistics  Reports,  vol. 61, no. 6, October 10, 2012, pp. 41-42,
http://www.cdec.gov/nchs/datamvsr/nvsr61/nvsr61_06.pdf.

74 For example, the homicide rate in 1962 and 1963 was 4.6 deaths per 100,000 population.
In 1964 it was 4.8

75 Nicole White & Janet L. Lauritsen, Violent Crime Against Youth, 1994-2010, Bureau of
Justice Statistics, NCJ 240106 (Dec. 2012), http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/vcay9410.pdf.
76 Nicholas J. Johnson, David B. Kopel, Michael P. O'Shea & George Moscary, Firearms Law
and the Second Amendment: Regulation, Rights, and Policy (Aspen Publishers 2012), online
chapter 12, forthcoming at http:/firearmsregulation.org.

77 Matt Apuzzo and Pat Eaton-Robb, “Conn. Gunman Had Hundreds of Rounds of
Ammunition,” Associated Press, December 17, 2012, http://bigstory.ap.org/article/agents-
visit-conn-gun-shops-after-school-massacre.

78 Clayton E. Cramer, My Brother Ron: A Personal and Social History of the
Deinstitutionalization of the Mentally 11l (2012).
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1. IMPACTS OF THE FEDERAL ASSAULT WEAPONS BAN, 1994-2003: KEY
FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

This overview presents key findings and conclusions from a study sponsored by

the National Institute of Justice to investigate the effects of the federal assault weapons
ban. This study updates prior reports to the National Institute of Justice and the U.S.
Congress on the assault weapons legislation.

The Ban Attempts to Limit the Use of Guns with Military Style Features and Large
Ammunition Capacities '

Title XI, Subtitle A of the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of
1994 imposed a 10-year ban on the “manufacture, transfer, and possession” of
certain semiautomatic firearms designated as assault weapons (AWs). The ban is
directed at semiautomatic firearms having features that appear useful in military
and criminal applications but unnecessary in shooting sports or self-defense
(examples include flash hiders, folding rifle stocks, and threaded barrels for
attaching silencers). The law bans 18 models and variations by name, as well as
revolving cylinder shotguns. It also has a “features test” provision banning other
semiautomatics having two or more military-style features. In sum, the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives (ATF) has identified 118 models and
variations that are prohibited by the law. A number of the banned guns are
foreign semiautomatic rifles that have been banned from importation into the U.S.
since 1989.

The ban also prohibits most ammunition feeding devices holding more than 10
rounds of ammunition (referred to as large capacity magazines, or LCMs). An
LCM is arguably the most functionally important feature of most AWs, many of
which have magazines holding 30 or more rounds. The LCM ban’s reach is
broader than that of the AW ban because many non-banned semiautomatics
accept LCMs. Approximately 18% of civilian-owned firearms and 21% of
civilian-owned handguns were equipped with LCMs as of 1994.

The ban exempts AWs and LCMs manufactured before September 13, 1994. At
that time, there were upwards of 1.5 million privately owned AWs in the U.S. and
nearly 25 million guns equipped with LCMs. Gun industry sources estimated that
there were 25 million pre-ban LCMs available in the U.S. as of 1995. An
additional 4.7 million pre-ban LCMs were imported into the country from 1995
through 2000, with the largest number in 1999.

Arguably, the AW-LCM ban is intended to reduce gunshot victimizations by
limiting the national stock of semiautomatic firearms with large ammunition
capacities — which enable shooters to discharge many shots rapidly — and other
features conducive to criminal uses. The AW provision targets a relatively small
number of weapons based on features that have little to do with the weapons’

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not been published by
the Department. Opinions or paints of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official 1
position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.
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operation, and removing those features is sufficient to make the weapons legal.
The LCM provision limits the ammunition capacity of non-banned firearms.

The Banned Guns and Magazines Were Used in Up to A Quarter of Gun Crimes
Prior to the Ban

e AWSs were used in only a small fraction of gun crimes prior to the ban: about 2%
according to most studies and no more than 8%. Most of the AWs used in crime
are assault pistols rather than assault rifles.

e LCMs are used in crime much more often than AWs and accounted for 14% to
26% of guns used in crime prior to the ban.

¢ AWs and other guns equipped with LCMs tend to account for a higher share of
guns used in murders of police and mass public shootings, though such incidents
are very rare,

The Ban’s Success in Reducing Criminal Use of the Banned Guns and Magazines
Has Been Mixed

¢ Following implementation of the ban, the share of gun crimes involving AWs
declined by 17% to 72% across the localities examined for this study (Baltimore,
Miami, Milwaukee, Boston, St. Louis, and Anchorage), based on data covering all
or portions of the 1995-2003 post-ban period. This is consistent with patterns
found in national data on guns recovered by police and reported to ATF.

o The decline in the use of AWs has been due primarily to a reduction in the use of
assault pistols (APs), which are used in crime more commonly than assault rifles
(ARs). There has not been a clear decline in the use of ARs, though assessments
are complicated by the rarity of crimes with these weapons and by substitution of
post-ban rifles that are very similar to the banned AR models.

e However, the decline in AW use was offset throughout at least the late 1990s by
steady or rising use of other guns equipped with LCMs in jurisdictions studied
(Baltimore, Milwaukee, Louisville, and Anchorage). The failure to reduce LCM
use has likely been due to the immense stock of exempted pre-ban magazines,
which has been enhanced by recent imports.

It is Premature to Make Definitive Assessments of the Ban’s Impact on Gun Crime

e Because the ban has not yet reduced the use of LCMs in crime, we cannot clearly
credit the ban with any of the nation’s recent drop in gun violence. However, the
ban’s exemption of millions of pre-ban AWs and LCMs ensured that the effects

This document s a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not been published by
the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do nat necessarily reflect the official )

position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.
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of the law would occur only gradually. Those effects are still unfolding and may
not be fully felt for several years into the future, particularly if foreign, pre-ban
LCMs continue to be imported into the U.S. in large numbers.

The Ban’s Reauthorization or Expiration Could Affect Gunshot Victimizations, But
Predictions are Tenuous

Should it be renewed, the ban’s effects on gun violence are likely to be small at
best and perhaps too small for reliable measurement. AWs were rarely used in
gun crimes even before the ban. LCMs are involved in a more substantial share
of gun crimes, but it is not clear how often the outcomes of gun attacks depend on
the ability of offenders to fire more than ten shots (the current magazine capacity
limit) without reloading.

Nonetheless, reducing criminal use of AWs and especially LCMs could have non-
trivial effects on gunshot victimizations. The few available studies suggest that
attacks with semiautomatics — including AWs and other semiautomatics equipped
with LCMs — result in more shots fired, more persons hit, and more wounds
inflicted per victim than do attacks with other firearms. Further, a study of
handgun attacks in one city found that 3% of the gunfire incidents resulted in
more than 10 shots fired, and those attacks produced almost 5% of the gunshot
victims.

Restricting the flow of LCMs into the country from abroad may be necessary to
achieve desired effects from the ban, particularly in the near future. Whether
mandating further design changes in the outward features of semiautomatic
weapons (such as removing all military-style features) will produce measurable
benefits beyond those of restricting ammunition capacity is unknown. Past
experience also suggests that Congressional discussion of broadening the AW ban
to new models or features would raise prices and production of the weapons under
discussion.

If the ban is lifted, gun and magazine manufacturers may reintroduce AW models
and LCMs, perhaps in substantial numbers. In addition, pre-ban AWs may lose
value and novelty, prompting some of their owners to sell them in undocumented
secondhand markets where they can more easily reach high-risk users, such as
criminals, terrorists, and other potential mass murderers. Any resulting increase
in crimes with AWs and LCMs might increase gunshot victimizations for the
reasons noted above, though this effect could be difficult to measure.

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not been published by
the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official 3
position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.
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3. CRIMINAL USE OF ASSAULT WEAPONS AND LARGE CAPACITY
MAGAZINES BEFORE THE BAN

During the 1980s and early 1990s, AWs and other semiautomatic firearms
equipped with LCMs were involved in a number of highly publicized mass murder
incidents that raised public concern about the accessibility of high powered, military-style
weaponry and other guns capable of discharging high numbers of bullets in a short period
of time (Cox Newspapers, 1989; Kleck, 1997, pp.124-126,144; Lenett, 1995). In one of
the worst mass murders ever committed in the U.S., for example, James Huberty killed
21 persons and wounded 19 others in a San Ysidro, California MacDonald’s restaurant on
July 18, 1984 using an Uzi carbine, a shotgun, and another semiautomatic handgun. On
September 14, 1989, Joseph Wesbecker, armed with an AK-47 rifle, two MAC-11
handguns, and a number of other firearms, killed 7 persons and wounded 15 others at his
former workplace in Louisville, Kentucky before taking his own life. Another
particularly notorious incident that precipitated much of the recent debate over AWs
occurred on January 17, 1989 when Patrick Purdy used a civilian version of the AK-47
military rifle to open fire on a schoolyard in Stockton, California, killing 5 children and
wounding 29 persons.

There were additional high profile incidents in which offenders using
semiautomatic handguns with LCMs killed and wounded large numbers of persons.
Armed with two handguns having LCMs (and reportedly a supply of extra LCMs), a rifle,
and a shotgun, George Hennard killed 22 people and wounded another 23 in Killeen,
Texas in October 1991. In a December 1993 incident, a gunman named Colin Ferguson,
armed with a handgun and LCMs, opened fire on commuters on a Long Island train,
killing 5 and wounding 17.

Indeed, AWs or other semiautomatics with LCMs were involved in 6, or 40%, of
15 mass shooting incidents occurring between 1984 and 1993 in which six or more
persons were killed or a total of 12 or more were wounded (Kleck, 1997, pp.124-126,
144). Early studies of AWs, though sometimes based on limited and potentially
unrepresentative data, also suggested that AWs recovered by police were often associated
with drug trafficking and organized crime (Cox Newspapers, 1989; also see Roth and
Koper, 1997, Chapter 5), fueling a perception that AWs were guns of choice among drug
dealers and other particularly violent groups. All of this intensified concern over AWs
and other semiautomatics with large ammunition capacities and helped spur the passage
of AW bans in California, New Jersey, Connecticut, and Hawaii between 1989 and 1993,
as well as the 1989 federal import ban on selected semiautomatic rifles. Maryland also
passed A;N legislation in 1994, just a few months prior to the passage of the 1994 federal
AW ban.

Looking at the nation’s gun crime problem more broadly, however, AWs and
LCMs were used in only a minority of gun crimes prior to the 1994 federal ban, and AWs
were used in a particularly small percentage of gun crimes.

? A number of localities around the nation also passed AW bans during this period.

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not been published by
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3.1. Criminal Use of Assault Weapons

Numerous studies have examined the use of AWs in crime prior to the federal
ban. The definition of AWs varied across the studies and did not always correspond
exactly to that of the 1994 law (in part because a number of the studies were done prior to
1994). In general, however, the studies appeared to focus on various semiautomatics
with detachable magazines and military-style features. According to these accounts,
AWs typically accounted for up to 8% of guns used in crime, depending on the specific
AW definition and data source used (e.g., see Beck et al., 1993; Hargarten et al., 1996;
Hutson et al., 1994; 1995; McGonigal et al., 1993; New York State Division of Criminal
Justice Services, 1994; Roth and Koper, 1997, Chapters 2, 5, 6; Zawitz, 1995). A
compilation of 38 sources indicated that AWs accounted for 2% of crime guns on average
(Kleck, 1997, pp.112, 141-143)."°

Similarly, the most common AWs prohibited by the 1994 federal ban accounted
for between 1% and 6% of guns used in crime according to most of several national and
local data sources examined for this and our prior study (see Chapter 6 and Roth and
Koper, 1997, Chapters 5, 6):

Baltimore (all guns recovered by police, 1992-1993): 2%

Miami (all guns recovered by police, 1990-1993): 3%

Milwaukee (guns recovered in murder investigations, 1991-1993): 6%

Boston (all guns recovered by police, 1991-1993): 2%

St. Louis (all guns recovered by police, 1991-1993): 1%

Anchorage, Alaska (guns used in serious crimes, 1987-1993): 4%

National (guns recovered by police and reported to ATF, 1992-1993): 5%"
National (gun thefts reported to police, 1992-Aug. 1994): 2%

National (guns used in murders of police, 1992-1994): 7-9%'2

National (guns used in mass murders of 4 or more persons, 1992-1994): 4-13%"

Although each of the sources cited above has limitations, the estimates
consistently show that AWs are used in a small fraction of gun crimes. Even the highest

1% The source in question contains a total of 48 estimates, but our focus is on those that examined all AWs
(including pistols, rifles, and shotguns) as opposed to just assault rifles.

' For reasons discussed in Chapter 6, the national ATF estimate likely overestimates the use of AWs in
crime. Nonetheless, the ATF estimate lies within the range of other presented estimates.

"2 The minimum estimate is based on AW cases as a percentage of all gun murders of police. The
maximum estimate is based on AW cases as a percentage of cases for which at least the gun manufacturer
was known. Note that AWs accounted for as many as 16% of gun murders of police in 1994 (Roth and
Koper, 1997, Chapter 6; also see Adler et al., 1995).

13 These statistics are based on a sample of 28 cases found through newspaper reports (Roth and Koper,
1997, Appendix A). One case involved an AW, accounting for 3.6% of all cases and 12.5% of cases in
which at least the type of gun (including whether the gun was a handgun, rifle, or shotgun and whether the
gun was a semiautomatic) was known. Also see the earlier discussion of AWs and mass shootings at the
beginning of this chapter.

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not been published by
the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official 15

position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.
SER561 000457
EXHIBIT PP



Case 3:1Cas@1D2-bEBN; NIBOSRIIL 8nHdt 667 1536d, IHEBNTT: $B:GePag8PDSRAGSE86 of 150

estimates, which correspond to particularly rare events such mass murders and police
murders, are no higher than 13%. Note also that the majority of AWs used in crime are
assault pistols (APs) rather than assault rifles (ARs). Among AWs reported by police to
ATF during 1992 and 1993, for example, APs outnumbered ARs by a ratio of 3 to 1 (see
Chapter 6).

The relative rarity of AW use in crime can be attributed to a number of factors.
Many AWs are long guns, which are used in crime much less often than handguns.
Moreover, a number of the banned AWs are foreign weapons that were banned from
importation into the U.S. in 1989. Also, AWs are more expensive (see Table 2-1) and
more difficult to conceal than the types of handguns that are used most frequently in
crime.

3.1.1. A Note on Survey Studies and Assault Weapons

The studies and statistics discussed above were based primarily on police
information. Some survey studies have given a different impression, suggesting
substantial levels of AW ownership among criminals and otherwise high-risk juvenile
and adult populations, particularly urban gang members (Knox et al., 1994; Sheley and
Wright, 1993a). A general problem with these studies, however, is that respondents
themselves had to define terms like “military-style” and “assault rifle.” Consequently,
the figures from these studies may lack comparability with those from studies with police
data. Further, the figures reported in some studies prompt concerns about exaggeration
of AW ownership (perhaps linked to publicity over the AW issue during the early 1990s
when a number of these studies were conducted), particularly among juvenile offenders,
who hawlff reported ownership levels as high as 35% just for ARs (Sheley and Wright,
1993a).

Even so, most survey evidence on the actual use of AWs suggests that offenders
rarely use AWs in crime. In a 1991 national survey of adult state prisoners, for example,
8% of the inmates reported possessing a “military-type” firearm at some point in the past
(Beck et al., 1993, p. 19). Yet only 2% of offenders who used a firearm during their
conviction offense reported using an AW for that offense (calculated from pp. 18, 33), a
figure consistent with the police statistics cited above. Similarly, while 10% of adult
inmates and 20% of juvenile inmates in a Virginia survey reported having owned an AR,
none of the adult inmates and only 1% of the juvenile inmates reported having carried
them at crime scenes (reported in Zawitz, 1995, p. 6). In contrast, 4% to 20% of inmates
surveyed in eight jails across rural and urban areas of Illinois and Iowa reported having
used an AR in committing crimes (Knox et al., 1994, p. 17). Nevertheless, even
assuming the accuracy and honesty of the respondents’ reports, it is not clear what

14 As one example of possible exaggeration of AW ownership, a survey of incarcerated juveniles in New
Mexico found that 6% reported having used a “military-style rifle” against others and 2.6% reported that
someone else used such a rifle against them. However, less than 1% of guns recovered in a sample of
juvenile firearms cases were “military” style guns (New Mexico Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis
Center, 1998, pp. 17-19; also see Ruddell and Mays, 2003).
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weapons they were counting as ARs, what percentage of their crimes were committed
with ARs, or what share of all gun crimes in their respective jurisdictions were linked to
their AR uses. Hence, while some surveys suggest that ownership and, to a lesser extent,
use of AWs may be fairly common among certain subsets of offenders, the overwhelming
weight of evidence from gun recovery and survey studies indicates that AWs are used in
a small percentage of gun crimes overall.

3.1.2. Are Assault Weapons Move Attractive to Criminal Users Than Other Gun Users?

Although AWs are used in a small percentage of gun crimes, some have argued
that AWs are more likely to be used in crime than other guns, i.e., that AWs are more
attractive to criminal than lawful gun users due to the weapons’ military-style features
and their particularly large ammunition magazines. Such arguments are based on data
implying that AWs are more common among crime guns than among the general stock of
civilian firearms. According to some estimates generated prior to the federal ban, AWs
accounted for less than one percent of firearms owned by civilians but up to 11% of guns
used in crime, based on firearms reported by police to ATF between 1986 and 1993 (e.g.,
see Cox Newspapers, 1989; Lennett, 1995). However, these estimates were problematic
in a number of respects. As discussed in Chapter 6, ATF statistics are not necessarily
representative of the types of guns most commonly recovered by police, and ATF
statistics from the late 1980s and early 1990s in particular tended to overstate the
prevalence of AWs among crime guns. Further, estimating the percentage of civilian
weapons that are AWs is difficult because gun production data are not reported by model,
and one must also make assumptions about the rate of attrition among the stock of
civilian firearms.

Our own more recent assessment indicates that AWs accounted for about 2.5% of
guns produced from 1989 through 1993 (see Chapter 5). Relative to previous estimates,
this may signify that AWs accounted for a growing share of civilian firearms in the years
just before the ban, though the previous estimates likely did not correspond to the exact
list of weapons banned in 1994 and thus may not be entirely comparable to our estimate.
At any rate, the 2.5% figure is comparable to most of the AW crime gun estimates listed
above; hence, it is not clear that AWs are used disproportionately in most crimes, though
AWs still seem to account for a somewhat disproportionate share of guns used in murders
and other serious crimes.

Perhaps the best evidence of a criminal preference for AWs comes from a study
of young adult handgun buyers in California that found buyers with minor criminal
histories (i.e., arrests or misdemeanor convictions that did not disqualify them from
purchasing firearms) were more than twice as likely to purchase APs than were buyers
with no criminal history (4.6% to 2%, respectively) (Wintemute et al., 1998a). Those
with more serious criminal histories were even more likely to purchase APs: 6.6% of
those who had been charged with a gun offense bought APs, as did 10% of those who had
been charged with two or more serious violent offenses. AP purchasers were also more
likely to be arrested subsequent to their purchases than were other gun purchasers.
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Among gun buyers with prior charges for violence, for instance, AP buyers were more
than twice as likely as other handgun buyers to be charged with any new offense and
three times as likely to be charged with a new violent or gun offense. To our knowledge,
there have been no comparable studies contrasting AR buyers with other rifle buyers.

3.2. Criminal Use of Large Capacity Magazines

Relative to the AW issue, criminal use of LCMs has received relatively little
attention. Yet the overall use of guns with LCMs, which is based on the combined use of
AWs and non-banned guns with LCMs, is much greater than the use of AWs alone.
Based on data examined for this and a few prior studies, guns with LCMs were used in
roughly 14% to 26% of most gun crimes prior to the ban (see Chapter 8; Adler et al.,
1995; Koper, 2001; New York Division of Criminal Justice Services, 1994).

Baltimore (all guns recovered by police, 1993): 14%

Milwaukee (guns recovered in murder investigations, 1991-1993): 21%
Anchorage, Alaska (handguns used in serious crimes, 1992-1993): 26%
New York City (guns recovered in murder investigations, 1993): 16-25%"°
Washington, DC (guns recovered from juveniles, 1991-1993): 16%'°
National (guns used in murders of police, 1994): 31%-41%"’

Although based on a small number of studies, this range is generally consistent
with national survey estimates indicating approximately 18% of all civilian-owned guns
and 21% of civilian-owned handguns were equipped with LCMs as of 1994 (Cook and
Ludwig, 1996, p. 17). The exception is that LCMs may have been used
disproportionately in murders of police, though such incidents are very rare.

As with AWs and crime guns in general, most crime guns equipped with LCMs
are handguns. Two handgun models manufactured with LCMs prior to the ban (the
Glock 17 and Ruger P89) were among the 10 crime gun models most frequently
recovered by law enforcement and reported to ATF during 1994 (ATF, 1995).

'S The minimum estimate is based on cases in which discharged firearms were recovered, while the
maximum estimate is based on cases in which recovered firearms were positively linked to the case with
ballistics evidence (New York Division of Criminal Justice Services, 1994).

16 Note that Washington, DC prohibits semiautomatic firearms accepting magazines with more than 12
rounds (and handguns in general).

'" The estimates are based on the sum of cases involving AWs or other guns sold with LCMs (Adler et al.,
1995, p.4). The minimum estimate is based on AW-LCM cases as a percentage of all gun murders of
police. The maximum estimate is based on AW-LCM cases as a percentage of cases in which the gun
model was known,
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3.3. Summary

In sum, AWs and LCMs were used in up to a quarter of gun crimes prior to the
1994 AW-LCM ban. By most estimates, AWSs were used in less than 6% of gun crimes
even before the ban. Some may have perceived their use to be more widespread,
however, due to the use of AWs in particularly rare and highly publicized crimes such as
mass shootings (and, to a lesser extent, murders of police), survey reports suggesting high
levels of AW ownership among some groups of offenders, and evidence that some AWs
are more attractive to criminal than lawful gun buyers.

In contrast, guns equipped with LCMs — of which AWs are a subset — are used in
roughly 14% to 26% of gun crimes. Accordingly, the LCM ban has greater potential for
affecting gun crime. However, it is not clear how often the ability to fire more than 10
shots without reloading (the current magazine capacity limit) affects the outcomes of gun
attacks (see Chapter 9). All of this suggests that the ban’s impact on gun violence is
likely to be small.
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7. MARKET INDICATORS FOR LARGE CAPACITY MAGAZINES: PRICES
AND IMPORTATION

The previous chapters examined the AW-LCM ban’s impact on the availability
and criminal use of AWs. In this chapter and the next, we consider the impact of the
ban’s much broader prohibition on LCMs made for numerous banned and non-banned
firearms. We begin by studying market indicators. Our earlier study of LCM prices for a
few gun models revealed that prices rose substantially during 1994 and into 1995 (Roth
and Koper, 1997, Chapter 4). Prices of some LCMs remained high into 1996, while
others returned to pre-ban levels or oscillated more unpredictably. The price increases
may have reduced LCM use at least temporarily in the short-term aftermath of the ban,
but we could not confirm this in our prior investigation.

7.1. Price Trends for Large Capacity Magazines

For this study, we sought to approximate longer term trends in the prices at which
users could purchase banned LCMs throughout the country. To that end, we analyzed
quarterly data on the prices of LCMs advertised by eleven gun and magazine distributors
in Shotgun News, a national gun industry publication, from April 1992 to December
1998.% Those prices are available to any gun dealer, and primary market retailers
generally re-sell within 15% of the distributors’ prices.®* The distributors were chosen
during the course of the first AW study (Roth and Koper, 1997) based on the frequency
with which they advertised during the April 1992 to June 1996 period. For each quarterly
period, project staff coded prices for one issue from a randomly selected month. We
generally used the first issue of each selected month based on a preliminary, informal
assessment suggesting that the selected distributors advertised more frequently in those
issues. In a few instances, first-of-month issues were unavailable to us or provided too
few observations, so we substituted other issues.®® Also, we were unable to obtain
Shotgun News issues for the last two quarters of 1996. However, we aggregated the data
annually to study price trends, and the omission of those quarters did not appear to affect
the results (this is explained further below).

We ascertained trends in LCM prices by conducting hedonic price analyses,

5 The Blue Book of Gun Values, which served as the data source for the AW price analysis, does not
contain ammunition magazine prices.

8 According to gun market experts, retail prices track wholesale prices quite closely (Cook et al., 1995, p.
71). Retail prices to eligible purchasers generally exceed wholesale (or original-purchase) prices by 3% to
5% in the large chain stores, by about 15% in independent dealerships, and by about 10% at gun shows
gwhere overhead costs are lower).

5 The decision to focus on first-of-month issues was made prior to data collection for price analysis
update. For the earlier study (Roth and Koper, 1997), project staff coded data for one or more randomly
selected issues of every month of the April 1992 to June 1996 period. For this analysis, we utilized data
from only the first-of-month issues selected at random during the prior study. If multiple first-of-month
issues were available for a given quarter, we selected one at random or based on the number of recorded
advertisements. If no first-of-month issue was available for a given quarter, we selected another issue at
random from among those coded during the first study.
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similar to those described in the AW price analysis (Chapter 5), in which we regressed
inflation-adjusted LCM prices (logged) on several predictors: magazine capacity
(logged), gun make (for which the LCM was made), year of the advertisement, and
distributor. We cannot account fully for the meaning of significant distributor effects.
They may represent unmeasured quality differentials in the merchandise of different
distributors, or they may represent other differences in stock volume or selling or service
practices between the distributors.®® We included the distributor indicators when they
proved to be significant predictors of advertised price. In addition, we focused on LCMs
made for several of the most common LCM-compatible handguns and rifles, rather than
try to model the differences in LCM prices between the several hundred miscellaneous
makes and models of firearms that were captured in the data. Finally, for both the
handgun and rifle models, we created and tested seasonal indicator variables to determine
if their incorporation would affect the coefficient for 1996 (the year with winter/spring
data 0n17y) but they proved to be statistically insignificant and are not shown in the results
below.®

7.1.1. Large Capacity Magazines for Handguns

The handgun LCM analysis tracks the prices of LCMs made for Intratec and
Cobray (i.e., SWD) APs and non-banned semiautomatic pistols made by Smith and
Wesson, Glock, Sturm Ruger, Sig-Sauer, Taurus, and Beretta (each of the manufacturers
in the former group produces numerous models capable of accepting LCMs). In general,
LCMs with greater magazine capacities commanded higher prices, and there were
significant price differentials between LCMs made for different guns and sold by
different distributors (see Table 7-1). Not surprisingly, LCMs made for Glock handguns
were most expensive, followed by those made for Beretta and Sig-Sauer firearms.

Turning to the time trend indicators (see Table 7-1 and Figure 7-1), prices for
these magazines increased nearly 50% from 1993 to 1994, and they rose another 56% in
1995. Prices declined somewhat, though not steadily, from 1996 to 1998. Nevertheless,
prices in 1998 remained 22% higher than prices in 1994 and nearly 80% higher than
those in 1993.

% For example, one possible difference between the distributors may have been the extent to which they
sold magazines made of different materials (e.g., steel, aluminum, etc.) or generic magazines manufactured
by companies other than the companies manufacturing the firearms for which the magazines were made.
For example, there were indications in the data that 3% of the handgun LCMs and 10% of the AR-15 and
Mini-14 rifle LCMs used in the analyses (described below) were generic magazines. We did not control
for these characteristic, however, because such information was often unclear from the advertisements and
was not recorded consistently by coders.

§7 Project staff coded all LCM advertisements by the selected distributors. Therefore, the data are
inherently weighted. However, the weights are based on the frequency with which the different LCMs
were advertised (i.e., the LCMs that were advertised most frequently have the greatest weight in the
models) rather than by production volume.
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Table 7-1. Regression of Handgun and Rifle Large Capacity Magazine Prices on Annual
Time Indicators, 1992-1998, Controlling for Gun Makes/Models and Distributors

Handgun LCMs Rifle LCMs (n=674)
(n=1,277)
Estimate T value Estimate T value

Constant -1.79 -12.74%%* -4.10 ~19,12%%*
1992 -0.19 -2.11%* -0.48 -4 20%x*
1993 -0.38 -6.00%** -0.55 -6.14%**
1995 0.44 O.BReR -0.25 -2.64%x*
1996 0.29 4.(5%r* -0.12 -0.93
1997 0.36 6.33%%+ -0.31 -3.68%x*
1998 0.20 L) -0.44 =5, ] 9%
Rounds (logged) 0.26 SJNeE 0.84 13 rue
Cobray -0.36 -4, 15%**
Glock 0.41 8.1 5ra%
Intratec -0.40 -4, 18***
Ruger -0.42 w i P
Smith&Wesson -0.08 -1.71%
Sig-Sauer 0 -0.09
Taurus -0.31 -6.10%**
AK-type -0.25 -3, ] SHe
Colt AR-15 0.14 1.68*
Ruger Mini-14 -0.08 -0.92
Distributor 1 -0.72 -16.38%** -0.35 50 B s
Distributor 2 -0.15 -0.97 -0.83 -5.24%**
Distributor 3 -0.16 -3.93 %% 0.19 Sl
Distributor 4 -0.55 T i 0.16 0.80
Distributor 5 -0.07 -1.79* -0.18 2,65 %%
Distributor 6 -0.53 -1.23 -0.12 -0.32
Distributor 7 -1.59 =3, TR -0.10 -0.91
Distributor 8 0.14 0.70
Distributor 9 -0.91 ~12.52%*% -0.48 -4,00%**
F statistic 58.76 21.22
(p value) <.0001 <.0001
Adj. R-square 0.51 0.38

Year indicators are interpreted relative to 1994, and distributors are interpreted relative to distributor 10,
Handgun makes are relative to Beretta and rifle models are relative to SKS.

* Statistically significant at p<=.10.

** Statistically significant at p<=.05.

*¥% Statistically significant at p<=.01,
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Figure 7-1. Annual Price Trends for Large Capacity
Magazines, 1992-1998
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Based on 1,277 sampled ads for LCMs fitting models of 8 handgun makers and 674 sampled ads for LCMs fitting 4 rifie model groups.

7.1.2. Large Capacity Magazines for Rifles

We approximated trends in the prices of LCMs for rifles by modeling the prices
of LCMs manufactured for AR-15, Mini-14, SKS,% and AK-type rifle models (including
various non-banned AK-type models). As in the handgun LCM model, larger LCMs
drew higher prices, and there were several significant model and distributor effects. AR-
15 magazines tended to have the highest prices, and magazines for AK-type models had
the lowest prices (Table 7-1).

Like their handgun counterparts, prices for rifle LCMs increased over 40% from
1993 to 1994, as the ban was debated and implemented (see Table 7-1 and Figure 7-1).
However, prices declined over 20% in 1995. Following a rebound in 1996, prices moved
downward again during 1997 and 1998. Prices in 1998 were over one third lower than
the peak prices of 1994 and were comparable to pre-ban prices in 1992 and 1993.

5% The SKS is a very popular imported rifle (there are Russian and Chinese versions) that was not covered
by either the 1989 AR import ban or the 1994 AW ban. However, importation of SKS rifles from China
was discontinued in 1994 due to trade restrictions.
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7.2. Post-Ban Importation of Large Capacity Magazines

ATF does not collect (or at least does not publicize) statistics on production of
LCMs. Therefore, we cannot clearly document pre-ban production trends. Nevertheless,
it seems likely that gun and magazine manufacturers boosted their production of LCMs
during the debate over the ban, just as AW makers increased production of AWs.
Regardless, gun industry sources estimated that there were 25 million LCMs available as
of 1995 (including aftermarket items for repairing magazines or converting them to
LCMs) (Gun Tests, 1995, p. 30).

Moreover, the supply of LCMs continued to grow even after the ban due to
importation of foreign LCMs that were manufactured prior to the ban (and thus
grandfathered by the LCM legislation), according to ATF importation data.®’ As shown
in Table 7-2, nearly 4.8 million LCMs were imported for commercial sale (as opposed to
law enforcement uses) from 1994 through 2000, with the largest number (nearly 3.7
million) arriving in 1999.”° During this period, furthermore, importers received
permission to import a total of 47.2 million LCMs; consequently, an additional 42 million
LCMs may have arrived after 2000 or still be on the way, based on just those approved
through 2000.”" 7

To put this in perspective, gun owners in the U.S. possessed 25 million firearms
that were equipped with magazines holding 10 or more rounds as of 1994 (Cook and
Ludwig, 1996, p. 17). Therefore, the 4.7 million LCMs imported in the U.S. from 1994
through 2000 could conceivably replenish 19% of the LCMs that were owned at the time
of the ban. The 47.2 million approved during this period could supply nearly 2 additional
LCMs for all guns that were so equipped as of 1994,

7.3. Summary and Interpretations

Prices of LCMs for handguns rose significantly around the time of the ban and,
despite some decline from their peak levels in 1995, remained significantly higher than
pre-ban prices through at least 1998. The increase in LCM prices for rifles proved to be
more temporary, with prices returning to roughly pre-ban levels by 1998.”

% To import LCMs into the country, importers must certify that the magazines were made prior to the ban.
(The law requires companies to mark post-ban LCMs with serial numbers.) As a practical matter, however,
it is hard for U.S. authorities to know for certain whether imported LCMs were produced prior to the ban.
™ The data do not distinguish between handgun and rifle magazines or the specific models for which the
LCMs were made. But note that roughly two-thirds of the LCMs imported from 1994 through 2000 had
capacities between 11 and 19 rounds, a range that covers almost all handgun LCMs as well as many rifle
LCMs. It seems most likely that the remaining LCMs (those with capacities of 20 or more rounds) were
primarily for rifles.

! The statistics in Table 7-2 do not include belt devices used for machine guns.

™ A caveat to the number of approved LCMs is that importers may overstate the number of LCMs they
have available to give themselves leeway to import additional LCMs, should they become available.

™ A caveat is that we did not examine prices of smaller magazines, so the price trends described here may
not have been entirely unique to LCMs. Yet it seems likely that these trends reflect the unique impact of
the ban on the market for LCMs.
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Table 7-2. Large Capacity Magazines Imported into the United States or Approved
For Importation for Commercial Sale, 1994-2000

Year Imported Approved
1994 67,063 77,666
1995 3,776 2,066,228
1996 280,425 2,795,173
1997 99,972 1,889,773
1998 337,172 20,814,574
1999 3,663,619 13,291,593
2000 346,416 6,272,876
Total 4,798,443 47,207,883

Source: Firearms and Explosives Imports Branch, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives.
Counts do not include “links” (belt devices) or imports for law enforcement purposes.

The drop in rifle LCM prices between 1994 and 1998 may have due to the
simultaneous importation of approximately 788,400 grandfathered LCMs, most of which
appear to have been rifle magazines (based on the fact that nearly two-thirds had
capacities over 19 rounds), as well as the availability of U.S. military surplus LCMs that
fit rifles like the AR-15 and Mini-14. We can also speculate that demand for LCMs is
not as great among rifle consumers, who are less likely to acquire their guns for defensive
or criminal purposes.

The pre-ban supply of handgun LCMs may have been more constricted than the
supply of rifle LCMs for at least a few years following the ban, based on prices from
1994 to 1998. Although there were an estimated 25 million LCMs available in the U.S.
as of 1995, some major handgun manufacturers (including Ruger, Sig Sauer, and Glock)
had or were close to running out of new LCMs by that time (Gun Tests, 1995, p. 30). Yet
the frequency of advertisements for handgun LCMs during 1997 and 1998, as well as the
drop in prices from their 1995 peak, suggests that the supply had not become particularly
low. In 1998, for example, the selected distributors posted a combined total of 92 LCM
ads per issue (some of which may have been for the same make, model, and capacity
combinations) for just the handguns that we incorporated into our model.”™ Perhaps the

™ Project staff found substantially more advertisements per issue for 1997 and 1998 than for earlier years.
For the LCMs studied in the handgun analysis, staff recorded an average of 412 LCM advertisements per
year (103 per issue) during 1997 and 1998. For 1992-1996, staff recorded an average of about 100 ads per
year (25 per issue) for the same LCMSs. A similar but smaller differential existed in the volume of ads for
the LCMs used in the rifle analysis. The increase in LCM ads over time may reflect changes in supply and
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demand for enhanced firepower among handgun consumers, who are more likely-to
acquire guns for crime or defense against crime, was also a factor (and perhaps a large
one) putting a premium on handgun LCMs.

Although we might hypothesize that high prices depressed use of handguns with
LCMs for at least a few years after the ban, a qualification to this prediction is that LCM
use may be less sensitive to prices than is use of AWs because LCMs are much less
expensive than the firearms they complement and therefore account for a smaller fraction
of users’ income (e.g., see Friedman, 1962). To illustrate, TEC-9 APs typically cost $260
at retail during 1992 and 1993, while LCMs for the TEC-9, ranging in capacity from 30
to 36 rounds, averaged $16.50 in Shotgun News advertisements (and probably $19 or less
at retail) during the same period. So, for example, a doubling of both gun and LCM
prices would likely have a much greater impact on purchases of TEC-9 pistols than
purchases of LCMs for the TEC-9. Users willing and able to pay for a gun that accepts
an LCM are most likely willing and able to pay for an LCM to use with the gun.

Moreover, the LCM supply was enhanced considerably by a surge in LCM
imports that occurred after the period of our price analysis. During 1999 and 2000, an
additional 4 million grandfathered LCMs were imported into the U.S., over two-thirds of
which had capacities of 11-19 rounds, a range that covers almost all handgun LCMs (as
well as many rifle LCMs). This may have driven prices down further after 1998.

In sum, market indicators yield conflicting signs on the availability of LCMs. It is
perhaps too early to expect a reduction in crimes with LCMs, considering that tens of
millions of grandfathered LCMs were available at the time of the ban, an additional 4.8
million — enough to replenish one-fifth of those owned by civilians — were imported from
1994 through 2000, and that the elasticity of demand for LCMs may be more limited than
that of firearms. And if the additional 42 million foreign LCMs approved for importation
become available, there may not be a reduction in crimes with LCMs anytime in the near
future.

demand for LCMs during the study period, as well as product shifts by distributors and perhaps changes in
ad formats (e.g., ads during the early period may have been more likely to list magazines by handgun
model without listing the exact capacity of each magazine, in which case coders would have been more
likely to miss some LCMSs during the early period). Because the data collection effort for the early period
was part of a larger effort that involved coding prices in Shotgun News for LCMs and numerous banned
and non-banned firearms, it is also possible that coders were more likely to miss LCM ads during that
period due to random factors like fatigue or time constraints.
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9. THE CONSEQUENCES OF CRIMES WITH ASSAULT WEAPONS AND
LARGE CAPACITY MAGAZINES

One of the primary considerations motivating passage of the ban on AWs and
LCMs was a concern over the perceived dangerousness of these guns and magazines. In
principal, semiautomatic weapons with LCMs enable offenders to fire high numbers of
shots rapidly, thereby potentially increasing both the number of person wounded per
gunfire incident (including both intended targets and innocent bystanders) and the
number of gunshot victims suffering multiple wounds, both of which would increase
deaths and injuries from gun violence. Ban advocates also argued that the banned AWs
possessed additional features conducive to criminal applications.

The findings of the previous chapters suggest that it is premature to make
definitive assessments of the ban’s impact on gun violence. Although criminal use of
AWs has declined since the ban, this reduction was offset through at least the late 1990s
by steady or rising use of other guns equipped with LCMs. As argued previously, the
LCM ban has greater potential for reducing gun deaths and injuries than does the AW
ban. Guns with LCMs — of which AWs are only a subset — were used in up to 25% of
gun crimes before the ban, whereas AWs were used in no more than 8% (Chapter 3).
Furthermore, an LCM is arguably the most important feature of an AW. Hence, use of
guns with LCMs is probably more consequential than use of guns with other military-
style features, such as flash hiders, folding rifle stocks, threaded barrels for attaching a
silencers, and so on.”

This is not to say that reducing use of AWs will have no effect on gun crime; a
decline in the use of AWs does imply fewer crimes with guns having particularly large
magazines (20 or more rounds) and other military-style features that could facilitate some
crimes. However, it seems that any such effects would be outweighed, or at least

* While it is conceivable that changing features of AWs other than their magazines might prevent some
gunshot victimizations, available data provide little if any empirical basis for judging the likely size of such
effects. Speculatively, some of the most beneficial weapon redesigns may be the removal of folding stocks
and pistol grips from rifles. It is plausible that some offenders who cannot obtain rifles with folding stocks
(which make the guns more concealable) might switch to handguns, which are more concealable but
generally cause less severe wounds (e.g. see DiMaio, 1985). However, such substitution patterns cannot be
predicted with certainty. Police gun databases rarely have information sufficiently detailed to make
assessments of changes over time in the use of weapons with specific features like folding stocks. Based
on informal assessments, there was no consistent pattern in post-ban use of rifles (as a share of crime guns)
in the local databases examined in the prior chapters (also see the specific comments on LCM rifles in the
previous chapters).

Pistol grips enhance the ability of shooters to maintain control of a rifle during rapid, “spray and
pray” firing (e.g., see Violence Policy Center, 2003). (Heat shrouds and forward handgrips on APs serve
the same function.) While this feature may prove useful in military contexts (e.g., firefights among groups
at 100 meters or less — see data of the U.S. Army’s Operations Research Office as cited in Violence Policy
Center, 2003), it is unknown whether civilian attacks with semiautomatic rifles having pistol grips claim
more victims per attack than do those with other semiautomatic rifles. At any rate, most post-ban AR-type
rifles still have pistol grips. Further, the ban does not count a stock thumbhole grip, which serves the same
function as a pistol grip (e.g., see the illustration of LCMM rifles in Chapter 2), as an AR feature.
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obscured, by the wider effects of LCM use, which themselves are likely to be small at
best, as we argue below.”

Because offenders can substitute non-banned guns and small magazines for
banned AWs and LCMs, there is not a clear rationale for expecting the ban to reduce
assaults and robberies with guns.”® But by forcing AW and LCM offenders to substitute
non-AWs with small magazines, the ban might reduce the number of shots fired per gun
attack, thereby reducing both victims shot per gunfire incident and gunshot victims
sustaining multiple wounds. In the following sections, we consider the evidence linking
high-capacity semiautomatics and AWs to gun violence and briefly examine recent trends
in lethal and injurious gun violence.

9.1. The Spread of Semiautomatic Weaponry and Trends in Lethal and Injurious
Gun Violence Prior to the Ban

Nationally, semiautomatic handguns grew from 28% of handgun production in
1973 to 80% in 1993 (Zawitz, 1995, p. 3). Most of this growth occurred from the late
1980s onward, during which time the gun industry also increased marketing and
production of semiautomatics with LCMs (Wintemute, 1996). Likewise, semiautomatics
grew as a percentage of crime guns (Koper, 1995; 1997), implying an increase in the
average firing rate and ammunition capacity of guns used in crime.”’

% On a related note, a few studies suggest that state-level AW bans have not reduced crime (Koper and
Roth, 2001a; Lott, 2003). This could be construed as evidence that the federal AW ban will not reduce
gunshot victimizations without reducing LCM use because the state bans tested in those studies, as written
at the time, either lacked LCM bans or had LCM provisions that were less restrictive than that of the
federal ban, (New Jersey’s 1990 AW ban prohibited magazines holding more than 15 rounds. AP bans
passed by Maryland and Hawaii prohibited magazines holding more than 20 rounds and pistol magazines
holding more than 10 rounds, respectively, but these provisions did not take effect until just a few months
prior to the federal ban.) However, it is hard to draw definitive conclusions from these studies for a number
of reasons, perhaps the most salient of which are the following: there is little evidence on how state AW
bans affect the availability and use of AWs (the impact of these laws is likely undermined to some degree
by the influx of AWs from other states, a problem that was probably more pronounced prior to the federal
ban when the state laws were most relevant); studies have not always examined the effects of these laws on
gun homicides and shootings, the crimes that are arguably most likely to be affected by AW bans (see
discussion in the main text); and the state AW bans that were passed prior to the federal ban (those in
California, New Jersey, Hawaii, Connecticut, and Maryland) were in effect for only three months to five
years (two years or less in most cases) before the imposition of the federal ban, after which they became
largely redundant with the federal legislation and their effects more difficult to predict and estimate.

% One might hypothesize that the firepower provided by AWs and other semiautomatics with LCMs
emboldens some offenders to engage in aggressive behaviors that prompt more shooting incidents. On the
other hand, these weapons might also prevent some acts of violence by intimidating adversaries, thus
discouraging attacks or resistance. We suspect that firepower does influence perceptions, considering that
many police departments have upgraded their weaponry in recent years — often adopting semiautomatics
with LCMs — because their officers felt outgunned by offenders. However, hypotheses about gun types and
offender behavior are very speculative, and, pending additional research on such issues, it seems prudent to
focus on indicators with stronger theoretical and empirical foundations.

97 Revolvers, the most common type of non-semiautomatic handgun, typically hold only 5 or 6 rounds (and
sometimes up to 9). Semiautomatic pistols, in contrast, hold ammunition in detachable magazines that,
prior to the ban, typically held 5 to 17 bullets and sometimes upwards of 30 (Murtz et al., 1994).
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The impact of this trend is debatable. Although the gun homicide rate rose
considerably during the late 1980s and early 1990s (Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1994, p.
13), the percentage of violent gun crimes resulting in death was declining (see Figure 9-1
and the related discussion in section 9.3). Similarly, the percentage of victims killed or
wounded in handgun discharge incidents declined from 27% during the 1979-1987 period
to 25% for the 1987-1992 period (calculated from Rand, 1990, p. 5; 1994, p. 2) as
semiautomatics were becoming more common crime weapons. % On the other hand, an
increasing percentage of gunshot victims died from 1992 to 1995 according to hospital
data (Cherry et al., 1998), a trend that could have been caused in part by a higher number
of gunshot victims with multiple wounds (also see McGonigal et al., 1993). Most
notably, the case fatality rate for assaultive gunshot cases involving 15 to 24-year-old
males rose from 15.9% in late 1993 to 17.5% in early 1995 (p. 56).

Figure 9-1. Percentage of Violent Gun Crimes Resulting in
Death (National), 1982-2002
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Based on gun homicides, gun robberies, and gun Its reported in the Uniform Crime Reports and Supplemental Homicide Reports,

% A related point is that there was a general upward trend in the average number of shots fired by
offenders in gunfights with New York City police from the late 1980s through 1992 (calculated from
Goehl, 1993, p. 51). However, the average was no higher during this time than during many years of the
early 1980s and 1970s.
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Some researchers have inferred links between the growing use of semiautomatics
in crime and the rise of both gun homicides and bystander shootings in a number of cities
during the late 1980s and early 1990s (Block and Block, 1993; McGonigal et al., 1993,
Sherman et al., 1989; Webster et al., 1992). A study in Washington, DC, for example,
reported increases in wounds per gunshot victim and gunshot patient mortality during the
1980s that coincided with a reported increase in the percentage of crime guns that were
semiautomatics (Webster et al., 1992).

Nevertheless, changes in offender behavior, coupled with other changes in crime
guns (e.g., growing use of large caliber handguns — see Caruso et al., 1999; Koper, 1995;
1997; Wintemute, 1996), may have been key factors driving such trends. Washington,
DC, for example, was experiencing an exploding crack epidemic at the time of the
aforementioned study, and this may have raised the percentage of gun attacks in which
offenders had a clear intention to injure or kill their victims. Moreover, studies that
attempted to make more explicit links between the use of semiautomatic firearms and
trends in lethal gun violence via time series analysis failed to produce convincing
evidence of such links (Koper, 1995; 1997). However, none of the preceding research
related specific trends in the use of AWs or LCMs to trends in lethal gun violence.

9.2. Shots Fired in Gun Attacks and the Effects of Weaponry on Attack Outcomes

The evidence most directly relevant to the potential of the AW-LCM ban to
reduce gun deaths and injuries comes from studies examining shots fired in gun attacks
and/or the outcomes of attacks involving different types of guns. Unfortunately, such
evidence is very sparse.

As a general point, the faster firing rate and larger ammunition capacities of
semiautomatics, especially those equipped with LCMs, have the potential to affect the
outcomes of many gun attacks because gun offenders are not particularly good shooters.
Offenders wounded their victims in no more than 29% of gunfire incidents according to
national, pre-ban estimates (computed from Rand, 1994, p. 2; also see estimates
presented later in this chapter). Similarly, a study of handgun assaults in one city
revealed a 31% hit rate per shot, based on the sum totals of all shots fired and wounds
inflicted (Reedy and Koper, 2003, p. 154). Other studies have yielded hit rates per shot
ranging from 8% in gunfights with police (Goehl, 1993, p. 8) to 50% in mass murders
(Kleck, 1997, p. 144). Even police officers, who are presumably certified and regularly
re-certified as proficient marksman and who are almost certainly better shooters than are
average gun offenders, hit their targets with only 22% to 39% of their shots (Kleck, 1991,
p. 163; Goehl, 1993). Therefore, the ability to deliver more shots rapidly should raise the
likelihood that offenders hit their targets, not to mention innocent bystzmders.gg

* However, some argue that this capability is offset to some degree by the effects of recoil on shooter aim,
the limited number of shots fired in most criminal attacks (see below), and the fact that criminals using
non-semiautomatics or semiautomatics with small magazines usually have the time and ability to deliver
multiple shots if desired (Kleck, 1991, pp. 78-79).
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A few studies have compared attacks with semiautomatics, sometimes specifically
those with LCMs (including AWs), to other gun assaults in terms of shots fired, persons
hit, and wounds inflicted (see Tables 9-1 and 9-2). The most comprehensive of these
studies examined police reports of attacks with semiautomatic pistols and revolvers in
Jersey City, New Jersey from 1992 through 1996 (Reedy and Koper, 2003), finding that
use of pistols resulted in more shots fired and higher numbers of gunshot victims (Table
9-1), though not more gunshot wounds per victim (Table 9-2).1% Results implied there
would have been 9.4% fewer gunshot victims overall had semiautomatics not been used
in any of the attacks. Similarly, studies of gun murders in Philadelphia (see McGonigal
et al., 1993 in Table 9-1) and a number of smaller cities in Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Iowa
(see Richmond et al., 2003 in Table 9-2) found that attacks with semiautomatics resulted
in more shots fired and gunshot wounds per victim. An exception is that the differential
in shots fired between pistol and revolver cases in Philadelphia during 1990 did not exist
for cases that occurred in 1985, when semiautomatics and revolvers had been fired an
average of 1.6 and 1.9 times, respectively. It is not clear whether the increase in shots
fired for pistol cases from 1985 to 1990 was due to changes in offender behavior, changes
in the design or quality of pistols (especially an increase in the use of models with LCMs
— see Wintemute, 1996), the larger sample for 1990, or other factors.

19 Byt unlike other studies that have examined wounds per victim (see Table 9-2), this study relied on
police reports of wounds inflicted rather than medical reports, which are likely to be more accurate.
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Table 9-1. Shots Fired and Victims Hit in Gunfire Attacks By Type of Gun and

Magazine

Data Source Measure Outcome

Gun attacks with Shots Fired | Avg.=3.2 - 3.7 (n=165 pistol cases) *

semiautomatic pistols and

revolvers, Jersey City, 1992- Avg.=2.3 —2.6 (n=71 revolver cases) *

1996 *

Gun homicides with Shots Fired | Avg. = 1.6 (n=21 pistol cases, 1985)

semiautomatic pistols and Avg. = 1.9 (n=57 revolver cases, 1985)

revolvers, Philadelphia, 1985

and 1990 ° Avg. =2.7 (n=95 pistol cases, 1990)
Avg. =2.1 (n=108 revolver cases, 1990)

Gun attacks with Victims Hit | Avg. = 1,15 (n=95 pistol cases) *

semiautomatic pistols and

revolvers, Jersey City, 1992- Avg. = 1.0 (n=40 revolver cases) *

1996 *

Mass shootings with AWs, Victims Hit | Avg. =29 (n=6 AW/LCM cases)
semiautomatics having LCMs,
or other guns, 6+ dead or 12+ Avg. = 13 (n=9 non-AW/LCM cases)
shot, United States,
1984-1993 °
Self-reported gunfire attacks  |% of Attacks | 19.5% (n=72 AW or machine gun cases)
by state prisoners with AWs, |With Victims
other semiautomatics, and non- |Hit 22.3% (n=419 non-AW, semiautomatic
semiautomatic firearms, cases)

United States, 1997 or earlier ¢ :

23.3% (n=608 non-AW, non-
semiautomatic cases)

a. Reedy and Koper (2003)

b. McGonigal et al. (1993)

c. Figures calculated by Koper and Roth (2001a) based on data presented by Kleck (1997, p. 144)

d. Calculated from Harlow (2001, p. 11). (Sample sizes are based on unpublished information provided
by the author of the survey report.)

* Pistol/revolver differences statistically significant at p<.05 (only Reedy and Koper [2003] and Harlow
[2001] tested for statistically significant differences). The shots fired ranges in Reedy and Koper are based
on minimum and maximum estimates.
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Table 9-2. Gunshot Wounds Per Victim By Type of Gun and Magazine
Data Source Measure | Outcome

Gun attacks with semiautomatic | Gunshot |Avg.= 1.4 (n=107 pistol victims)

pistols and revolvers, Jersey Wounds

City, 1992-1996 * Avg. = 1.5 (n=40 revolver victims)

Gun homicides with Gunshot |Avg. =4.5 total (n=212 pistol victims)*
semiautomatic pistols and Wounds [Avg.=2.9 entry

revolvers, Iowa City (IA),

Youngstown (OH), and Avg. = 2.0 total (n=63 revolver victims)*
Bethlehem (PA), 1994-1998 ° Avg. = 1.5 entry

Gun homicides with assault Gunshot |Avg. = 3.23 (n=30 LCM victims) **

weapons (AWs), guns having Wounds |Avg. =3.14 (n=7 AW victims)
large capacity magazines
(LCMs), and other firearms, Avg. =2.08 (n=102 non-AW/LCM victims)**
Milwaukee, 1992-1995 ©

a. Reedy and Koper (2003)

b. Richmond et al. (2003)

c. Roth and Koper (1997, Chapter 6)

* Pistol/revolver differences statistically significant at p<.01.

** The basic comparison between LCM victims and non-AW/LCM victims was moderately significant
(p<.10) with a one-tailed test. Regression results (with a slightly modified sample) revealed a difference
significant at p=.05 (two-tailed test). Note that the non-LCM group included a few cases involving non-
banned LCMs (.22 caliber attached tubular devices).

Also, a national survey of state prisoners found that, contrary to expectations,
offenders who reported firing on victims with AWs and other semiautomatics were no
more likely to report having killed or injured victims than were other gun offenders who
reported firing on victims (Table 9-1). However, the measurement of guns used and
attack outcomes were arguably less precise in this study, which was based on offender
self-reports, than in other studies utilizing police and medical reports.'”!

Attacks with AWs or other guns with LCMs may be particularly lethal and
injurious, based on very limited evidence. In mass shooting incidents (defined as those in
which at least 6 persons were killed or at least 12 were wounded) that occurred during the
decade preceding the ban, offenders using AWSs and other semiautomatics with LCMs
(sometimes in addition to other guns) claimed an average of 29 victims in comparison to
an average of 13 victims for other cases (Table 9-1). (But also see the study discussed in
the preceding paragraph in regards to victims hit in AW cases.)

Further, a study of Milwaukee homicide victims from 1992 through 1995 revealed
that those killed with AWs were shot 3.14 times on average, while those killed with any

191" See the discussion of self-reports and AW use in Chapter 3.
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gun having an LCM were shot 3.23 times on average (Table 9-2). In contrast, victims
shot with guns having small magazines had only 2.1 wounds on average. If such a
wound differential can be generalized to other gun attacks — if, that is, both fatal and non-
fatal LCM gunshot victims are generally hit one or more extra times — then LCM use
could have a considerable effect on the number of gunshot victims who die. To illustrate,
the fatality rate among gunshot victims in Jersey City during the 1990s was 63% higher
for those shot twice than for those shot once (26% to 16%) (Koper and Roth, 2001a;
2001b). Likewise, fatality rates are 61% higher for patients with multiple chest wounds
than for patients with a single chest wound (49% to 30.5%), based on 2 Washington, DC
study (Webster et al., 1992, p. 696).

Similar conclusions can also be inferred indirectly from the types of crimes
involving LCM guns. To illustrate, handguns associated with gunshot victimizations in
Baltimore (see the description of the Baltimore gun and magazine data in the preceding
chapter) are 20% to 50% more likely to have LCMs than are handguns associated with
other violent crimes, controlling for weapon caliber (Table 9-3). This difference may be
due to higher numbers of shots and hits in crimes committed with LCMs, although it is
also possible that offenders using LCMs are more likely to fire on victims. But
controlling for gunfire, guns used in shootings are 17% to 26% more likely to have LCMs
than guns used in gunfire cases resulting in no wounded victims (perhaps reflecting
higher numbers of shots fired and victims hit in LCM cases), and guns linked to murders
are 8% to 17% more likely to have LCMs than guns linked to non-fatal gunshot
victimizations (Perhaps indicating higher numbers of shots fired and wounds per victim
in LCM cases).'> These differences are not all statistically significant, but the pattern is
consistent. And as discussed in Chapter 3, AWs account for a larger share of guns used
in mass murders and murders of police, crimes for which weapons with greater firepower
would seem particularly useful.

192 Cases with and without gunfire and gunshot victims were approximated based on offense codes
contained in the gun seizure data (some gunfire cases not resulting in wounded victims may not have been
identified as such, and it is possible that some homicides were not committed with the guns recovered
during the investigations). In order to control for caliber effects, we focused on 9mm and .38 caliber
handguns. Over 80% of the LCM handguns linked to violent crimes were 9mm handguns. Since all (or
virtually all) 9mm handguns are semiautomatics, we also selected .38 caliber guns, which are close to 9mm
in size and consist almost entirely of revolvers and derringers.

The disproportionate involvement of LCM handguns in injury and death cases is greatest in the
comparisons including both 9mm and .38 caliber handguns. This may reflect a greater differential in
average ammunition capacity between LCM handguns and revolvers/derringers than between LCM
handguns and other semiautomatics. The differential in fatal and non-fatal gunshot victims may also be
due to caliber effects; 9mm is generally a more powerful caliber than .38 based on measures like kinetic
energy or relative stopping power (e.g., see DiMaio, 1985, p. 140; Warner 1995, p. 223, Wintemute, 1996,
p. 1751).
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Table 9-3. Probabilities That Handguns Associated With Murders, Non-Fatal
Shootings, and Other Violent Crimes Were Equipped With Large Capacity
Magazines in Baltimore, 1993-2000

Handgun Sample % With % Difference
LCM (#2 Relative to #1)

A. Handguns Used in Violent Crimes With
and Without Gunshot Injury

1) 9mm and .38: violence, no gunshot victims 23.21%

2) 9mm and .38: violence with gunshot 34.87% 50%*
victims

1) 9mm: violence, no gunshot victims 52.92%

2) 9mm: violence with gunshot victims 63.24% 20%*

B. Handguns Used in Gunfire Cases With
and Without Gunshot Injury

1) 9mm and .38: gunfire, no gunshot victims 27.66%
2) 9mm and .38: gunfire with gunshot victims 34.87% 26%
1) 9mm: gunfire, no gunshot victims 54.17%
2) 9mm: gunfire with gunshot victims 63.24% 17%

C. Handguns Used in Fatal Versus Non-
Fatal Gunshot Victimizations

1) 9mm and .38: non-fatal gunshot victims 32.58%
2) 9mm and .38: homicides 38.18% 17%
1) 9mm: non-fatal gunshot victims 61.14%
2) 9mm: homicides 66.04% 8%

* Statistically significant difference at p<.01 (chi-square).
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The findings of the preceding studies are subject to numerous caveats. There
were few if any attempts to control for characteristics of the actors or situations that
might have influenced weapon choices and/or attack outcomes.'” Weapons data were
typically missing for substantial percentages of cases. Further, many of the comparisons
in tl%f tables were not tested for statistical significance (see the notes to Tables 9-1 and 9-
2).

Tentatively, nonetheless, the evidence suggests more often than not that attacks
with semiautomatics, particularly those equipped with LCMs, result in more shots fired,
leading to both more injuries and injuries of greater severity. Perhaps the faster firing
rate and larger ammunition capacities afforded by these weapons prompt some offenders
to fire more frequently (i.e., encouraging what some police and military persons refer to
as a “spray and pray” mentality). But this still begs the question of whether a 10-round
limit on magazine capacity will affect the outcomes of enough gun attacks to measurably
reduce gun injuries and deaths.

19 In terms of offender characteristics, recall from Chapter 3 that AP buyers are more likely than other gun
buyers to have criminal histories and commit subsequent crimes. This does not seem to apply, however, to
the broader class of semiautomatic users: handgun buyers with and without criminal histories tend to buy
pistols in virtually the same proportions (Wintemute et al., 1998b), and youthful gun offenders using pistols
and revolvers have very comparable criminal histories (Sheley and Wright, 1993b, p. 381). Further,
semiautomatic users, including many of those using AWSs, show no greater propensity to shoot at victims
than do other gun offenders (Harlow, 2001, p. 11; Reedy and Koper, 2003). Other potential confounders to
the comparisons in Tables 9-1 and 9-2 might include shooter age and skill, the nature of the circumstances
(e.g., whether the shooting was an execution-style shooting), the health of the victim(s), the type of location
(e.g., indoor or outdoor location), the distance between the shooter and intended victim(s), the presence of
multiple persons who could have been shot intentionally or accidentally (as bystanders), and (in the mass
shooting incidents) the use of multiple firearms.

10 Tables 9-1 and 9-2 present the strongest evidence from the available studies. However, there are
additional findings from these studies and others that, while weaker, are relevant. Based on gun model
information available for a subset of cases in the Jersey City study, there were 12 gunfire cases involving
guns manufactured with LCMs before the ban (7 of which resulted in wounded victims) and 94 gunfire
cases involving revolvers or semiautomatic models without LCMs. Comparisons of these cases produced
results similar to those of the main analysis: shot fired estimates ranged from 2.83 to 3.25 for the LCM
cases and 2.22 to 2.6 for the non-LCM cases; 1.14 victims were wounded on average in the LCM gunshot
cases and 1,06 in the non-LCM gunshot cases; and LCM gunshot victims had 1.14 wound on average,
which, contrary to expectations, was less than the 1.47 average for other gunshot victims.

The compilation of mass shooting incidents cited in Table 9-1 had tentative shots fired estimates
for 3 of the AW-LCM cases and 4 of the other cases. The AW-LCM cases averaged 93 shots per incident,
a figure two and a half times greater than the 36.5 shot average for the other cases.

Finally, another study of firearm mass murders found that the average number of victims killed
(tallies did not include others wounded) was 6 in AW cases and 4.5 in other cases (Roth and Koper, 1997,
Appendix A). Only 2 of the 52 cases studied clearly involved AWs (or very similar guns). However, the
make and model of the firearm were available for only eight cases, so additional incidents may have
involved LCMs: in fact, at least 35% of the cases involved unidentified semiautomatics. (For those cases in
which at least the gun type and firing action were known, semiautomatics outnumbered non-
semiautomatics by 6 to 1, perhaps suggesting that semiautomatics are used disproportionately in mass
murders.)
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9.2.1. Will a 10-Round Magazine Limit Reduce Gunshot Victimizations?

Specific data on shots fired in gun attacks are quite fragmentary and often inferred
indirectly, but they suggest that relatively few attacks involve more than 10 shots fired.'®
Based on national data compiled by the FBI, for example, there were only about 19 gun
murder incidents a year involving four or more victims from 1976 through 1995 (for a
total of 375) (Fox and Levin, 1998, p. 435) and only about one a year involving six or
more victims from 1976 through 1992 (for a total of 17) (Kleck, 1997, p. 126). Similarly,
gun murder victims are shot two to three times on average according to a number of
sources (see Table 9-2 and Koper and Roth, 2001a), and a study at a Washington, DC
trauma center reported that only 8% of all gunshot victims treated from 1988 through
1990 had five or more wounds (Webster et al., 1992, p. 696).

However, counts of victims hit or wounds inflicted provide only a lower bound
estimate of the number of shots fired in an attack, which could be considerably higher in
light of the low hit rates in gunfire incidents (see above).'” The few available studies on
shots fired show that assailants fire less than four shots on average (see sources in Table
9-1 and Goehl, 1993), a number well within the 10-round magazine limit imposed by the
AW-LCM ban, but these studies have not usually presented the full distribution of shots
fired for all cases, so it is usually unclear how many cases, if any, involved more than 10
shots.

An exception is the aforementioned study of handgun murders and assaults in
Jersey City (Reedy and Koper, 2003). Focusing on cases for which at least the type of
handgun (semiautomatic, revolver, derringer) could be determined, 2.5% of the gunfire
cases involved more than 10 shots.'”” These incidents — all of which involved pistols —
had a 100% injury rate and accounted for 4.7% of all gunshot victims in the sample (see
Figure 9-2). Offenders fired a total of 83 shots in these cases, wounding 7 victims, only 1
of whom was wounded more than once. Overall, therefore, attackers fired over 8 shots

195 Although the focus of the discussion is on attacks with more than 10 shots fired, a gun user with a post-
ban 10-round magazine can attain a firing capacity of 11 shots with many semiautomatics by loading one
bullet into the chamber before loading the magazine.
1% Asa dramatic example, consider the heavily publicized case of Amadou Diallo, who was shot to death
by four New York City police officers just a few years ago. The officers in this case fired upon Diallo 41
times but hit him with only 19 shots (a 46% hit rate), despite his being confined in a vestibule. Two of the
officers reportedly fired until they had emptied their 16-round magazines, a reaction that may not be
uncommon in such high-stress situations. In official statistics, this case will appear as having only one
victim,
"7 The shots fired estimates were based on reported gunshot injuries, physical evidence (for example, shell
casings found at the scene), and the accounts of witnesses and actors. The 2.5% figure is based on
minimum estimates of shots fired. Using maximum estimates, 3% of the gunfire incidents involved more
than 10 shots (Reedy and Koper, 2003, p. 154).

A caveat to these figures is that the federal LCM ban was in effect for much of the study period
(which spanned January 1992 to November 1996), and a New Jersey ban on magazines with more than 15
rounds predated the study period. It is thus conceivable that these laws reduced attacks with LCM guns and
attacks with more than 10 shots fired, though it seems unlikely that the federal ban had any such effect (see
the analyses of LCM use presented in the previous chapter). Approximately 1% of the gunfire incidents
involved more than 15 shots.
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for every wound inflicted, suggesting that perhaps fewer Persons would have been
wounded had the offenders not been able to fire as often.'®

Figure 9-2. Attacks With More Than 10 Shots Fired

Jersey City Handgun Attacks, 1992-1996

*  2.5% - 3% of gunfire incidents involved 11+ shots
— 3.6% - 4.2% of semiauto pistol attacks

+ 100% injury rate

»  Produced 4.7% of all gunshot wound victims

* 8.3 shots per gunshot wound

Based on data reported by Reedy and Koper (2003). Injury statistics based on the 2.5% of cases
involving 11+ shots by minimum estimate.

Caution is warranted in generalizing from these results because they are based on
a very small number of incidents (6) from one sample in one city. Further, it is not
known if the offenders in these cases had LCMs (gun model and magazine information
was very limited); they may have emptied small magazines, reloaded, and continued
firing. But subject to these caveats, the findings suggest that the ability to deliver more
than 10 shots without reloading may be instrumental in a small but non-trivial percentage
of gunshot victimizations.

On the other hand, the Jersey City study also implies that eliminating AWs and
LCMs might only reduce gunshot victimizations by up to 5%. And even this estimate is
probably overly optimistic because the LCM ban cannot be expected to prevent all
incidents with more than 10 shots. Consequently, any effects from the ban (should it be
extended) are likely to be smaller and perhaps quite difficult to detect with standard
statistical methods (see Koper and Roth, 2001a), especially in the near future, if recent
patterns of LCM use continue.

9.3. Post-Ban Trends in Lethal and Injurious Gun Violence

Having established some basis for believing the AW-LCM ban could have at least
a small effect on lethal and injurious gun violence, is there any evidence of such an effect
to date? Gun homicides plummeted from approximately 16,300 in 1994 to 10,100 in
1999, a reduction of about 38% (see the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s Uniform Crime

1% These figures are based on a supplemental analysis not contained in the published study. We thank
Darin Reedy for this analysis.
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Reports). Likewise, non-fatal, assaultive gunshot injuries treated in hospitals nationwide
declined one-third, from about 68,400 to under 46,400, between 1994 and 1998 (Gotsch
et al., 2001, pp. 23-24). Experts believe numerous factors contributed to the recent drop
in these and other crimes, including changing drug markets, a strong economy, better
policing, and higher incarceration rates, among others (Blumstein and Wallman, 2000).
Attributing the decline in gun murders and shootings to the AW-LCM ban is problematic,
however, considering that crimes with LCMs appear to have been steady or rising since
the ban. For this reason, we do not undertake a rigorous investigation of the ban’s effects
on gun violence.'"”

But a more casual assessment shows that gun crimes since the ban have been no
less likely to cause death or injury than those before the ban, contrary to what we might
expect if crimes with AWs and LCMs had both declined. For instance, the percentage of
violent gun crimes resulting in death has been very stable since 1990 according to
national statistics on crimes reported to police (see Figure 9-1 in section 9.1).'"" In fact,
the percentage of gun crimes resulting in death during 2001 and 2002 (2.94%) was
slightly higher than that during 1992 and 1993 (2.9%).

Similarly, neither medical nor criminological data sources have shown any post-
ban reduction in the percentage of crime-related gunshot victims who die. If anything,
this percentage has been higher since the ban, a pattern that could be linked in part to
more multiple wound victimizations stemming from elevated levels of LCM use.
According to medical examiners’ reports and hospitalization estimates, about 20% of
gunshot victims died nationwide in 1993 (Gotsch et al., 2001). This figure rose to 23% in
1996, before declining to 21% in 1998 (Figure 9-3).""! Estimates derived from the
Uniform Crime Reports and the Bureau of Justice Statistics” annual National Crime
Victimization Survey follow a similar pattern from 1992 to 1999 (although the ratio of
fatal to non-fatal cases is much higher in these data than that in the medical data) and also
show a considerable increase in the percentage of gunshot victims who died in 2000 and
2001 (Figure 9-3).""* Of course, changes in offender behavior or other changes in crime

"% In our prior study (Koper and Roth 2001a; Roth and Koper, 1997, Chapter 6), we estimated that gun
murders were about 7% lower than expected in 1995 (the first year after the ban), adjusting for pre-existing
trends. However, the very limited post-ban data available for that study precluded a definitive judgment as
to whether this drop was statistically meaningful (see especially Koper and Roth, 2001a). Furthermore,
that analysis was based on the assumption that crimes with both AWs and LCMs had dropped in the short-
term aftermath of the ban, an assumption called into question by the findings of this study. It is now more
difficult to credit the ban with any of the drop in gun murders in 1995 or anytime since. We did not update
the gun murder analysis because interpreting the results would be unavoidably ambiguous. Such an
investigation will be more productive after demonstrating that the ban has reduced crimes with both AWs
and LCMs.

"% The decline in this figure during the 1980s was likely due in part to changes in police reporting of
aggravated assaults in recent decades (Blumstein, 2000). The ratio of gun murders to gun robberies rose
during the 1980s, then declined and remained relatively flat during the 1990s.

"' Combining homicide data from 1999 with non-fatal gunshot estimates for 2000 suggests that about 20%
of gunshot victimizations resulted in death during 1999 and 2000 (Simon et al., 2002).

112 The SHR/NCVS estimates should be interpreted cautiously because the NCVS appears to undercount
non-fatal gunshot wound cases by as much as two-thirds relative to police data, most likely because it fails
to represent adequately the types of people most likely to be victims of serious crime (i.e., young urban
males who engage in deviant lifestyles) (Cook, 1985). Indeed, the rate of death among gunshot victims
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weaponry (such as an increase in shootings with large caliber handguns) may have
influenced these trends. Yet is worth noting that multiple wound shootings were elevated
over pre-ban levels during 1995 and 1996 in four of five localities examined during our
first AW study, though most of the differences were not statistically significant (Table 9-
4, panels B through E).

Another potential indicator of ban effects is the percentage of gunfire incidents
resulting in fatal or non-fatal gunshot victimizations. If attacks with AWs and LCMs result
in more shots fired and victims hit than attacks with other guns and magazines, we might
expect a decline in crimes with AWs and LCMs to reduce the share of gunfire incidents
resulting in victims wounded or killed. Measured nationally with UCR and NCVS data,
this indicator was relatively stable at around 30% from 1992 to 1997, before rising to about
40% from 1998 through 2000 (Figure 9-4).'"> Along similar lines, multiple victim gun
homicides remained at relatively high levels through at least 1998, based on the national
average of victims killed per gun murder incident (Table 9-4, panel Ay A

appears much higher in the SHR/NCVS series than in data compiled from medical examiners and hospitals
(see the CDC series in Figure 9-3). But if these biases are relatively consistent over time, the data may still
provide useful insights into trends over time.

3 The NCVS estimates are based on a compilation of 1992-2002 data recently produced by the Inter-
University Consortium for Political and Social Research (ICPSR study 3691). In 2002, only 9% of non-
fatal gunfire incidents resulted in gunshot victimizations. This implies a hit rate for 2002 that was below
pre-ban levels, even after incorporating gun homicide cases into the estimate. However, the 2002 NCVS
estimate deviates quite substantially from earlier years, for which the average hit rate in non-fatal gunfire
incidents was 24% (and the estimate for 2001 was 20%). Therefore, we did not include the 2002 data in
our analysis. We used two-year averages in Figures 9-3 and 9-4 because the annual NCVS estimates are
based on very small samples of gunfire incidents. The 2002 sample was especially small, so it seems
prudent to wait for more data to become available before drawing conclusions about hit rates since 2001.
114 We thank David Huffer for this analysis.
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Figure 9-3. Percentage of Gunshot Victimizations Resulting in Death
(National), 1992-2001

10

1892 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

——CDC —-—SHR:NCVSJ

SHR/NCVS serles based on two-year averages from the Supplemental Homicide Reports and Mational Crime Victimization Suney. CDC
series based on homicide and hospitalization data from the Centers for Disease Coentrol (reported by Gotsch et al, 2001).
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Table 9-4. Short-Term, Post-Ban Changes in the Lethality and Injuriousness of
Gun Violence: National and Local Indicators, 1994-1998 *
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Measure and
Location

A. Victims Per Gun
Homicide Incident
(National)

B. Wounds per
Gun Homicide
Victim: Milwaukee
County

C. Wounds Per
Gun Homicide
Victim: Seattle
(King County)

D. Wounds Per
Gunshot Victim:
Jersey City (NJ)

E. % of Gun
Homicide Victims
With Multiple
Wounds: San
Diego County

F. % of Non-Fatal
Gunshot Victims
With Multiple
Wounds: Boston

Pre-Ban Period

Jan. 1986-Sept. 1994
1.05
(N=106,668)

Jan. 1992-Aug. 1994
2.28

(N=282)

Jan. 1992-Aug. 1994
2.08

(N=184)

Jan. 1992-Aug. 94
1.42

(N=125)

Jan. 1992-Aug. 1994
41%
(N=445)

Jan. 1992-Aug. 1994
18%
(N=584)

Post-Ban Period

Oct. 1994-Dec. 1998
1.06
(N=47,511)

Sept. 1994-Dec. 1995
2.52

(N=136)

Sept. 1994-Jun. 1996
2.46

(N=91)

Sept. 1994-Jun. 1996
1,39

(N=137)

Sept. 1994-Jun. 1996
43%
(N=223)

Sept. 1994-Dec. 1995
24%
(N=244)

Change

1%**

11%

18%

-2%

5%

33%*

a. National victims per incident figures based on unpublished update of analysis reported in Roth and
Koper (1997, Chapter 5). Gunshot wound data are taken from Roth and Koper (1997, Chapter 6) and
Koper and Roth (2001a). Wound data are based on medical examiners’ reports (Milwaukee, Seattle, San
Diego), hospitalization data (Boston), and police reports (Jersey City).

* Chi-square p level <.1.

** T-test p level <.01.
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If anything, therefore, gun attacks appear to have been more lethal and injurious
since the ban. Perhaps elevated LCM use has contributed to this pattern. But if this is
true, then the reverse would also be true — a reduction in crimes with LCMs, should the
ban be extended, would reduce injuries and deaths from gun violence.

Figure 9-4. Percentage of Gunfire Cases Resulting in Gunshot
Victimizations (National), 1992-2001

50
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1992-1993 1994-1995 1996-1997 1998-1998 2000-2001

Based on two-year averages from the Supplemental Homicide Reports and National Crime Victimization Survey.

9.4. Summary

Although the ban has been successful in reducing crimes with AWs, any benefits
from this reduction are likely to have been outweighed by steady or rising use of non-
banned semiautomatics with LCMs, which are used in crime much more frequently than
AWs. Therefore, we cannot clearly credit the ban with any of the nation’s recent drop in
gun violence. And, indeed, there has been no discernible reduction in the lethality and
injuriousness of gun violence, based on indicators like the percentage of gun crimes
resulting in death or the share of gunfire incidents resulting in injury, as we might have
expected had the ban reduced crimes with both AWs and LCMs.

However, the grandfathering provision of the AW-LCM ban guaranteed that the
effects of this law would occur only gradually over time. Those effects are still unfolding
and may not be fully felt for several years into the future, particularly if foreign, pre-ban
LCMs continue to be imported into the U.S. in large numbers. It is thus premature to
make definitive assessments of the ban’s impact on gun violence.
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Having said this, the ban’s impact on gun violence is likely to be small at best,
and perhaps too small for reliable measurement. AWs were used in no more than 8% of
gun crimes even before the ban. Guns with LCMs are used in up to a quarter of gun
crimes, but it is not clear how often the outcomes of gun attacks depend on the ability to
fire more than 10 shots (the current limit on magazine capacity) without reloading.

Nonetheless, reducing crimes with AWs and especially LCMs could have non-
trivial effects on gunshot victimizations. As a general matter, hit rates tend to be low in
gunfire incidents, so having more shots to fire rapidly can increase the likelihood that
offenders hit their targets, and perhaps bystanders as well. While not entirely consistent,
the few available studies contrasting attacks with different types of guns and magazines
generally suggest that attacks with semiautomatics — including AWs and other
semiautomatics with LCMs — result in more shots fired, persons wounded, and wounds
per victim than do other gun attacks. Further, a study of handgun attacks in one city
found that about 3% of gunfire incidents involved more than 10 shots fired, and those
cases accounted for nearly 5% of gunshot victims. However, the evidence on these
matters is too limited (both in volume and quality) to make firm projections of the ban’s
impact, should it be reauthorized.
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Abstract

Do bans on large-capacity magazines (LCMs) for semiautomatic firearms have sig-
nificant potential for reducing the number of deaths and injuries in mass shootings?
The most common rationale for an effect of LCM use is that they allow mass killers to
fire many rounds without reloading. LCMs are known to have been used in less than
one third of 1% of mass shootings. News accounts of 23 shootings in which more than
six people were killed or wounded and LCMs were known to have been used,
occurring in the United States in 1994-2013, were examined. There was only one
incident in which the shooter may have been stopped by bystander intervention when
he tried to reload. In all of these 23 incidents, the shooter possessed either multiple
guns or multiple magazines, meaning that the shooter, even if denied LCMs, could have
continued firing without significant interruption by either switching loaded guns or
changing smaller loaded magazines with only a 2- to 4-seconds delay for each magazine
change. Finally, the data indicate that mass shooters maintain such slow rates of fire
that the time needed to reload would not increase the time between shots and thus
the time available for prospective victims to escape.
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Introduction—Mass Shootings and Large-Capacity
Magazines (LCMs)

There have been at least 23 shootings in which more than six victims were shot and
one or more LCMs were known to have been used in the United States in the period
1994-2013. One of the most common political responses to mass shootings has been
to propose new gun control measures, commonly focusing on “assault weapons” and
LCMs. LCMs are detachable ammunition magazines used in semiautomatic firearms
that are capable of holding more than a specified number (most commonly 10 or 15)
rounds. For example, the 1994 federal assault weapons ban prohibited both (a) certain
kinds of guns defined as assault weapons and (b) magazines able to hold more than
10 rounds (Koper, 2004). At least eight states and the District of Columbia similarly
ban magazines with a large capacity, and still other states are considering bills to enact
such restrictions (Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, 2013).

Theory—The Rationale for LCM Bans

When supporters of bans on LCMs provide an explicit rationale for these measures, they
stress the potential for such restrictions to reduce the death toll in mass shootings. And
indeed there is a statistical association between LCM use and the casualty count in mass
shootings (Koper, 2004), though it is unknown whether this reflects an effect of LCM use
or is merely a spurious association reflecting the offender’s stronger intention to harm
many people. If there is a causal effect, how would it operate? Does possession of LCMs
somehow enable aggressors to shoot more victims, above and beyond the ability conferred
by the use of semiautomatic guns equipped with smaller capacity detachable magazines?
(A semiautomatic firearm is a gun that fires a single shot for each pull of the gun’s trigger,
but automatically causes a fresh round to be loaded into the gun’s firing chamber.)

Possession of LCMs is largely irrelevant to ordinary gun crimes, that is, those with
fewer victims than mass shootings, because it is extremely rare that the offenders in such
attacks fire more rounds than can be fired from guns with ordinary ammunition capa-
cities. For example, only 2.5% of handgun crimes in Jersey City, NJ, in 1992-1996
involved over 10 rounds being fired (Reedy & Koper, 2003, p. 154). Even among those
crimes in which semiautomatic pistols were used, and some of the shooters were
therefore likely to possess magazines holding more than 10 rounds, only 3.6% of the
incidents involved over 10 rounds fired. Thus, if LCMs have any effect on the outcomes
of'violent crimes, it is more likely to be found among mass shootings with many victims,
which involve unusually large numbers of rounds being fired.

Koper (2004) noted that “one of the primary considerations motivating passage of
the ban on [LCMs]” was the belief that

semiautomatic weapons with LCMs enable offenders to fire high numbers of shots
rapidly, thereby potentially increasing both the number of persons wounded per gunfire
incident . . . and the number of gunshot victims suffering multiple wounds, both of which
would increase deaths and injuries from gun violence. (p. 80)
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This summary was as much a rationale for restricting semiautomatic guns as it was for
limits on magazine capacity, but Koper also concluded that “an LCM is arguably the
most important feature of an AW. Hence, use of guns with LCMs is probably more
consequential than use of guns with other military-style features” (p. 80). He then
went on: “By forcing AW and LCM offenders to substitute non-AWs with small
magazines, the ban might reduce the number of shots fired per gun, thereby reducing
both victims shot per gunfire incident and gunshot victims sustaining multiple
wounds” (p. 81).

It is reasonable to expect fewer people shot if fewer rounds were fired, but Koper
did not explain why, for example, the use of three 10-round magazines would result
in fewer shots fired than if a 30-round magazine were used. After all, three 10-round
magazines and one 30-round magazine both contain 30 cartridges and thus allow
30 shots to be fired. Semiautomatic guns do not fire any faster when they have a
larger magazine inserted in them than when they have a smaller magazine, nor is the
lethality of any one shot affected by the size of the magazine from which it came. A
limit on the number of cartridges that the shooter could fit into any one magazine
would not limit the total number of rounds of ammunition that a would-be mass
shooter could bring to the scene of their crime, or even the total number loaded into
multiple detachable magazines.

The main difference between a 30-round magazine and three 10-round magazines,
however, is that a shooter equipped with three 10-round magazines would have to
change magazines twice in order to fire 30 rounds, while a shooter with a 30-round
magazine would not have to change magazines at all. This presumably is what Koper
(2004) meant when he wrote that “semiautomatic weapons with LCMs enable offen-
ders to fire high numbers of shots rapidly” (p. 80).

Thus, it could be the additional magazine changes necessitated by the use of
smaller magazines that might reduce the number of people hurt in mass shootings.
Advocates of LCM bans argue that, if LCMs were not available, would-be mass
murderers would shoot fewer people because they would have to reload more often
due to the more limited capacities of the magazines that would then be legally avail-
able. A spokesperson for the Violence Policy Center (2011), for example, argued that
“High-capacity ammunition magazines facilitate mass shootings by giving attackers
the ability to fire numerous rounds without reloading.”

It is not, however, self-evident why this should be so. Skilled shooters can change
detachable magazines in 2 seconds or less, and even relatively unskilled persons can, with
minimal practice, do so in 4 seconds (for a demonstration, see the video at https://
www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZRCjY-GtROY, which shows a 2-seconds magazine
change by an experienced shooter). Certainly, additional magazine changes do not
increase the time needed to fire a given number of rounds by much.

Why, then, might inducing more magazine changes reduce casualty counts? Two
explanations have been offered. First, during an additional interval when the shooter
was forced to change magazines, bystanders might tackle the shooter and prevent any
further shooting. Bystanders are presumably more willing to tackle a shooter while the
shooter was reloading because it would be safer to do so—a shooter armed with only
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one loaded gun would not be able to shoot those seeking to intervene during the effort
to reload. A shooter equipped only with smaller capacity magazines would have to
change magazines sooner and would therefore presumably shoot fewer people before
he was tackled by the bystanders.

Second, additional magazine changes could extend the time interval between some
of the shots, thereby allowing more prospective victims to safely escape the scene than
otherwise would have been the case had the possession of LCMs enabled the shooter
to reload less often.

These scenarios are plausible as logical possibilities, but have they actually
occurred in the past often enough for it to be plausible that they would happen
with some nonnegligible frequency in the future? If the past is any guide to the
future, the credibility of any expectation of future benefits from LCM restrictions
would rely heavily on how often these scenarios have actually played out in past
mass shootings. This research is intended to test the plausibility of these possible
causal linkages between LCM use and the casualty counts of mass shootings by
closely examining the relevant details of such crimes. In particular, it was intended
to estimate the share of mass shootings in which LCM use could plausibly have
affected the casualty count.

Prior Research on LCMs

No one has actually tested whether mass shooters with LCMs fire more rounds than
those without LCMs. We only have evidence indirectly bearing on this issue. Koper
reported data showing that there are more gunshot wound victims in incidents in which
the offender used an LCM (Koper, 2004, p. 86). The meaning of this statistical
association, however, is unclear since one would expect it to exist even if LCM use
had no causal effect on either the number of shots fired or the number of victims shot.
The association is at least partly spurious if the deadliness of the shooter’s intentions
affects both his selection of weaponry (including magazines) and the number of shots
he fires or persons he wounds.

Itis a virtual tautology that the deadliness ofthe shooter’s intentions affects the number
of people hurt, unless one is prepared to assert that there is no relationship whatsoever
between violent intentions and outcomes. While it is certainly true that outcomes do not
match intentions perfectly, it is unlikely that there is no correlation at all.

The deadliness of a would-be mass shooter’s intentions, however, is also likely to
affect preparations for the shooting, such as accumulating many rounds of ammuni-
tion, acquiring multiple guns and multiple magazines, and selecting larger magazines
rather than smaller ones. Accounts of mass shootings with high death tolls routinely
describe the shooters making elaborate plans for their crimes, well in advance of the
attacks, and stockpiling weaponry and ammunition (e.g., see Office of the State’s
Attorney 2013, regarding the Sandy Creek elementary school shootings; Washington
Post “Pa. Killer had Prepared for ‘Long Siege,””” October 4, 2006, regarding the
Amish school killings in Lancaster, PA; Virginia Tech Review Panel, 2007, especially
pp. 25-26, regarding the shootings at Virginia Tech; “Before gunfire, hints of bad
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news,” New York Times August 27, 2012, regarding the Aurora Colorado movie
theater shootings). In short, people who intend to shoot many people are not only
more likely to end up doing so but also prepare for doing so by acquiring equipment
that they believe is better suited to this task.

The most direct indication that the intentions of mass shooters are more deadly
than those of the average gun aggressor, aside from the number of casualties
inflicted itself, is the percentage of wounded victims who were killed rather than
nonfatally wounded. The data gathered for the present study indicate that in 23
LCM-involved mass shooting incidents, a total of 197 gunshot victims were killed
and 298 were nonfatally wounded, for a fatality rate of 40.0%. In contrast, Cook
(1985, p. 96) reported that police reports on general samples of shootings indicated
that about only 15% of those wounded by gunshot were killed. Thus, the lethality of
gunshot wounds inflicted by mass shooters is about 2.7 times as high as for shootings
in general. Any one shot fired from a gun equipped with a larger capacity magazine
is no more deadly or accurate than one fired from a gun with a smaller capacity
magazine, so it is implausible that LCMs affect this fatality rate (deaths/persons
wounded) by enabling shooters to more accurately hit vital areas of a victim’s body
where wounds are more likely to be fatal. Indeed, if those who suggest that shooters
with LCMs fire faster than other shooters are correct, accuracy would be worse in
LCM-involved shootings.

Thus, it is more likely that the high fatality rate in mass shootings is a product of
the aggressor’s stronger intentions to shoot more people, though it could also be
partly a product of the greater use of rifles and shotguns in mass shootings (25 of
the 66 guns used in these incidents [38%] of known gun type were rifles or shot-
guns; in comparison, only 8% of all U.S. gun homicides in 2014 were committed
with rifles or shotguns—U.S. Federal Bureau of Investigation [FBI], 2015). This
too could be an indication of greater shooter lethality, since rifles and shotguns are,
on average, more lethal than handguns (Kleck, 1984). In sum, mass shooters appear
to have more lethal intentions as aggressors, apart from any advantages they may
gain from use of LCMs.

There is therefore sound reason to question whether a simple bivariate association
between LCM use and number of shots fired, or victims wounded, in a mass shooting
reflects a causal effect of LCM use. Unfortunately, there is no known way to directly
measure the lethality of shooters’ intentions at the time of their shootings, so we
cannot simply statistically control for lethality of intentions in order to isolate the
effect of LCM use. On the other hand, it would become more plausible to conclude
that LCM use made its own contribution to the casualty count of shootings, above
and beyond the effects of the apparently more lethal intentions of their users, if there
was some evidence that either (a) significant numbers of mass shootings were dis-
rupted by bystanders intervening when the shooters attempted to reload detachable
magazines or (b) magazine changes increase the time intervals between shots fired,
thus potentially allowing more prospective victims to escape to safety. This article
provides a close examination of the details of mass shootings so as to cast light on
these and related issues.
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Method
Definition of Eligible Incidents

We tried to identify, as comprehensively as possible, all mass shootings that occurred
in the United States in the 20-year period from 1994 through 2013 inclusive and that
were known to have involved an LCM. An LCM was defined as a magazine holding
more than 10 rounds of ammunition. A mass shooting was defined as one in which
more than six people were shot, either fatally or nonfatally, in a single incident. Any
specific numerical cutoff is necessarily somewhat arbitrary, but some are less arbitrary
than others. The six-victim cutoff was used because an offender could shoot as many
as six persons using a typical old-fashioned six-shot revolver of the sort that has been
around since the 19th century, and our goal was to identify all incidents in which it
was plausible that use of an LCM (always used in connection with modern semiauto-
matic firearms) affected the number of casualties. It is less likely that LCMs affect the
casualty count in incidents in which few people were shot, and generally fewer rounds
were fired, since the rationale for banning LCMs is that they permit shooters to fire
many rounds without reloading, and thereby kill or injure more victims (Koper, 2004).
Thus, had the numerical cutoff been set lower, the sample of incidents would have
included more cases in which LCM use was unlikely to have affected the number of
victims. In that way, we have intentionally biased the sample in favor of the hypoth-
esis that LCM use causes a higher casualty count.

We partly relied on a list compiled by the staff of the Violence Policy Center (2015)
to identify LCM-involved mass shootings. Because this organization advocates bans
on LCMs (Violence Policy Center, 2011), we are confident its staff were well moti-
vated to compile as comprehensive a list as possible so as to better document the need
to restrict magazine capacities. Our search of NewsBank and the other compilations of
mass shootings that we cite (see Data Sources section) did not uncover any additional
qualifying incidents. It is nevertheless logically impossible to know for certain that all
qualifying incidents were included.

We did not employ the oft-used definition of “mass murder” as a homicide in
which four or more victims were killed, because most of these involve just four to six
victims (Duwe, 2007), which could therefore have involved as few as six rounds fired,
a number that shooters using even ordinary revolvers are capable of firing without
reloading. LCMs obviously cannot help shooters who fire no more rounds than could
be fired without LCMs, so the inclusion of “nonaffectable’ cases with only four to six
victims would dilute the sample, reducing the percentage of sample incidents in which
an LCM might have affected the number of casualties. Further, had we studied only
homicides with four or more dead victims, drawn from the FBI’s Supplementary
Homicide Reports (SHR), we would have missed cases in which huge numbers of
people were shot, and huge numbers of rounds were fired, but three or fewer of the
victims died. For example, in one widely publicized shooting carried out in Los
Angeles on February 28, 1997, two bank robbers shot a total of 18 people—surely
a mass shooting by any reasonable standard (Table 1). Yet, because none of the people
they shot died, this incident would not qualify as a mass murder (or even murder of
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any kind). Exclusion of such incidents would bias the sample against the proposition
that LCM use increases the number of victims by excluding incidents with large
numbers of victims.

We also excluded shootings in which more than six persons were shot over the
entire course of the incident, but the shootings occurred in multiple locations with no
more than six people shot in any one of the locations, and substantial periods of time
intervened between episodes of shooting. An example is the series of killings com-
mitted by Rodrick Dantzler on July 7, 2011. He killed seven people and wounded two
others, but did so in three different locations over a 5-hr period, shooting no more than
four people in any one of the locations. Since shooters in these types of incidents have
ample time to reload between sets of shots even without LCMs, use of an LCM is less
likely to be relevant to the casualty counts than in a mass shooting as defined herein.

It is not possible to compare shootings involving LCMs with shootings not
involving LCMs, because no source of information on shooting incidents, whether
news media reports or police offense reports, systematically establishes which
shootings did not involve LCMs. Thus, it is impossible to distinguish (a) shootings
in which the perpetrator did not use an LCM from (b) shootings in which the
perpetrator did use an LCM, but this fact was not mentioned in the account of the
incident. Consequently, we are necessarily limited to describing incidents that were
affirmatively identified as involving LCMs. In any case, since our purpose was to
establish how often LCM use affects casualty counts in mass shootings, even if we
could identify incidents that definitely did not involve LCMs, they would be irre-
levant to this narrow purpose because they are obviously cases in which LCM use
could not have affected casualty counts.

Data Sources

We relied on news stories to identify mass shootings and get information on their
details. Relying on news outlets has obvious limits, since some mass shootings get
little news coverage beyond a few stories by news outlets near the shooting location,
and it is possible that none of the writers of these few stories used even one of the
common words and phrases we used in our database searches. Further, even multiple
news accounts of widely reported incidents may not include crucial details of the
incidents, especially the number of shots fired and the duration of the shooting. Also,
early news accounts of shootings are sometimes inaccurate in their details (Huff-
Corzine, Corzine, Jarvis, Tetzlaff-Bemiller, Weller, & Landon, 2014), so we con-
sulted later stories on a given incident (often pertaining to the trial of the shooter)
in addition to early ones. Excluding the early news stories, we found that reported
details of mass shootings were extremely consistent across stories. Fortunately, the
known biases of news coverage of crime mostly work in favor of our goal of covering
shootings in which many shots were fired, since news coverage is biased in favor of
reporting incidents with larger numbers of victims (Duwe, 2000).

The alternative of using police reports was not feasible because such reports are not
publicly available for a large share of homicides. Relying on the FBI’s SHR would be
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even worse than news accounts for our purposes, because this source says nothing
about the number of rounds fired, number of guns used, details about the guns used
(beyond whether they were handguns, rifles, or shotguns), number of magazines used,
or the capacity of magazines used for any homicide incidents, whereas news stories
provide such information for many mass shootings. These same deficiencies apply to
data from the FBI’s National Incident-based Reporting System, which have the addi-
tional disadvantage of covering only part of the nation.

A variety of sources were used to identify eligible incidents. First, as previously
noted, we consulted “Mass Shootings in the United States Involving High-Capacity
Ammunition Magazines,” a fact sheet compiled by the Violence Policy Center, avail-
able online at http://www.vpc.org/fact_sht/VPCshootinglist.pdf. This source only
covers incidents known to involve magazines with a capacity of 10 or more rounds.

Second, we searched the NewsBank Infoweb online database which covers hun-
dreds of print, broadcast, and online news outlets, including newspapers, news maga-
zines, transcripts of television news programs, and online-only news providers, in
every state in the nation. We searched for articles whose text (including headlines)
included any of the following phrases: “mass shooting,” ‘“massacre,”” mass murder,
“shooting spree,” or “rampage” for the 20-year period from January 1, 1994, through
December 31, 2013.

Third, we consulted the following existing compilations of mass shootings, mass
murders, and “‘active shooter incidents” (and the sources they cited) to identify
potentially relevant shooting incidents:

e “US Mass Shootings, 1982-2012: Data from Mother Jones’ (2013) Investiga-
tion,” created by the staff of Mother Jones magazine, available online at http://
www.motherjones.com/politics/2012/12/mass-shootings-mother-jones-full-data.
This source only covers incidents in public places with four or more dead, and
therefore misses those with many victims shot but three or fewer of them fatally
as well as incidents occurring in private places. It also includes some spree
shootings in which only a few victims were shot in any one location.

e ““Analysis of Recent Mass Shootings™ (September 2013), compiled by Mayors
Against Illegal Guns, and available online at http://www.demandaction.org/
detail/2013-09-updated-analysis-of-recent-mass-shootings. This covers inci-
dents only for January 2009 to September 2013, and only those with four or
more dead victims, thereby excluding those with many victims shot, but three
or fewer shot fatally.

e Bjelopera, Bagalman, Caldwell, Finklea, and McCallion (March 18, 2013).
Public Mass Shootings in the United States: Selected Implications for Federal
Public Health and Safety Policy. Washington, DC: Congressional Research
Service. This source only covers incidents occurring in public places and with
four or more deaths, thereby excluding cases with many victims shot but three
or fewer fatally as well as those occurring in private places.

e Citizens Crime Commission of New York City. “Mass Shooting Incidents in
America (1984-2012),” at http://www.nycrimecommission.org/mass-shoot
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ing-incidents-america.php, accessed January 15, 2014. This source covers
shootings with four or more persons killed, with a magazine capable of holding
more than 10 rounds. It excludes cases with no known use of LCMs, and
incidents with many victims shot but three or fewer killed.

Notwithstanding the use of these multiple sources, we cannot be certain of achieving
absolutely complete coverage of all LCM-involved mass shootings. Most of the sources
rely, directly or indirectly, on news media accounts of the incidents, and some of these
shootings received little coverage beyond local news outlets and perhaps an Associated
Press state wire service story. The fewer news stories reporting an incident, the more
likely it is that there were no stories containing any of the commonly used phrases for
which we searched. The mass shootings most likely to receive little news coverage are
those with fewer than four victims killed. Most of the lightly covered incidents we
discovered also involved fewer than 10 victims shot, fatally or nonfatally.

On the other hand, it is unlikely that we missed many large-scale shootings,
because these are likely to be well covered by multiple news outlets. Since those
we missed are likely to involve fewer victims, it is also less likely that an LCM was
needed for shooting as many people as were shot in these incidents. Omission of
these cases, therefore, biases the sample in favor of the hypothesis that LCMs affect
casualty counts.

As a check on the completeness of coverage of our methods, we used the FBI’s
SHRs data to identify all SHR-covered U.S. homicides that involved more than six
dead victims and the use of firearms (not just those involving LCMs). These SHR data
sets cover about 90% of U.S. homicides. For the period 19942013, we identified 17
qualifying incidents in the SHR data sets. We then checked to see if our search
methods would have identified these cases. We found that searches of the NewsBank
database alone identified all 17 of these incidents. Thus, shootings with many dead
victims clearly are completely covered by the news media.

Once eligible incidents were identified, we searched through news accounts for
details related to whether the use of LCMs could have influenced the casualty counts.
Specifically, we searched for (1) the number of magazines in the shooter’s immediate
possession, (2) the capacity of the largest magazine, (3) the number of guns in the
shooter’s immediate possession during the incident, (4) the types of guns possessed,
(5) whether the shooter reloaded during the incident, (6) the number of rounds fired,
(7) the duration of the shooting from the first shot fired to the last, and (8) whether
anyone intervened to stop the shooter.

Findings

How many mass shootings were known to have been committed using LCMs? We identified
23 total incidents in which more than six people were shot at a single time and place in
the United States from 1994 through 2013 and that were known to involve use of any
magazines with capacities over 10 rounds. Table 1 summarizes key details of the
LCM-involved mass shootings relevant to the issues addressed in this article.
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What fraction of all mass shootings are known to involve LCMs? There is no
comprehensive listing of all mass shootings available for the entire 1994-2013
period, but the most extensive one currently available is the one at the Shootingtrack
er.com website, which only began its coverage in 2013. For 2013, this database
identified 31 incidents in which more than six victims were supposedly killed or
injured. This source includes deaths or injuries of perpetrators in their counts of
“victim” deaths and injuries and also counts as victims’ persons who were shot at,
but not hit. Correcting these flaws eliminated six of the incidents as mass shootings,
while another three incidents were spree shootings. Eliminating these nine ineligible
incidents left 22 genuine mass shootings. The Shootingtracker database itself does
not record LCM use, but examination of news media accounts indicated that none of
these 22 incidents in 2013 were known to involve use of an LCM. For 2013, the
Violence Policy Center (2015) identified just one shooting with more than six
victims killed or injured that involved an LCM, but this incident was a spree shoot-
ing in which eight people were shot in three different widely spaced locations, with
no more than three shot in any one of the locations (the June 7, 2013, incident in
Santa Monica, CA). Thus, there apparently were zero mass shootings in 2013 known
to involve LCMs.

To put these numbers in perspective, for the United States as a whole in 2013, there
were an estimated 14,196 people killed in murders and nonnegligent manslaughters
(MNNM) involving any weapon types, 9,795 of them killed with firearms (U.S. FBI,
2014b). There were an estimated 13,349 mnnm incidents,' of which just 3 involved
more than six dead victims, 12,675 involved a single dead victim, and 13,346 involved
six or fewer dead victims (U.S. Department of Justice Federal Bureau of Investigation,
2015). The 22 qualifying shooting incidents identified by Shooting Tracker as involv-
ing more than six victims therefore accounted for less than one sixth of 1% of
homicide incidents and victims killed in those incidents claimed less than one tenth
of 1% of homicide victims.

One might speculate that there were significant numbers of mass shootings in
which LCMs were used, but not a single news account mentioned the LCM use. The
use of LCMs has been a major focus of gun control advocacy groups and national
news outlets since at least 1989, when a Stockton California schoolyard shooting lead
to the nation’s first state-level assault weapons ban (Kleck, 1997, chap. 4). In this
light, it seems unlikely that LCM use in a mass shooting would go completely unre-
ported in all news accounts, but it cannot be ruled out as a logical possibility. It is,
however, irrelevant to our analyses unless shootings with unmentioned LCM use are
systematically different from those that explicitly mentioned LCM use—a speculation
we cannot test.

LCMs are sometimes defined as magazines holding over 10 rounds, sometimes as
those holding over 15 rounds (Koper, 2004). For our entire 20-year study period of
1994-2013, 23 mass shootings were known to involve LCMs using the more inclusive
cutoff of 10 rounds, that is, at least one round was fired during the incident from a gun
equipped with a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds. Using the more
stringent cutoff of more than 15 rounds, 20 incidents were known to involve LCMs.
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Thus, LCM-involved mass shootings are known to have occurred an average of once
per year in the United States over this 20-year period.

How often have bystanders intervened while a mass shooter was trying to reload? How many
times people have disrupted a mass shooting while the shooter was trying to load a
detachable magazine into a semiautomatic gun? Note that it is irrelevant whether
interveners have stopped a shooter while trying to reload some other type of gun,
using other kinds of magazines, since we are addressing the potential significance of
restrictions on the capacity of detachable magazines that are used only with semiauto-
matic firearms. Thus, bystander intervention directed at shooters using other types of
guns that take much longer to reload than a semiautomatic gun using detachable
magazines could not provide any guidance as to the likelihood of bystander interven-
tion when the shooter was using a semiautomatic gun equipped with detachable
magazines that can be reloaded very quickly. Prospective interveners would presum-
ably be more likely to tackle a shooter who took a long time to reload than one who
took only 2- to 4-s to do so. Likewise, bystander interventions that occurred at a time
when the shooter was not reloading (e.g., when he was struggling with a defective gun
or magazine) are irrelevant, since that kind of bystander intervention could occur
regardless of what kinds of magazines or firearms the shooter was using. It is the
need to reload detachable magazines sooner and more often that differentiates shoo-
ters using smaller detachable magazines from those using larger ones.

For the period 1994-2013 inclusive, we identified three mass shooting incidents
(with or without LCM use) in which it was claimed that interveners disrupted the
shooting by tackling the shooter while he was trying to reload. In only one of the three
cases, however, did interveners actually tackle the shooter while he may have been
reloading a semiautomatic firearm. In one of the incidents, the weapon in question was
a shotgun that had to be reloaded by inserting one shotshell at a time into the weapon
(Knoxville News Sentinel “Takedown of Alleged Shooter Recounted” July 29, 2008,
regarding a shooting in Knoxville, TN on July 27, 2008), and so the incident is
irrelevant to the effects of detachable LCMs. In another incident, occurring in Spring-
field, OR, on May 21, 1998, the shooter, Kip Kinkel, was using a semiautomatic gun,
and he was tackled by bystanders, but not while he was reloading. After exhausting the
ammunition in one gun, the shooter started firing another loaded gun, one of the three
firearms he had with him. The first intervener was shot in the hand in the course of
wresting this still-loaded gun away from the shooter (7he (Portland) Oregonian, May
23, 1998).

The final case occurred in Tucson, AZ, on January 8, 2011. This is the shooting in
which a man named Jared Loughner attempted to assassinate Representative Gabrielle
Giffords. The shooter was using a semiautomatic firearm and was tackled by bystan-
ders, purportedly while trying to reload a detachable magazine. Even in this case,
however, there were important uncertainties. According to one news account, one
bystander “grabbed a full magazine” that the shooter dropped, and two others helped
subdue him (Associated Press, January 9, 2011). It is not, however, clear whether this
bystander intervention was facilitated because (1) the shooter was reloading or
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because (2) the shooter stopping firing when his gun or magazine failed to function
properly. Eyewitness testimony, including that of the interveners, was inconsistent as
to exactly why or how the intervention transpired in the Giffords shooting. One
intervener insisted that he was sure the shooter had exhausted the ammunition in the
first magazine (and thus was about to reload) because he saw the gun’s slide locked
back—a condition he believed could only occur with this particular firearm after the
last round is fired. In fact, this can also happen when the gun jams, that is, fails to
chamber the next round (Morrill, 2014; Salzgeber, 2014).

Complicating matters further, the New York Times reported that the spring on the
second magazine was broken, presumably rendering it incapable of functioning. Their
story’s headline and text characterized this mechanical failure as “perhaps the only
fortunate event of the day” (New York Times “A Single, Terrifying Moment: Shots,
Scuffle, Some Luck,” January 10, 2011, p. Al). If the New York Times account was
accurate, the shooter would not have been able to continue shooting with that magazine
even if no one had stopped him from loading it into his gun. Detachable magazines of
any size can malfunction, which would at least temporarily stop a prospective mass
shooter from firing, and thereby provide an opportunity for bystanders to stop the
shooter. It is possible that the bystander intervention in the Tucson case could have
occurred regardless of what size magazines the shooter possessed, since a shooter
struggling with a defective small-capacity magazine would be just as vulnerable to
disruption as one struggling with a defective LCM. Thus, it remains unclear whether
the shooter was reloading a functioning magazine when the bystanders tackled him.

The real significance of LCM use in the Gabrielle Giffords shooting is that the first
magazine that the shooter used had a capacity of 33 rounds, and the shooter fired 31
times before being tackled. Had he possessed only a 15-round magazine, and bystan-
ders were willing to intervene when the shooter either reloaded or struggled with a
defective magazine, he would have been able to fire at most 16 rounds (including one
in the firing chamber)—15 fewer than the 31 he actually fired before he was stopped,
for whatever reason. Consequently, instead of the 19 people he shot (6 fatally, 13
nonfatally), it would be reasonable to estimate that he would have shot only about half
as many victims. Thus, the absence of an LCM might have prevented three killings
and six or seven nonfatal gunshot woundings in this incident.

The bystander intervention in the Giffords shooting was, however, unique, and
occurred only because there were extraordinarily courageous and quick-thinking
bystanders willing and able to tackle the shooter. Over a 20-year period in the United
States, the Tucson incident appears to be the only known instance of a mass shooter
using a semiautomatic firearm and detachable magazines in which the shooter was
stopped by bystanders while the shooter may have been trying to reload such a
magazine. All other mass shootings have instead stopped only when the shooter chose
to stop and left the scene, the shooter committed suicide, or armed police arrived and
forced the shooter to stop (see U.S. FBI, 2014a).

The use of multiple guns and multiple magazines. Restrictions on LCMs obviously could
not have affected mass shootings in which no LCMs were used, so it is just those that
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Table 2. Summary of Key Characteristics of Mass Shootings (>6 Shot) With Large-Capacity
Magazines, United States, 1994-2013.

Mass Shootings With Magazines Mass Shootings With Magazines

Over 10 Rounds (n = 23) Over 15 Rounds (n = 20)
Key Characteristics of the Not Not
Incidents Yes No Reported Yes No Reported
Multiple guns 17 (74/74%) 6 0 15 (75/75%) 5 0
Multiple magazines 23 (100/100%) O 0 20 (100/100%) O 0
Both multiple guns and |7 (74/74%) 6 0 I5 (75/75%) 5 0
multiple magazines
Either multiple guns or 23 (100/100%) O 0 20 (100/100%) O 0
multiple magazines
Shooter reloaded 14 (88/61%) 2 7 12 (86/60%) 2 6

Note. First number in parentheses after each frequency is the percentage of incidents with nonmissing
information that had the indicated attribute. The second number in parentheses is the percentage of all
incidents, including those for which the relevant information was missing, that had the indicated attribute.

involved LCMs that are relevant to judging the benefits that might have accrued had
LCMs been unavailable at the beginning of the study period. As previously noted,
there is considerable evidence that people who commit large-scale shootings, unlike
most ordinary aggressors, devote considerable advance planning to their crimes. Part
of their preparations entails cumulating multiple guns, multiple magazines, and many
rounds of ammunition. The significance of this is that, in cases where the shooter has
more than one loaded gun, he can continue firing, without significant pause, even
without LCMs, simply by switching to a loaded gun. Alternatively, if he has multiple
small magazines rather than LCMs, the shooter can continue firing many rounds with
only a 2- to 4-s pause between shots for switching magazines.

Table 2 displays how often LCM-involved mass shootings involved shooters using
either multiple guns or multiple magazines. Of 23 such incidents using the “more-
than-10-rounds™ criterion, the shooters possessed more than one gun in 17 incidents
(74%), leaving six cases in which it was known that the shooter possessed just one
gun. Of 20 incidents using the more-than-15-rounds criterion, the shooters possessed
more than one gun in 15 incidents (75%), leaving five cases in which it was known
that the shooter possessed just one gun.

Of 23 mass shootings with LCMs (>10 rounds), offenders were known to possess
multiple detachable magazines in all 23 incidents (100%). Likewise, of the 20 mass
shootings with magazines holding over 15 rounds, all 20 involved shooters with
multiple magazines.

The average number of magazines in the immediate possession of offenders in
incidents in which magazines with a capacity greater than 10 were possessed was at
least 5.78 (Table 1). These offenders could have continued firing, even if they had
possessed only one gun, with only the interruptions of 2—4 s that it would take for each
magazine change.
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In sum, there were no mass shootings in the United States in 1994-2013 known to
have involved LCMs in which the shooter did not possess either multiple guns or
multiple detachable magazines. In all mass shootings in which the shooters were
known to have possessed one or more LCMs, the shooters could have either continued
firing many rounds without any interruption at all simply by switching loaded guns or
could have fired many rounds with only very brief interruptions of 2—4 s to change
detachable magazines.

The offenders in LCM-involved mass shootings were also known to have reloaded
during 14 of the 23 (61%) incidents with magazine holding over 10 rounds. The
shooters were known to have not reloaded in another 2 of these 20 incidents, and it
could not be determined if they reloaded in the remaining seven incidents. Thus, even
if the shooters had been denied LCMs, we know that most of them definitely would
have been able to reload smaller detachable magazines without interference from
bystanders since they in fact did change magazines. The fact that this percentage is
less than 100% should not, however, be interpreted to mean that the shooters were
unable to reload in the other nine incidents. It is possible that the shooters could also
have reloaded in many of these nine shootings, but chose not to do so, or did not need
to do so in order to fire all the rounds they wanted to fire. This is consistent with the
fact that there has been at most only one mass shooting in 20 years in which reloading
a semiautomatic fircarm might have been blocked by bystanders intervening and
thereby stopping the shooter from doing all the shooting he wanted to do. All we
know is that in two incidents, the shooter did not reload, and news accounts of seven
other incidents did not mention whether the offender reloaded.

Do more magazine changes allow more prospective victims to escape? An alternative
rationale for why limiting aggressors to smaller magazines would result in fewer
casualties in mass shootings is that the increased number of magazine changes
necessitated by use of smaller magazines would create additional pauses in the
shooting, allowing more potential victims to escape than would otherwise escape.
For example, a story in the Hartford Courant about the Sandy Hook elementary
school killings in 2012 was headlined “Shooter Paused, and Six Escaped,” the text
asserting that as many as six children may have survived because the shooter paused
to reload (December 23, 2012). The author of the story, however, went on to concede
that this was just a speculation by an unnamed source, and that it was also possible
that some children simply escaped when the killer was shooting other children.
There was no reliable evidence that the pauses were due to the shooter reloading,
rather than his guns jamming or the shooter simply choosing to pause his shooting
while his gun was still loaded.

The plausibility of the “victims escape” rationale depends on the average rates of
fire that shooters in mass shootings typically maintain. If they fire very fast, the 2—4 s
it takes to change box-type detachable magazines could produce a slowing of the rate
of fire that the shooters otherwise would have maintained without the magazine
changes, increasing the average time between rounds fired and potentially allowing
more victims to escape during the between-shot intervals. On the other hand, if mass
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Table 3. Known Rates of Fire in Mass Shootings, 1994-2013.
Average Average

Time of Firing Shots Seconds  Number
Date of Incident Shots Fired® (Minutes)® Per Minute  Per Shot  of Guns
June 20, 1994 >50 c.5 >10 <6.0 2
February 28, 1997 1,101 44 25 24 4
April 20, 1999 188 49 3.8 15.8 4
September 15, 1999 >100 10 >10.0 <6.0 2
September 2, 1999 10 <30 >0.33 <180.0 I
May 24, 2000 c7 <90 >0.08 <7714 I
September 22, 2000 9+ <|0 >0.9 <66.7 |
December 26, 2000 37 5-8 (6.5) 5.7 10.5 3
February 5, 2001 25-30 (27.5) 8-15 (11.5) 24 25.1 4
March 5, 2001 c. 24 6 c. 4.0 c. 15.0 I
March12, 2005 22 <l >22.0 <27 I
March 21, 2005 45 9 5.0 12.0 3
March 25, 2006 9+ c.5 >1.6 <333 2
October 2, 2006 17-18 (17.5) c.2 c. 875 c. 6.9 2
April 16,2007 c. 174 156 c. I.11 c. 538 2
October 7, 2007 30 c c. 30.0 c. 20 3
December 5, 2007 >30 c.6 >5.0 <12.0 I
February 14, 2008 56 5 1.1 5.4 4
January 7, 2010 15 30 3.8 15.7 4
August 3, 2010 19 3 6.3 9.5 2
January 8, 2011 31 0.25 125 0.48 I
September 6, 201 | 60+ .42 42.3+ .4 3
July 20, 2012 76 c.6 12.7 474 4
September 27,2012 46+ 14 >33 <183 I
December 14, 2012 154+ 4 38.5+ 1.6 3

Note. ¢ = circa.

*Where a range was provided in news accounts, the midpoint of the range (shown in parentheses) of shots
fired or time of firing was used in rate-of-fire computations.

shooters fire their guns with the average interval between shots lasting more than
2—4 s, the pauses due to additional magazine changes would be no longer than the
pauses the shooter typically took between shots even when not reloading. In that case,
there would be no more opportunity for potential victims to escape than there would
have been without the additional magazine changes.

Table 3 displays data on rates of fire for LCM-involved mass shootings in 1994—
2013. Information on both the duration of the firing and the number of rounds fired was
available for 17 of the 23 incidents shown in Table 1 plus another 8 mass shootings for
which the necessary information was available but that did not involve any known LCM
use. Reliable information on duration of fire may well be unavailable from any source
for many mass shootings. There are rarely audio recordings that would provide precise
information on the duration of fire (as there were in the 2012 Aurora Colorado movie

000503
EXHIBIT QQ

SER607



1:17-cv-0163BERCIER OGN :6-F 1P dRE726Y1 - PR 6 9528Page 142

44 Justice Research and Policy 17(1)

theater shooting), so eyewitness estimates are usually the basis for establishing this. On
the other hand, there is often quite reliable information on the number of rounds fired,
since semiautomatic firearms eject an empty shell casing after each round is fired.
When shooters use such guns, crime scene investigators can (absent removal of the
evidence by the offender or souvenir hunters) establish the number of rounds fired by
counting cartridge casings recovered at the scene.

Average rate of fire was computed as the average number of seconds between
shots. In the 25 incidents for which average rates of fire could be determined,
shooters never maintained an average rate of fire anywhere as fast as that at which
their firearms were capable of firing. Shooters firing as fast as the gun allows can
easily fire three rounds per second with a typical semiautomatic firearm, that is, with
only about one third of a second between rounds. In only three incidents were mass
shooters known to have averaged less than 2 s between rounds. This is no more than
one sixth of the maximum rate of fire of which semiautomatic guns are capable (see
Table 3, incidents occurring on January 8, 2011, September 6, 2011, and December
14, 2012). This means that taking 2 s to reload a detachable magazine would not
have slowed the shooters’ average rate of fire at all in 22 of the 25 incidents for
which rate of fire could be established and would have only slightly slowed the rate
in the remaining three incidents.

It cannot be assumed, however, that in the three incidents in which usually high
rates of fire were maintained, use of smaller magazines would have slowed the rate of
fire due to a need to change magazines more often. Shooters possessed multiple guns
in two of these three relatively rapid fire incidents (those occurring on September 6,
2011 and December 13, 2012), which means that, rather than needing to change
magazines to continue shooting, the aggressors could simply have switched guns,
from one firearm emptied of rounds to another loaded firearm, without pausing in
their shooting at all. Over the 20-year study period, there was just one LCM-involved
mass shooting incident in the United States in which a shooter maintained an average
rate of fire with less than 2 s elapsing between shots, and possessed only a single
gun—the shooting involving Jared Loughner (on January 8, 2011), who was stopped
from further shooting when he was tackled by bystanders.

In sum, in nearly all LCM-involved mass shootings, the time it takes to reload a
detachable magazine is no greater than the average time between shots that the shooter
takes anyway when not reloading. Consequently, there is no affirmative evidence that
reloading detachable magazines slows mass shooters’ rates of fire, and thus no affirma-
tive evidence that the number of victims who could escape the killers due to additional
pauses in the shooting is increased by the shooter’s need to change magazines.

Conclusions

In light of the foregoing information, it is unlikely that the larger number of rounds
fired in the average LCM-linked mass shooting found by Koper (2004) was in any
sense caused by the use of LCMs. In all but one of such cases in the period from 1994
through 2013, there was nothing impossible or even difficult about the shooter firing
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equally large numbers of rounds even if he had possessed only smaller capacity
magazines, since the same number of rounds could easily have been fired with smaller
detachable magazines of the sort that would remain legally available under LCM bans.
Instead, the larger number of rounds fired by LCM-using shooters is more likely to
reflect the more lethal intentions prevailing among such shooters, just as their planned
use of multiple guns and multiple magazines, and the unusually high fatality rate
(deaths over total woundings) of their attacks are outward indications of a desire to
shoot many people. Unfortunately, there are no known methods for reliably measuring
the lethality of shooters’ intentions independent of the outcomes of their crimes,
making it impossible to statistically control for this factor in a multivariate statistical
analysis and thereby isolate the effects of LCM use.

One cannot prove a negative, and it is possible that mass shooters in the future
might be different from those in the past, and that would-be mass shooters, unlike
those of the past, would not obtain multiple guns or multiple smaller capacity maga-
zines as substitutes for LCMs. One might also speculate that incidents that did not end
up with many shooting victims turned out that way because the shooter did not use an
LCM. At this point, however, there is little sound affirmative empirical basis for
expecting that fewer people would be killed or injured if LCM bans were enacted.

Focusing gun control efforts on mass shootings makes sense from a political
standpoint, since support for gun control is elevated following highly publicized gun
crimes. Such efforts, however, are less sensible for purposes of reducing the death toll
from gun violence, especially if they focus on technologies rarely used in gun crime as
a whole. Controls aimed at reducing ordinary forms of firearm violence, such as
shootings with just one or a few victims, are more likely to have large impacts on
the aggregate gun violence death toll for the simple reason that nearly all victims of
gun violence are hurt in incidents with a small number of victims. For example, less
than 1% of U.S. homicide incidents in 2013 involved more than two victims killed
(U.S. Department of Justice Federal Bureau of Investigation, 2015).

Most types of gun control focus on preventing more dangerous people from acquir-
ing, possessing, or using any type of gun, and therefore have potential to prevent a
wide array of gun crimes. A prime example is a law requiring background checks on
persons seeking to buy guns. Gun laws with a background check component, such
owner license and purchase permit laws, have been found to be potentially effective in
reducing homicide (Kleck & Patterson, 1993, p. 274). There is already a federal law
requiring background checks, but it only applies to purchases from licensed gun
dealers. Extending these checks to cover private gun transfers—that is, implementing
a federal universal background check (Kleck, 1991, pp. 433—435)—is far more likely
to prevent significant numbers of gun crimes than measures aimed at rarely used gun
technologies like LCMs and extremely rare types of violent incidents like mass
shootings.
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Note

1. Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR) data for 2013 indicate that there were an average of
1.063 victims per SHR-covered homicide incident, implying 13,349 incidents.
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Bureau of Justice Statistics
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Director

These statistical tables were created by Jayne E. Robinson of
the Bureau of Justice Statistics, under the supervision of
Michael R. Rand. Catherine Bird provided statistical
assistance and edited these tables. Dave Watt, of the U.S.
Census Bureau, produced the tables.

National Crime Victimization Survey data collection and
processing activities are conducted by the U.S, Census Bureau,

under the supervision of Jeremy Shimer, and assisted by Christopher

Seamands, Edward Madrid, Kathryn Cheza, Laura Flores,
Kathleen Stoner and Terri Donlin of the Crime Surveys Branch,
Programming assistance in the Demographic Surveys Division
was provided by Scott Raudabaugh, Chris Alaura, Mildred
Ballenger, Loan Nguyen, and Darryl Cannon, under the
supervision of David Watt.

Guidance on technical matters related to the program was
provided by Stephen Ash and Barbara Blass, Demographic
Statistical Methods Division, U. S. Census Bureau.

Data presented in these statistical tables may be obtained from
the National Archive of Criminal Justice Data at the University of
Michigan at: http://iwww.icpsr.umich.edu/NACJD/index.htm

The name of the data set is Criminal Victimization in the United
States, 2008 (ICPSR 25461).

These statistical tables and other reports and data are available
on the BJS website at: www.bjs.gov.

National Crime Victimization Survey, 2008- -Statistical tables
NCJ 231173

1. Victims of crime - United States.
2. Crime and criminals - United States.
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence, 2008:

Percent distribution of incidents, by victim-offender relationship,

type of crime, and number of offenders

Percent of incid
Mumber of offenders
Nat known
Relationship and Number of Faur or not
type of crime incidents Total One Two Three ar mare available
All incldents
Crimes of violence 4,581,260 100 % 75.8 6.9 5.1 54 6.9
Completed violence 1,291,780 100 % 74.9 9.3 8.8 4.3 27"
Attempted/threatened violence 3,289,480 100 % 76.1 6.0 38 5.8 86
Rapefsexual assault’ 200,520 100 % 89.0 3.0° 38" 00" 42°
Robbery 504,110 100 % 57.4 18.5 9.1 10.3 486"
Completed/property taken 346,240 100 % 59.3 20.2 99" | P B 42"
Attempted to take property 157,870 100 % 53.3 14.8* 74" 19.0* 54"
Assault 3,876,640 100 % 775 586 48 5.0 74
Aggravated 768,770 100 % 724 44" 9.7 74 6.2
Simple 3,107,870 100 % 78.7 5.8 3.3 4.4 7.7
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence 2,285,170 100 % 62.5 B2 7.3 8.3 13.7
Completed violence 538,280 100 % 58.9 13.2 121 10.1 58*
Attempted/threatened viclence 1,746,880 100 % 63.7 6.7 5.8 7 16.1
Rape/sexual assault® 70,630 100% 774 oo 10.7 * 0.0°* 11.9*
Robbery 340,480 100 % 45.7 225 109" 153 56"
Completed/property taken 209,480 100 % 46.9 25.4 122 105" 50"
Attempted to take property 131,010 100 % 43.8 179" 89" 289"~ 65"
Assault 1,874,060 100 % 65.0 6.0 6.5 7.3 15.2
Aggravated 399,380 100 % 56.6 62" 125 12.8 119
Simple 1,474,680 100 % 67.3 5.9 4.8 58 16.2
Involving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 2,296,090 100 % 89.0 55 29 25 02"
Completed violence 753,490 100 % 86.4 6.5 6.4 02" 05"
Attempted/threatened violence 1,542,600 100 % 0.2 5.1 P 3.6 00"
Rape/sexual assault’ 129,880 100 % 95.4 46 o0+ 0.0+ 0.0+
Robbery 163,630 100 % B1.9 10.2* 54* 0.0* 25"
Completed/property taken 136,760 100 % 78.3 122* 6.5* oo* 30
Altempted to take property 26,860 * 100 % 100.0 * 0.0* 00" oo* 0.0*
Assault 2,002,580 100 % 89.1 5.2 2.8 28 00"
Aggravated 369,400 100 % B9.6 2.5 65" 14* 00"
Simple 1,633,190 100 % 89.0 5.8 20" 31 00"

Mote: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

*Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample cases.

“Includes verbal threats of rape and threats of sexual assault

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 2008 — Statistical Tables

SER615

May 2011

000511
EXHIBIT RR



Case 3:1Cas@1D2-HEBN; NIBOSRII18nHDt 565 1 536d, MHEBNT: $axgePagé3l5Pajed880 of 150

O 0 3 O U A W N -

N N N N N N N NN e e e et e e e ek e
0 3 O W AW N = O WO 00NN YN REW NN O

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE &
PISTOL ASSOCIATION, .
INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
c?_pam? as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendant.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT:

. I, the undersilgned, declare under penalty of perjury that I am a citizen of the
United States over 18 years of zag. My business address is 180 E. Ocean Boulevard,
Suite 200 Long Beach, CA 90802. I am not a party to the above-entitled action.

I have cause service of the following documents, described as:
EXHIBITS HH-RR TO THE DECLARATION OF ANNA M. BARVIR IN

SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

on all parties by placing a copy in a separate envelope, with postage fully prepaid, for
1e\;a}ch g%dg‘eos? 7ne}llnll)ed below 31113 deposigng each in tﬁ)e Us. l\gail atg Longpreac?h, CA, on
ay 26, .

Ms. Alexandra Robert Gordon
Mr. Anthony P. O’Brien .
California Department of Justice
1300 I Street, Suite 125
Sacramento, CA 95814

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

on May 26, 2017, at Long Beach, CA. O .
Xl 0\,0 17 AN
s

Laura Palmer'Q

PROOF OF SERVICE
17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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C.D. Michel — SBN 144258

Sean A. Brady — SBN 262007

Anna M. Barvir — SBN 268728
Matthew D. Cubeiro — SBN 291519
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802

Telephone: (562) 216-4444
Facsimile: (562) 216-4445

Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
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WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE & DECLARATION OF ANNA M.
PISTOL ASSOCIATION, BARVIR IN SUPPORT OF
INCORPORATED, a California PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
corporation, PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
c%pacit as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendants.
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Gun Digest 2013 (Jerry Lee ed., 67th ed. 2012)

Website pages for Glock “Safe Action” Gen4 Pistols,
Glock; M&P®9 M2.0™, Smith & Wesson; CZ 75 B, CZ-
USA; Ruger® SR9®, Ruger; P320 Nitron Full-Size, Sig
Sauer

Pages 73-97 from The Complete Book of Autopistols: 2013
Buyer’s Guide (2013)

David B. Kopel, The History of Firearm Magazines and
Magazine Prohibitions, 78 Albany L. Rev. 849

Pages 168-70 of Lewis Winant, Firearms Curiosa (2009)
(1st pub. 1954)

Pages 716-18 of Clayton E. Cramer & Joseph Olson,
Pistols, Crime, and Public Safety in Early America, 44
Willamette L. Rev. 699 (2008)

Pages 91-103 of Jim Garry, Weapons of the Lewis and
Clark Expedition (2012)

Pages 69-70 of John Plaster, The History of Sniping and
Sharpshooting (2008)

Page 31 of Jim Supica, Doug Wicklund & Philip Shreier,
Treasures of the NRA National Firearms Museum (2013)
Wikipedia page for the Girandoni Air Rifle

Pages 682-83 of Norm Flayderman, Flayderman’s Guide to
Antique American Firearms and Their Values (9th ed.

2007)
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Page 33 of Jim Supica, Doug Wicklund & Philip Shreier,
Treasures of the NRA National Firearms Museum (2013)
Pages 148-49 and 167 of Jack Dunlap, American British
and Continental Pepperbox Firearms (1964)

Page 250 from Lewis Winant, Firearms Curiosa (2009) (1st
pub. 1954)

Pages 711, 713, and 716 of Norm Flayderman,
Flayderman’s Guide to Antique American Firearms and
Their Values (9th ed. 2007)

Pages 13 and 25 of Harold F. Williamson, Winchester: The
Gun That Won the West (1952)

Pages 304-06 of Norm Flayderman, Flayderman’s Guide to
Antique American Firearms and Their Values (9th ed.
2007)

Pages 11 and 32 of R.L. Wilson, Winchester: An American
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Pages 128-29 of Louis A. Garavaglia & Charles G.
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Pages 307-12 of Norm Flayderman, Flayderman’s Guide to
Antique American Firearms and Their Values (9th ed.
2007)

Pages 137, 1240-41 of the 2014 Standard Catalogue of
Firearms (Jerry Lee ed. 2013)

Pages 122-23 of Norm Flayderman, Flayderman’s Guide to
Antique American Firearms and Their Values (9th ed.
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Pages 60-63, 67-71, 204-208, 244-45 of Lewis Winant,
Firearms Curiosa (2009) (1st pub. 1954)

Pages 708-09 of the 2014 Standard Catalog of Firearms
Pages 191-92 of Jim Perkins, American Boys Rifles 1890-
1945 (1976)

Page 84 of the 2014 Standard Catalog of Firearms (Jerry
Lee ed. 2013)

Page 859 of David B. Kopel, The History of Firearm
Magazines and Magazine Prohibitions, 78 Albany L. Rev.
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Page 104 of Patrick Sweeney, Gun Digest Book of the AR-
15 (2005)
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(John T. Amber ed. 1969)

Page 1102 of 2014 Standard Catalogue of Firearms (Jerry
Lee ed. 2013)

Page 1173 of the 2014 Standard Catalog of Firearms (Jerry
Lee ed. 2013)

Pages 182-183, 432-433 of the 2014 Standard Catalogue of
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Pages 464-66 of the 2014 Standard Catalogue of Firearms
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Pages 121-26 of the 2014 Standard Catalogue of Firearms
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Page 184 of the 2014 Standard Catalogue of Firearms
(Jerry Lee ed. 2013)

What Should America Do About Gun Violence? Full
Comm. Hr’g Before U.S. Sen. Jud. Comm., 113th Cong. at
11(2013)

Pages 1-3, 14-19, 61-67, 80-97 of Christopher S. Koper,
Daniel J. Woods & Jeffrey A. Roth, An Updated
Assessment of the Federal Assault Weapons Ban: Impacts
on Gun Markets and Gun Violence, 1994-2003 (Nat’l
Instit. J. 2004)

Gary Kleck, Large-Capacity Magazines and the Casualty
Counts in Mass Shootings: The Plausibility of Linkage, 17
J. Research & Pol’y 28 (2016)

U.S. Dept. of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, National
Crime Victimization Survey, Criminal Victimization in the
United States, 2008 Statistical Tables, Table 37 (Mar.
2009)

Five Gunfighting Myths Debunked by Massad Ayoob,
Personal Defense World (Oct. 14, 2014)

Jacob Sullum, The Threat Posed by Gun Magazine Limits
(Jan. 13, 2016)

Massad Ayoob, Why Good People Need Semiautomatic
Firearms and “High Capacity’” Magazines, Part I,
backwoodshome.com (Dec. 29, 2012)

Charles Remsberg, Why One Cop Carries 145 Rounds of
Ammo on the Job, PoliceOne (Apr. 17, 2013)
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Gus G. Sentementes & Julie Bykowicz, Documents Detail
Cross Keys Shooting, Balt. Sun (Mar. 21, 2006)

Gun Shop Owner Shoots, Kills Man During Attempted
Robbery, WIS TV (Aug. 9, 2012)

Nieson Himmel, Police Say Watch Shop Owner Kills 4™,
5% Suspects, L.A. Times (Feb. 21, 1992)

Jewelry Store Burglarized, Scene of Deadly 1994 Robbery
Attempt, nbc12.com (2012)

The UT Tower Shooting, Tex. Monthly

Mark Obmascik, Marilyn Robinson & David Olinger,
Columbine - Tragedy and Recovery: Officials Say
Girlfriend Bought Guns, denverpost.com (Apr. 27, 1999)
Rong Gong Lin II, Gunman Kills 12 at ‘Dark Knight Rises’
Screening in Colorado, L.A. Times (Jul. 20, 2012)
Associated Press, Ft. Hood shooter Nidal Hasan Used
Private, Legally-bought Pistol - Not Military Weapon - In
Rampage, N.Y. Daily News (Nov. 7, 2009)

Steve Almasy, Newtown Shooter’s Guns: What We Know,
cnn.com (last updated Dec. 19, 2012 10:11 a.m. EST)
Virginia Tech Review Panel, Mass Shootings at Virginia
Tech April 16, 2007: Report of the Review Panel 89, 101
(Aug. 2007)

Richard Winton, Rosanna Xia & Rong-Gong Lin I, Isla
Vista Shooting: Read Elliot Rodger’s Graphic, Elaborate,
Attack Plan, L.A. Times (May 25, 2014)

2014 Isla Vista Killings, Wikipedia (last updated May 25,
2017 to correct typo)
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Umpgua Community College Shooting, Wikipedia (last
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Spencer Kimball, San Bernardino: Guns, Mass Shootings

and Fears of Terrorism, www.dw.com (Apr. 12, 2015)

Bart Jansen, Weapons Gunman Used in Orlando Shooting
Are High-Capacity, Common, USA Today (Jun. 14, 2016)
WFTV-Orlando, Law Enforcement Source: 202 Rounds
Fired During Pulse Nightclub Shooting in Orlando,
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NEWS GUNS~- KNIVES GEAR~- SELF DEFENSE CONCEALED CARRY

Self Defense

5 Gunfighting Myths Debunked By Massad Ayoob

Exposing the facts and cold, hard truths of real-world gunfights!

By Massad Ayoob on October 14, 2014

B wokd W 0 G i =

Armed and Ready
Photo by Alfred Rlco

When trouble strikes, what we have on our
person Is all that we're likely to have to fight
with,

N\
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PDW Everywhere
There are many myths floating around out there in the world of armed self-

defense. Some are wishful thinking—the sound of whistling past the n m

graveyard. Some are sincere beliefs that merely lack a foundation of truth.
And some are generalities that may not apply in specific situations, Let’s look
at just a few of those.

“IF YOU CAN'T DO IT WITH SIX, YOU CAN'T DO IT AT ALL!"

Sgt. Tim Gramins was grateful for every round in his 14-shot Glock 21, and in the two spare
magazines on his person, after a gunfight that saw 54 shots exchanged In an estimated 56
seconds.

Alas, that’s not always the case. Sometimes you can't do it with six, but you
can end the deadly threat with, oh, seven...or eight...or 19...or maybe 33.

Back when the only state policemen carrying autoloaders were those in
Illinois, with all the rest packing six-shooters, Illinois State Trooper Ken Kaas TRENDING  ALL TIME
got into a shootout with a gunman armed with a semi-automatic shotgun.
Each was using his vehicle, successfully, for cover. Midway through the
firefight, the gunman suddenly stood up and left his cover, rushing toward.
Trooper Kaaswith his shotgun up and a wolfish grin on his face. Ken shot him
in the midriff and the criminal fell. It was over.

VIDEO: Armed Citizen
Shoots Armed
Carjacker During Gas
g Station Gunfight
(WARNING: GRAPHIC)

Gander Mountain
Update: Bought at
Auction, Some Stores

The suspect survived. In the “prison ward” of the hospital, guards overheard
him talking with his appointed attorney. The exasperated lawyer asked him
why he had left a position of safety to practically walk into the muzzle of the

i " W . " . 5 . to Stay Open, New
trooper’s waiting gun. “He fired six shots!” the recovering would-be cop-killer o e e
exclaimed. “I swear to God! o . A

N 000514
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He fired all six!”

As carefully as he kept count, the criminal didn’t know that Illinois troopers
carried Smith & Wesson 9mm semi-automatics. Ken had shot him down with
the seventh round in his Model 39, most certainly averting his own death,
since the trooper could never have reloaded an empty six-shot revolver fast
enough to stop the deadly charge.

RELATED: 6 Self-Defense Court Cases You Need to Know

Another Illinois trooper, Sergeant Les Davis, had a somewhat similar
experience. He confronted an armed murderer on a wind-whipped snowy
night, his S&W semi-auto against the killer's pump-action shotgun. As the
man rushed toward him, firing after Les’ sixth shot, Les fired twice more and
the man pitched to the ground, dead. The sergeant had killed him with either
the seventh or the eighth shot from his semi-auto.

In the late 1970s, I did a study of the shootings Illinois troopers had
experienced during the first decade in which they’d had semi-autos instead of
revolvers. I was able to identify 13 who had survived with those guns,when
they probably would have died if they'd had the old six-guns. Most involved
gun grabs where the troopers were saved because the bad guy couldn’t find
the safety catch when he got control of the gun, or the trooper had pressed
the magazine release during the struggle and deactivated the round in the
chamber via the S&W Model 39's magazine disconnector safety. But four of
those saves were absolutely firepower based. Two were Kaas and Davis, cited
above. The other two were Bob Kolowski and Lloyd Burchette. Ambushed by a
two-gun outlaw biker, they fired more than 20 shots and achieved 13 or 14
hits before attempted murderer Wayne O’'Brien slumped and died. Kolowski
had reloaded during the blazing gun battle.

And what about armed citizens? Famed Los Angeles watch shop owner Lance
Thomas was involved in multiple gun battles with armed robbers, winning
every one. In one of those incidents, he had to fire 19 rounds before the last
of his multiple opponents was out of the fight. Some bad guys cansoak up an
unbelievable amount of lead, and the cunning ones run and use cover, making
them harder to hit and requiring more shots to stop them. A municipal police
sergeant in northern Illinois, Tim Gramins, comes to mind. He pulled over a
heav-ily armed suspect who came out shooting, and the fight was on. In just
under a minute, the perpetrator was finally down and dead. During that time,
Gramins had fired 33 rounds from his Glock 21 pistol, reloaded as necessary
and hit his opponent 14 times with 230-grain Gold Dot .45 bullets. Six of
those hits were in what most of us would call “vital zones,” but he fight wasn't
over until Gramin finally had the opportunity for brain shots.During that fight
the suspect had gone through two semi-automatic pistols himself and had
fired 21 shots.

“MY CAR IS NEVER FAR AWAY, SO I'LL JUST KEEP MY HANDGUN/LON
G GUN/SPARE AMMUNITION THERE.”

SER627

FN 509: Personal
Defense World's ‘Gun
/| of the Month’ For May
4 2017

Stocked Up: Converting
a Glock 17 into a CQB
Carbine

Smith & Wesson Ships
Out Short-Barreled
Model 66 & 69 Combat
Magnum Revolvers

Coonan Compact .357
Magnum: Carries
Small, Packs a Big
Punch
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Never fall into a false sense of security and leave your handgun In the car since "it is never far
away."”

That’s a convenient excuse for not carrying those things, but it’s unrealistic.
In the case just mentioned, Sergeant Gramins began in his patrol car with a
12 gauge Remington 870 pump shotgun in an overhead rack and an AR-15
patrol rifle in the trunk, and it happened so fast that he was never able to
deploy anything but the pistol on his hip and the magazines in his belt
pouches.

RELATED: 5 Critical Post-Shot Must-Dos

Perhaps the most famous gunfight of the 20th century was the shootout
between suspects Michael Platt and William Matix and a squad of FBI agents
in Dade County, Florida, on April 11, 1986. Platt, armed with a .357 revolver
and a stolen Mini-14 rifle, killed two FBI agents and wounded five more, three
permanently. He inflicted all of that trauma with what was on his person at
the opening of the encounter.

Of the agents, the only one to employ a long gun was Ed Mireles, who had his
Remington 870 in hand when the fight started. He emptied that shotgun even
though severely wounded, and then at the end of the fight emptied his S&W
Model 686 revolver, killing the two perpetrators. Supervisory Special Agent
Gordon McNeill got off the first police shots of the fight, wounding Matix, but
when he was wounded too badly to reload his empty revolver, he was unable
to get back to his car for the shotgun before Platt fired another .223 round
that crippled him for life.

The history of gunfighting is, when the fast and furious shooting starts, what
we have on our person is all that we're likely to have to fight with.

SER628

Case 3:1Case010156BEN-0LM5R0t8mMenti® 71536 DEtEdtty: SBedcfadibd64,afy2882 of 105

N\

000516
EXHIBIT SS



Case 3:1Case010156BEN-0LM5R0t8mMenti® 71536 DEtEbty: SBacfadt63ahy2883 of 105

“YOU MUST PRACTICE ONLY POINT SHOOTING, BECAUSE YOU'LL
NEVER BE ABLE TO SEE YOUR SIGHTS IN A GUNFIGHT!”

The author takes notes at a shooting scene. Real-life encounters often diverge from popular
expectations.

However sincerely some seem to believe that, it's simply untrue. I've lost
count of how many gunfights I've studied where the survivor said something
like, “I was pointing the gun and firing as best I could and nothing was
happening. Then I remembered to aim with my sights, and the other guy
"went down and it was over.” If you study the history of Wyatt Earp, you'll find
that he may well have killed 10 men with gunfire. He told his biographer
Stuart Lake that—with one exception—he was always careful to align his
“foresight” with his “back sight” and to squeeze, not jerk, the trigger. Wyatt
Earp died at a ripe old age, never having sustained a gunshot wound himselif.

During the violent epoch of the NYPD Stakeout Squad, the one member of the
unit who killed more criminals in shootouts than his famous partner Jim Cirillo
was Bill Allard, who Jim publicly credited with having saved his life in one
particularly ugly encounter. Allard is on record as saying that in all but one of
his shootings he was able to see his front sight so clearly that he could have
counted how many grooves were machined into it.

“"YOU MUST PRACTICE ONLY AIMED FIRE, BECAUSE YOU'LL NEVER BE
ABLE TO HIT ANYTHING POINTING!”
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John Strayer demonstrates hip-shooting prowess with a laser-sighted S&W I-frame

This is also over-simplistic and untrue. I just quoted two great gunfighters,
Wyatt Earp and Bill Allard, who won many shootouts carefully aiming their
guns. But notice that each had “one exception.”

RELATED: 7 Common Concealed Carry Methods

Wyatt Earp confronted Frank Stilwell, believed to be the murderer of his
brother Morgan Earp, at the train station in Tucson, Arizona. Stilwell grabbed
the barrel of Earp’s shotgun in an apparent attempt to disarm him. Earp
levered the butt of the shotgun down and the muzzles up, jammed the twin
barrels into Stilwell’s midsection and cut loose. The battle was over.

Bill Allard confronted an armed robber in a market and shouted the command,
“Police! Drop your weapon!” The gunman swung on Allard, who shot the
gunman in the chest with a blast of 00 buckshot from his 14-inch-barreled
Ithaca Model 37 12 gauge shotgun. The man jerked back away from him, still
wielding the gun, and Allard pumped another blast of 00 buckshot through his
thorax. The gunman was still up and running. Allard’s partner (an officer other
than Cirillo that day) then deliberately shot the suspect in the butt with his
.38 Special revolver to break his pelvis and bring him down. The .38 did
exactly that, and the suspect sprawled on his face, dropping his .32 semi-
auto.

Allard lowered his shotgun to a low-ready position and slowly moved in on the
downed man. Suddenly, the gunman snatched up the dropped pistol and tried
to roll over and bring it to bear to kill Allard, who simply pulled his own trigger
and hammered a third round of buckshot into the man’s chest. The suspect
dropped the gun for the last time, and the fight was over.
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“Jelly” Bryce, one of the greatest police gunfighters of the first half of the 20th
century, was famous for his point-shooting skills. He killed many an armed
criminal firing that way. Being able to fire and hit without the sights in a
perfect sight picture is, without question, a useful survival skill. As with so
many elements of gunfight survival, it's not a question of this or that—it's a
mandate for this and that.

"YOU CAN NEVER JUSTIFY SHOOTING A MAN MORE THAN 7/15/25
YARDS AWAY!”

. . iIn South Texas == %

'RAMIRO “RAY™ MARTINEZ,
Retired Texas Ranger

Ray Martinez, hero of the Texas Tower Incident, credited armed citizens on the ground with
stopping the murder spree.

I dont mean to insult anyone, but this statement flunks the litmus test for
cluelessness. By definition, if you were able to shoot him at that distance, he
was able to shoot you at that distance.

RELATED: Disparity of Force — 5 Real-Life Self-Defense Cases

In 1867, Dave Tutt opened fire on Wild Bill Hickok across the town square in
Springfield, Missouri. Hickok carefully aimed his .36 caliber Navy Colt two-
handed and shot Tutt through the heart, killing him. The ruling: Justified.

Fast-forward about a century to 1966. Charles Whitman began a murder
spree by firing his scoped rifle from atop a 330-foot clock tower in Austin,
Texas, killing people hundreds of yards away. When police .38s and buckshot
proved impotent at that distance, private citizens on the ground returned fire
on Whitman with hunting rifles and target rifles. Whitman was forced to take
cover and stop shooting. Armed citizen Allen Crum then led Austin policemen
Houston McCoy and Ramiro Martinez to the top of the tower. Crum fired the
first shot of the encounter (which may have broken Whitman’s planned
ambush of the officers), and McCoy and Martinez shot Whitman dead.
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The Threat Posed by Gun Magazine Limits

Bans on "large capacity ammunition feeding devices" could endanger victims instead
of saving them.

Jacob Sullum | Jan. 16,2013 7:00 am

A limit on magazine capacity is emerging as a leading contender for the something that supposedly
must be done in response to last month's massacre at Sandy Hook Elementary School in Newtown,
Connecticut. A ban on "large-capacity ammunition feeding devices" is one of the new gun
restrictions approved by the New York legislature this week and one of the measures President
Obama wants Congress to enact.

The rationale for such limits is that mass murderers need "large-capacity" magazines, while law-
abiding citizens don't. Both premises are questionable, and so is the notion that politicians should
be the arbiters of necessity under the Second Amendment.

The problem with letting legislators decide what gun owners need is immediately apparent when we
ask what qualifies as a "large-capacity" magazine. Under current New York law and under the
federal limit that expired in 2004 (which Obama wants Congress to reinstate), more than 10 rounds
is "large." This week the New York legislature redefined large as more than seven rounds.

Why? Because seven is less than 10. Duh. Or as Gov. Andrew Cuomo put it last week, "Nobody
needs 10 bullets to kill a deer."

That might count as an argument if the right to keep and bear arms were all about killing deer. But
as the Supreme Court has recognized, the Second Amendment is also about defense against
individual aggressors, foreign invaders, and tyrannical government.

Toward those ends, the Court said, the Second Amendment guarantees the right to own weapons "in
common use for lawful purposes,” which clearly include guns capable of firing more than 10 rounds
(and certainly more than seven) without reloading. The Glock 17, one of the most popular handguns
in America, comes with a 17-round magazine. One of the most popular rifles, the AR-15 (a style
made by several manufacturers), comes with a 30-round magazine.

Measured by what people actually buy and use, magazines that hold more than 10 rounds are hardly
outliers. In fact, there are tens (if not hundreds) of millions already in circulation, which is one
reason new limits cannot reasonably be expected to have much of an impact on people determined
to commit mass murder.
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Another reason is that changing magazines takes one to three seconds, which will rarely make a
difference in assaults on unarmed people. The gunman in Connecticut, for example, reportedly fired
about 150 rounds, so he must have switched his 30-round magazines at least four times; he stopped
only because police were closing in, which prompted him to kill himself.

Magazine size is more likely to matter for people defending against aggressors, which is why it is
dangerously presumptuous for the government to declare that no one needs to fire more than X
number of rounds. As self-defense experts such as firearms instructor Massad Ayoob point out,
there are various scenarios, including riots, home invasions, and public attacks by multiple
aggressors, in which a so-called large-capacity magazine can make a crucial difference, especially
when you recognize that people firing weapons under pressure do not always hit their targets and
that assailants are not always stopped by a single round.

Living in Los Angeles during the 1992 riots, I was glad that shopkeepers in Koreatown had "large-
capacity” magazines to defend themselves and their property against rampaging mobs. I bet they
were too. In fact, argues gun historian Clayton Cramer, those magazines may have saved rioters'

lives as well, since they allowed business owners to fire warning shots instead of shooting to injure
or kill.

If magazines holding more than 10 rounds are not useful for self-defense and defense of others,
shouldn't the same limit be imposed on police officers and bodyguards (including the Secret Service
agents who protect the president)? And if the additional rounds do provide more protection against
armed assailants, it hardly makes sense to cite the threat of such attacks as a reason to deny law-
abiding citizens that extra measure of safety.
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Massad Ayoob on Guns

\Waint to Comimant on & blog post? Look for end click on
the blua No Comments or # Comments at the end of each post.

Massad Ayoob
« BACK TO SERIOUS STUFF
URGENT!!: A FEINSTEIN NEW YEAR FOR YOU »

WHY GOOD PEOPLE NEED SEMIAUTOMATIC
FIREARMS AND "HIGH CAPACITY" MAGAZINES ..
Part I

Saturday, December 29th, 2012

If you're reading this, you’ve probably had a conversation with someone in the last few days who asked, “Why
do ordinary law-abiding people need those semiautomatic firearms with magazines that can hold more than ten
cartridges?” There are lots of sound answers.

For one thing, defensive firearms are meant to be “equalizers,” force multipliers that can allow one good person
to defend against multiple evil people. To allow one good person to defend against a single evil person so much
stronger and/or bigger and/or more violent than he or she, that the attacker’s potentially lethal assault can be
stopped. History shows that it often takes many gunshots to stop even a single determined aggressor. Most
police officers have seen the famous autopsy photo in the cops-only text book “Street Survival” of the armed
robber who soaked up 33 police 9mm bullets before he stopped trying to kill the officers. Consider Lance
Thomas, the Los Angeles area watch shop owner who was in many shootouts with multiple gang bangers who
tried to rob and murder him. He shot several of them, and discovered that it took so many hits to stop them that
he placed multiple loaded handguns every few feet along his workbench. That’s not possible in a home, or when
lawfully carrying concealed on the street: a semiautomatic pistol with a substantial cartridge capacity makes
much more sense for that defensive application,

Lance Thomas - Fights Back At Robbers, And Wins

Semiautomatic rifles? Consider this heart-breaking, fatal home invasion in Florida

http://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/Murders_of_Byrd_and_Melanie_Billings and ask yourself if it might have tumed
out differently had the homeowners been able to access and competently deploy something like, oh, a
Bushmaster AR15 with 30 round magazine. [ teach every year in Southern Arizona, and each year I see more
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Americans along the border with AR15s and similar rifles in their ranch vehicles and even their regular cars.
There have been cases where innocent ranchers and working cops alike have been jeopardized by multiple,
heavily armed drug smugglers and human traffickers in desert fights far from police response and backup. A
semiautomatic rifle with a substantial magazine capacity can be reassuring in such situations, as seen here:
http://azstarnet.com/news/local/border/risk-of-violence-keeps-ranchers-on-alert/article_adb7ca%a-14a3-5d63-
8788-34bef7e77220.himl

In the last twenty years, we have seen epic mob violence in American streets. During the Rodney King riots in
Los Angeles, Korean storekeepers armed with AR15s kept their stores and livelihoods — and lives — from the
torches of inflamed crowds because the mob feared their force multipliers. Read this, for a survivor's account:
http://www.seraphicpress.com/jew-without-a-gun/, There have been bands of roving, violent predators as lately
as this year during the Sandy storm. And the “flash mob violence” phenomenon of recent years has left many
urban dwellers picturing themselves as the lone victim of a feral human wolfpack.

And, if you will, one more stark and simple thing: Americans have historically modeled their choices of home
protection and personal defense handguns on what the cops carried. When the police carried .38 revolvers as a
rule, the .38 caliber revolver was the single most popular choice among armed citizens. In the 1980s and into
the 1990s, cops switched en masse to semiautomatic pistols. So did the gun-buying public. Today, the most
popular handgun among police seems to be the 16-shot, .40 caliber Glock semiautomatic. Not surprisingly, the
general public has gone to pistols bracketing that caliber in power (9mm, .40, .45) with similar enthusiasm. The
American police establishment has also largely switched from the 12 gauge shotgun which was also the
traditional American home defense weapon, to the AR15 patrol rifle with 30-round magazine...and, not
surprisingly, the law-abiding citizenry has followed suit there, too.

The reasoning is strikingly clear. The cops are the experts on the current criminal trends, If they have
determined that a “high capacity” semiautomatic pistol and a .223 semiautomatic rifle with 30-round
magazines are the best firearms for them to use to protect people like me and my family, they are obviously the
best things for us to use to protect owrselves and our families .

Share or Bookmark

SHGOEHRCE

This entry was posted on Saturday, December 29th, 2012 at 8:52 pmand is filed under Firearm Owner's Civil Rights, Politics,
Prepuredness, Tmining. You can follow any responses to this entry through the RSS 2.0 feed. You can skip to the end and leave a
response. Pinging is currently not allowed.

133 Responses to "WHY 6OOD PEOPLE NEED SEMIAUTOMATIC FIREARMS
AND "HIGH CAPACITY" MAGAZINES .. Part I"

i Jason Burrell Says:
December 29th, 2012

Amen Mr Ayoob. You're exactly right.

2 Lazy Bike Commuter Says:
December 29th, 2012

I've been thinking about it, and it seems to me that 30 round magazines are more useful for defense than
offense—a person who is defending themselves in their home isn’t going to be carrying a lot of extra
magazines and they won’t be choosing the time and place of an encounter.

When the Sandy Hook shooter attacked a room full of children, I have a feeling he could have done just as

much with 5 round magazines, since he had 20 minutes to do it.

% Edge Says:
December 29th, 2012

I absolutely agree, However, just don’t stock up on ammo for that AR at Cheaper Than Dirt, 1,000 rounds
of 5.56 is currently listed at $999. Of course, you won't be able to afford that ammo after you buy some of

their used steel 30 round AR mags at $99 a pop.

At a time when the Second Amendment community needs to come together because the Constitution is
under attack these guys are price gouging at a level that is beyond laughable.

4, Stu Strickler Says:
December 29th, 2012

Every responsible gun ower needs to call, write or email their elected Representatives and Senators and
tell them NO to any form of gun control.

Always be polite, brief and stay on message.
Happy New Year

5. Jeff in WI Says:
December 29th, 2012

Thanks Mas. This gives me some good talking points.

6. Juji Says:

December 29th, 2012

Thanks, Mas. I've sadly heard way too much from seriously ill-informed people about these firearms
lately.
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If there was a way that ANY gun ban would actually work, I'd give up mine in a heartbeat, but there’s no
way that’s gonna happen.

While I thankfully don’t live in her district, Sen. Feinstein has already penned the bill she plans to
introduce next session. It includes a “grandfather” clause for those of us who already own “assault
weapons" that she wishes to ban...but only if we register them and get fingerprinted.

Hold on tight; we’re in for a rough ride.

e Steve Harris Says:
December 29th, 2012

Superb. Especially noting the 2009 Pensacola, Florida, mass home invasion, which closed circuit cameras
captured and which children were watching out the home windows as it unfolded. A tragedy that likely
could have been stopped (when the truck full of miscreants broke through the distant perimeter fence)
with a semi-automatic rifle and one or two 30 round magazines. Anyone not a believer before that should
have changed their opinion in 2009.

8. Tommy Sewall Says:

December 29th, 2012

Thanks! 1 tend to try and explain too much. A good answer is the experts use it, it only makes good sense
for me to do the same.

% Howard Says:
December 29th, 2012

Thank you.

10. Allan Says:
December 29th, 2012

Amen,

1. Andrew Says:
December 29th, 2012

Outstanding. Mr Ayoab, get on TV now and stay on through this fight!

12. Wayne Says:
December 29th, 2012

MAS, how about testifying on our behalf before Congress 7 With your credible background, you could
make a difference 77

13. Old Fezzywig Says:
December 29th, 2012

Mas, yet another fabulous blog. Lance Thomas is my hero.

Civilians have a greater need for high capacity magazines than the military or police have. The military
and police usually go into combat in groups. They can cover each other when it is time to reload. Civilians
are usually alone when attacked, and, as you say, they can often be outnumbered. Why do the military and

police need high capacity magazines? They don't, but we trust them, and want them to be safe.

Readers: You must understand that informed liberals do not believe their own arguments. They are trying
to bring about their dream of a socialist utopia. When informed liberals propose gun control laws, they
know their ideas won’t work, but they are trying to take baby steps to move us to a time when only the

benevolent government will have the power that comes with firearms, President Obama knows his
economic ideas won't fix the economy. He doesn’t want to heal the economy, he wants to kill it, then re-
make it. No matter that Karl Marx’s ideas didn’t work in Russia, China, East Germany, Cuba, North Korea
or Viet Nam. Well-meaning liberals (that is, Communists) can still bring about Karl’s dream of a socialist
utopia in the USA, and then the world, if we unenlightened hicks would just follow them into the
promised land. They also believe competitive capitalism turns good people into nasty people, Evil in the
world comes from evil in flawed human hearts, it is not produced by an cconomic system. Liberals believe
mankind is perfectable through education. The Founding Fathers, mostly professing Christians, believed
mankind is fatally flawed, so they knew it was best to limit the power of government, and use families,
churches and schools to promote virtue. Guess which system works best? The Founding Fathers believed
that an earthly utopia is impossible, and history proves them right.

14. BikerDad Says:
December 29th, 2012

Edge,

It’s called capitalism. They have a limited supply of product with a skyrocketing demand. Raising the
price helps to reduce hoarding and encourages additional supply to come into the market.

15. Patrick Says:
December 30th, 2012

Senator (MQ)
December 29, 2012
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Thank you for contacting me regarding the recent shooting in Newtown, Connecticut, as well as gun
control policy and gun safety. I appreciate hearing from you and welcome the opportunity to respond.

On Friday, December 14, 2012, a gunman entered Sandy Hook Elementary School in Newtown,
Connecticut, and began shooting teachers and students before taking his own life. This horrific tragedy
took the lives of 27 people, including 20 children seven years of age and younger. As a mother, I'm
horrified and stunned by the senseless violence against innocent children and teachers.

This tragedy has led to renewed and important discussions about gun control, which is often a divisive
topic in our nation, The loss of so many beautiful children in a mass shooting that involved an assault rifle
with ammunition clips that held large numbers of bullets makes clear that we need to revisit the assault
weapons ban that expired in 2004 and review permissible magazine ammunition sizes. I am also
supportive of closing the gun show loophole and making sure that those with court-determined, dangerous
mental health diagnoses do not get access to guns. Finally, it is equally clear that we must reconsider the
mental health services available to our citizens, knowing that each mass shooting our nation has
experienced involved individuals with substantial mental health problems. “Obamacare” will expand
important mental health coverage when it is implemented in 2014. Protecting our children and our citizens
will require us to come together to find real solutions that cover a broad range of factors that have
contributed to these horrific incidents.

1 firmly believe that an attempt to promote appropriate gun safety measures can be done without
infringing upon law-abiding citizens’ right to own firearms or unduly burdening the hunting and
sportsmanship culture of Missouri. Weapons designed primarily for the use of soldiers to kill people in
war are not used in hunting and can be reasonably limited without jeopardizing any rights under the
Second Amendment. [ believe the horror of the Newtown shootings makes clear that we must get to work
protecting our communities and our children from mass slaughter, while also protecting our Second
Amendment rights. I am hopeful that the National Rifle Association, a significant voice in this discussion,
will be a constructive part of this dialogue.

Even as I welcome this renewed debate, please know that I will continue to protect the Second
Amendment Rights of law-abiding citizens to safely own and use appropriate firearms. In the past, 1 have
voted to permit residents of the District of Columbia to own and purchase firearms. [ also supported an
amendment to a spending bill that would prevent funding for any international organization, including the
United Nations, that places a tax on any firearm owned by a United States citizen. | have opposed other
inappropriate measures, such as forcing Missouri to accept other states’ firearms laws.

As your United States Senator, [ will keep your thoughts in mind anytime Congress considers gun-related
legislation, In the wake of the Newtown tragedy, my prayers are with the students and staff at Sandy Hook
Elementary, and with their families. All Americans are outraged at senseless and criminal gun violence no
matter where they may fall in the debate on guns in American society. A renewed national conversation
has begun and we must all be a constructive and open-minded part of it. There is middle ground here,
where this nation can come together with sensible laws that prevent the mass murder of innocent citizens,
while we continue to respect our Constitution and its Second Amendment rights.

Again, thank you for contacting me, Please do not hesitate to contact me in the future if I can be of further
assistance to you on this or any other issue.

Sincerely,

Claire McCaskill
United States Senator

16. Gil Says:
December 30th, 2012

Since you seem to want to deal in real world situations, at what point in your life have you been
confronted by multiple attackers? Were you part of the LA riots? Should we base our laws on the 1/100k
rule, or be more reasonable? Whatevs, The world goes on while you sit in your basements with your cold

steel and empty lives.

17. mark Says:
December 30th, 2012

Edge, you are right on the mark as far as an industry that is taking advantage of the political climate. The
ammo and gun industry are loving everytime there is a gun control hysteria. Yes, I understand the law of
supply and demand, but these are buisness men. If anybody thinks profit is going to play second fiddle to
their rights then they are mistaken. There is a gun and ammo industry out there to make money. I doubt
these people are sitting around saying we have to stay in buisness for the sake of the American people,
even if it means breaking even or possibly taking some losses. If you or I stopped buying their product,
just watch how fast prices will eventually drop even if the supply was there. Nonetheless, supply and
demand does push the pricing in markets. However, it is just like the gasoline market. Big oil companies
keep the refining capacity low so the supply will always be below the demand enough to justify their price
gouging. We were used to $2.00 a gallon gas 12 years ago, now $3.00 a gallon is considered cheap. Gun
and ammo prices will drop once the hysteria passes and supply and demand equalizes, but they will
always be much higher than they should be. We are a public controlled by the ploy of our corporate
puppet masters. The point is the fear of a ban is greater than its execution. Four years ago we were told
our guns are going to be taken and nothing changed, but the size of gun and ammo manufacturers coffers.
This time around nothing may effectively happen, or something could happen. You see, this uncertainty
keeps the money flowing. If a ban were to take place, it would only drive up the prices yet again for
civilians and allow the government to be the only buyer of newly manufactured weapons. Either way you
cut it, we are manipulated for profit or for control. I do not have to take your gun rights away legislatively,
1 can also do it economically. Look at pre 1986 automatic weapons. Nobody said you cannot own one, you
may just have to pay 10 or 50 thousand dollars for SENRBIS\*QH always have more allotted them, Like 000527
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the vice president of the NRA recently stated, (paraphrased)” for the most part only the wealthy and
famous are allowed gun permits in New York city™,

18. Andy Says:
December 30th, 2012

Mas,
Awesome, logical, straight-to-the-point summary with plenty of matter-of-fact details.

No one can ignore the many valid parallels between LEO choices for duty/self-defense (firearms or
otherwise) and their influence on what regular citizens choose. Can't argue with reality.

Glad to see yet another bank of logical reasoning we can use to defeat the anti-gunners!

19. Gary Says:
December 30th, 2012

I will not put them in the box,
I will not fit them out with locks.
You may not take mine oh no no,
I will not ever let them go.
You cannot have them Missus Feinstein
So stick your bill where the sun don’t shine.

With love, gun owners everywhere............

20. Sian Says:
December 30u, 2012

Since this is the biggest semi-valid topic going around today (The AWB is patently ridiculous, except for
people who don’t actually care about crime or saving lives), | appreciate reading your input.

2L Bonk Says:
December 30th, 2012

Amen Edge. Has the NRA addressed this issue? I know demand is up but clearly this industry has the
bandwidth to fill demand. Gouging because you can is something I'd appreciate the NRA stop as well

22. Jfrank Says:
December 30th, 2012

if it were possible to completely get rid of all guns what would the sick killers do? they would switch to
something worse. like bombs, chemicals, gas, all much more cruel and horrific. the second amendment
was intended to give the citizens the right to the same arms as the government. Too bad we will never get
our full auto rights back.

23. guntotin-mama Says:
December 30th, 2012

“The cops are the experts on the current criminal trends. If they have determined that a “high capacity”

semiautomatic pistol and a .223 semiautomatic rifle with 30-round magazines are the best firearms for

them to use to protect people like me and my family, they are obviously the best things for us to use to
protect ourselves and our families .”

Because... the police can't be everywhere at once
Because... not everyone lives close to town
Because... criminals don’t make an appointment

Thanks, Mas.

24, ray jones Says:
December 30th, 2012

Don’t forget the police are not obligated to protect you,that has been decided in court decisions

25. psychebob Says:
December 30th, 2012

A semi auto 12 gauge with 000 buck shot is safer to use isn’t it? Throwing 30 rounds of, say, 30.06
downrange would likely go right through most homes walls.

26. Chris - VA Says:
December 30th, 2012
Agreed Mas.
27. BigDaddyFromGeorgia Says:

December 30th, 2012

Great article, Mas.
Where you say, “... Americans have historically modeled their choices of home protection and personal
defense handguns on what the cops carried...”, I have a slightly different view.

‘Americans’ (should I read that word you chose as *civilians’?) have not *‘modeled’ their choices after 000 5 2 8
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what ‘the cops’ have done.
The two groups have simply both responded in the same way to changes in available technology,
reliability, calibers, and societal changes.
One group has not ‘modeled’ the other group...both groups want the best available tools for the job and
have responded in the same way.
In the case of Sandy Hook, unarmed and defenseless women and children hid in closets waiting for *help’
to arrive while hoping the shooter would find someone else before he found them.
When help did arrive, they came equipped with those same “assault weapons™ and “high capacity
magazines” that the liberal bed-wetting gun-banners believe have no purpose in society.

(Why do schools have fire extinguishers, can't they just wait for the fire department to get there?)

28. Paul Edwards Says:
December 30th, 2012

Thanks Mas, you put the truth into words that even the Anti-Gun Crowd will have a hard time refuting.

Though we don’t think of Revolutionary era weapons as being “State of the Art”, now a days, they were
used by both the British Army, our Army, and all of the Civilian Militiamen forces alike, and therefore the
Second Amendment clearly protects today's Citizens Right to Keep and Bear today’s equivalent of those
Revolutionary “State of the Art” weaponry..

Personally, in addition to what the Police use, [ tend to rely on those weapons that | trained with, and
carried, while serving in the Military as well.

Your Blog should be required reading for all Politicians, and in all Schools, starting as early as the
Children are old enough to understand the situations involved.

29, Bamadrifter Says:

December 30th, 2012

Thanks again, Mas. I just finished your book ‘Combat Shooting” and am thankful for making decades
worth of research fit into a handy little book. As one who makes a living selling guns, there was stuff
about the aftermath of a shooting that I would never have thought about. And you are spot on as far as
“keeping up w/ the cops.” My store has been sold out of .223 & .308 ammo, AR-15 variants; every
Beretta, Springfield, Glock, Ruger, and Taurus on hand (all semi-autos out of stock except Kimber), and
strangely every last box of .22LR. These are strange times... always pays to be prepared BEFORE the
panic hits. Si vis pacem para bellum. Shalom!

30. Matt Says:
December 30th, 2012

I dunno.
Guns are not defensive, To refer to them as “defensive firearms™ as Mr Ayoob does is moronic.

Shields are defensive. Body armor is defensive. Weapons are for offense. They're called “Assault Rifles”
for a reason.

As far as that article is concerned it is an exercise of straw men. How many one-off situations can be
crammed into a single article? Are these everyday occurrences? No. He props up straw man after straw
man that are blown over with the lightest breeze, The only one I can agree with is the watch owner fella.
He was truly defending himsclf against bad guys. Too bad he whines like a bitch about having to go out of
business — I guess his customers didn't feel too secure with all that firepower lying about. Maybe selling
Rolex watches in a high crime are isn't a good idea.

[ especially love that he brought up the Billings murders in FL. This fella wants to put an AR-15 into a
house full of children with special needs. Genius. Especially after Newtown. And anyone who contends
that a well-planned out surprise assault can be prevented is lying to themselves. Pearl Harbor is a great
example — it wasn’t a citizen but a naval fleet destroyed by a surprise attack. Bitch of it is they had a little
advance waming. If the US Navy can't do it what makes anyone think that a private citizen can?

And I sympathize with the ranchers, but they keep voting Republican in the desert SW. I can’t imagine
why — their only mantra is “smaller government, lower taxes”. How do we effectively secure the borders
like that? Shit costs money, and security is really expensive. 1 guess the Republican answer is “rugged
individualism™ aka “go fuck yourself,” which is really sad, but not unexpected. They profit from the drug
war suckling at the teat of the judicial-incarceration complex — the more people in jail the better. So what
motivation do they have in closing the border and stopping the flow of drugs into the US? Nothing while
it lines their pockets with taxpayer $38. But let’s take a reality check here — how many AR-15"s would it
take to match the firepower of a single cartel death squad? Since they have automatic weapons and aren’t
too afraid to use them I'd argue this is a moot point. A rancher or group of ranch hands don’t stand a
chance against a group armed with high-power automatic weapons (exported from the US to Mexico via
Federal Firearms License holders on the black market FTW!), especially in a highly un-defensible
position like a house made of wood or cinderblock which bullets cut through like swiss cheese.

And 1 love that “Jew without a gun’ story. More Hollywood than reality (go figure). [ wonder — he never
goes on to explain what happened to the other people in that theater...maybe the story would be more
illustrative/poignant if he did. OR. It would have made him out to be a reactionary nutjob who jerks off
his ego at every turn in his fantasy, sorry, I mean factual recounting of events from his perspective on
reality, My real question is this: What if the rioters had AR-15's? What a happy day that could have been
for the NRA! Heston could have taken the podium with pride at seeing the exercising of so many second
amendment remedies in response to the gross exercise of govenment power — remember Rodney King? 000529

hitp://backwoodshome.com/blogs/MassadAyoob/2012/12/29/why-good-people-need-semiautomatic-firearms-and-high-capacity-magazines-pdaX HIBIT T Brs



senor7  CaRSs ARBYRRI AR TNILE/204 8 e AR F3MHY OHRERINE ~BA BRI P AREERe:T 10

Damn that video tape...cops were only beating the shit out of him for his own good! He was drunk and
speeding though. So I guess drunk + speeding + (being beaten to within an inch of your life) = happy
outcome. And the justice system agreed with the police. Maybe the rioters should have taken up some
second amendment remedies and got some real justice — the constitution and justice system sure didn't

have their back.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_detailpage&v=xZDrZDEqeKk

I wonder how many rights that the second amendment has abridged? How is it that the second amendment
is more important than the first? Or the third? Or the fourth? Or the twenty-second? One amendment does
not a constitution make. They work together to provide a framework for the interaction between citizens
and the government. Guns themselves are not the answer. Are they part of the answer? Sure. Bul to say
that the only thing standing between the citizenry and a tyrannical government are gun owners is infantile.

When he talks about “There have been bands of roving, violent predators as lately as this year during the
Sandy storm.” I knew he couldn’t find his ass with both hands and should probably step away from the
keyboard before he hurts himself — he can’t even get his facts right. I live at the Jersey shore (you know,
where Sandy blew through) — no packs of violent predators here. I guess he couldn’t see that too clearly
from 4000 miles away in OR. Maybe you can shove that fact back up your ass where you found it. And

the profound ignorance of capitalism in the second to last paragraph is abselutely stunning. His last

paragraph clinches it for me that he is completely out of touch — basing a private citizens’ needs on the

needs of police officers who deal with the scum of the worst inner cities in the US for 8-12 hours a day is
absurd — unless you arc a law-enforcement officer. Last I checked, the vast majority of Americans don't

live in crime-ridden inner cities.

I think that what the right has done is to scarc gun owners into the idea that sensible regulation is the same
as a ban. All of the law put in place over the past 40 years were ineffective because there were loopholes
that a child could drive a truck through.

Gun ownership is a right under the Constitution. But it is also a responsibility, one that far too many gun
owners lake too lightly. Not only are gun owners protecting themselves and their families with these
weapons, but they also have the duty to ensure that their fellow citizens are not harmed/killed by those
weapons — too many beat their chests about owning a gun but absolve themselves of their duty to their
fellow citizens.

I know this probably isn’t going to be well received. But that’s too bad. It's the truth.

31. Patrick Says:
December 30th, 2012

Obama wants gun violence measures passed in 2013
By By JIM KUHNHENN | Associated Press — 58 mins ago.. .

WASHINGTON (AP) — Recalling the shooting rampage that killed 20 first graders as the worst day of
his presidency, President Barack Obama on Sunday pledged to put his “full weight” behind legislation
aimed at preventing gun violence.

Obama voiced skepticism about the National Rifle Associations proposal to put armed guards in schools
following the Dec. 14 tragedy at Sandy Hook Elementary School in Newtown, Conn. The president made
his comments in an interview with NBC’s “Meet the Press.”

Instead, the president vowed to rally the American people around an agenda to limit gun violence, adding
that he still supports increased background checks and bans on assault weapons and high-capacity bullet
magazines. He left no doubt it will be one of his top priorities next year.

“It is not enough for us to say, ‘This is too hard so we're not going to try,”’ Obama said.

“I think there are a vast majority of responsible gun owners out there who recognize that we can’t have a
situation in which somebody with severe psychological problems is able to get the kind of high capacity
weapons that this individual in Newtown obtained and gun down our kids,” he added. “And, yes, it’s
going to be hard.”

The president added that he's ready to meet with Republicans and Democrats, anyone with a stake in the
issue.

The schoolhouse shootings, coming as families prepared for the holidays, have elevated the issue of gun
violence to the forefront of public attention. Six adult staff members were also killed at the elementary
school, Shooter Adam Lanza committed suicide, apparently as police closed in. Earlier, he had killed his
mother at the home they shared.

The tragedy immediately prompted calls for greater gun controls. But the NRA is strongly resisting those
efforts, arguing instead that schools should have armed guards for protection. Some gun enthusiasts have
rushed to buy semiautomatic rifles of the type used by Lanza, fearing sales may soon be restricted.

Obama seemed unimpressed by the NRA proposal. “I am skeptical that the only answer is putting more
guns in schools,” he said. “And | think the vast majority of the American people are skeptical that that
somehow is going to solve our prablem.”

The president said he intends to press the issue with the public.

“The question then becomes whether we are actually shook up enough by what happened here that it does
not just become another one of these routine episodes where it gets a lot of attention for a couple of wecks
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and then it drifts away,” Obama said. “It certainly won'’t feel like that to me. This is something that — you
know, that was the worst day of my presidency. And it’s not something that I want to see repeated.”

Separately, a member of the president’s cabinet said Sunday that rural America may be ready to join a
national conversation about gun control. Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack said the debate has to start
with respect for the Second Amendment right to bear arms and recognition that hunting is a way of life for
millions of Americans.

But Vilsack said Newtown has changed the way people see the issue. “I really believe that this is a
different circumstance and a different situation,” Vilsack said on CNN.,

Vilsack said he thinks it’s possible for Americans to come together. “It's potentially a unifying
conversation,” he said. “The problem is that these conversations are always couched in the terms of
dividing us. This could be a unifying conversation, and Lord knows we need to be unified.”

Besides passing gun violence legislation, Obama also listed deficit reduction and immigration as top
priorities for 2013, A big deficit reduction deal with Republicans proved elusive this month, and Obama is
now hoping Senate Democratic and Republican leaders salvage a scaled-back plan that avoids tax
increases for virtually all Americans.

In addition, he issued a defense of former Republican Sen. Chuck Hagel of Nebraska, who has been
mentioned as one of the leading candidates to replace Leon Panetta as defense secretary.

Hagel, who opposed President George W, Bush’s decision to go to war with Iraqg, has been criticized in
conservative circles for not being a strong enough ally of Israel. Also, many liberals and gay activists have
banded against him for comments he made in 1998 about an openly gay nominee for an ambassadorship

Obama, who briefly served with Hagel in the Senate, stressed that he had yet to make a decision but called
Hagel a “patriot.”

Hagel “served this country with valor in Vietnam,” the president said. “And (he) is somebody who's
currently serving on my intelligence advisory board and doing an outstanding job.”

Obama noted that Hagel had apologized for his 14-year-old remark on gays

32. Keith Says:
December 30nh, 2012

I'm still waiting for the “left” to come up with an exact definition of an assault weapon! I have an old
1943 Russian Mosin Nagant rifle that only holds 5 rounds but, it could literally be considered an “Assault
Rifle”! They keep talking about firearms with a military type part or action, this is a WWII military rifle
that was used to “assault the enemy”, could it be banned because of this? Now | hear that Senator Diane
Feinstein’s proposed gun ban includes a ban on semi-automatic handguns and shotguns in addition to
rifles! Where will it stop??
33. Larry Says:
December 30th, 2012

Years ago, | had someone break into my home, while my girlfriend,her 3 kids, and I slept. I dropped the
bolt onto my AR-15 and a 30 round magazine. I put 1 round into the floor of my living room and ordered
the man to lay on the floor, informing him I have 29 more. 8 minutes later the police arrived, arresting
him. A 9mm and a 38 was found in his possession. I honestly believe that a “less scary” gun would have
let him feel more empowered and the end results would have been much different.

34. Stephen Says:

December 30th, 2012

Think about the ability to protect ourselves against tyranny. Should we eventually have to attempt to
overthrow the government for some reason you can bet the military of the U.N. will be used to fight us. If
the government has their way and disarms us of our semi automatic weapons as they want to do, What
will we be left with?

Oh that’s right we will still have our single shot bolt action rifles to use against an army that has fully
automatic weapons...

Can you see the balance there???

Imagine how many people in an situation against tyranny would be cut down before they could even
reload a second round if it happened...

That is why we must not allow the current government crazies to take away our “assault rifles” and
equipment.

35. John Says:

December 30th, 2012

Old Fezzywig-
Just a heads up: We in the military (LE. the Infantry) NEED 30 round mags. When you're in an ambush,
the squad/element needs to return as much VOLUME of fire as possible. It's all about volume. Keep their
heads down while you and your buddies get out of the kill zone &

36. Les Kimbrell Says:
December 30th, 2012
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Mr. Ayoob, once again you have made a point so simple to understand that even those who would take the
rights of the people away cannot argue against these simple facts. Thank you for your outstanding writing.

Patrick, I certainly hope you are as disgusted by your senator’s response as [ am. It's not her place, nor
anyone other than the user, to determine what an “appropriate firearm” is.

37 Mike Says:
December 30th, 2012

@gil while the author may not have been on a rooftop defending his business from looters during the
riots, there were business owners doing that very thing. most people whe have faced armed multiple
armed attackers and are still here to talk to you about it are still here because they were able to bring lethal
force to bear on a lethal threat.

and since you brought up the 1/100k rule, isn't that EXACTLY what an assault weapons ban is? there are

an estimated 300million civilian owned firearms in the united states. according the to FBI crime statistics

report, in 2011 there were 8,583 murders committed with a firearm. of these, 323 were committed with a

rifle. basic math and rounding tells us that's a 1/1,000,000 rule.,. about 10 times less frequent than your
1/100k rule.

38, Daniel Says:
December 30th, 2012

Great article. I am concerned that the “gun grabbers” will read this and think that perhapss they should
disarm police and the citizens will follow. Go ahead and laugh but they can and will twist everything.

39. J Says:
December 30th, 2012

with climate change, floods/hurricanes/tornadoes will be a more common occurence, which means looting
and gangs of looters will be a more common occurence, which means “hicap” mags and semiauto
weapons will be more and more valuable tools for safweguarding life and limb in the future, which means
the anti gunners are out of their minds if they think they can push through another AWB.

40. alaskarich Says:
December 3(0th, 2012

here is the main reason that all weapons and by products are needed for all. So that you all can have you
say in anything like you just did on this blog/chat. You are free, to say what you want. once they start
taking away our birth rights then you will no longer be able to say way you want. You have a choice right
now because of firearms. You can by that green car will yellow spots if you want. You can own property if
you like, which means you can live where you want to and not be told by the government that you will
live here, work doing this for 10 bucks a month, and have black scooter like everyone else to get around
on, showing off you all black cloths. Pleasc disagree with me while you still can. shortly we will not have
blogs/chats, No FB, or phones to call others, no free internet to do as we please. it will be limited. Please
take away our guns Obama and his fans, we will no longer be free. I will die before I give up my freedom,
my rights and most of all my weapons.

41, mark martinez Says:
December 3iith, 2012

I've been surfing the net looking for the answer why we need semi auto weapons and high capacity
magazines,so I could explain it to others who don’t have a clue what it takes to be involved in a shoot out
and what goes through the persons mind when the incident doe’s happen.(eventually it will happen).
found your web site by going through other web sites and arrived to yours.I've read many of your articles
through several gun magazines and hold your advice in high regards.I've been in a couple of shoot outs
myself while being employed as a security guard and once while working as a gas station attendant,(I was
allowed to Cary a gun on the property due to robberies)That was the scariest one of all because I was
alone,in a bad neighborhood and was responsible for training a new employee(and his safety).l was so
worried that I carried a Colt Trooper .357mag, in a upside down cross draw,a .380 horizontal on the other
side,and a.25 auto behind my wallet. Well it happened!we were robbed,he came up behind me with a .32
revolver in my back!Demanded the money from the cash drawer and had us covered the whole time,my
mind was going 100mph!I did not have the time or want to draw my gun while being covered at such at
close range,so I slowed my thoughts down and tried to look as non threatening as possible,I got the money
around and calmly gave it to him without making eye contact,I was watching the gun and his finger on the
trigger!He then announced that if we called the Police he would come back and “Kill us!”l was real mad
at that remark!He tumed and started out the door,] told the new hire to hit the panic button drew my 357
and went after him and yelled out halt!!He spun around and started shooting all in one movement!1
checked his background lined up my sights and returned fire!Carefully trying to hit center mass and keep
the sights lined up and not shake so much,]I fired twice,and on my third shot he grabbed his right side
stumbled a little fired again at me and ran between some houses, it was night time and he had street lights
on behind him so I had a good sight picture,none the less I was scared as hell!l lost count of how many
times I fired so I dumbed the cylinder,reloaded with a speed loader and stood out in the middle of the
drive and kept a vigil on the arca incase he decided to return! The Police showed up,got out of the car and
demanded me to drop my weapon!Great! I thought,now the cops are going to shoot me!Well I placed my
gun on the ground slowly and slowly raised my hands up in the air and announced I was the one who was
robbed and was in a shoot out with the suspect.He came over took my gun and asked for my gun permit!I
showed it to him,he gave it back,then handed me my gun back,asked me how many times I fired?] looked
down where [ reloaded,saw four empties and two live rounds,told him four shots fired! 1 think I hit him
"cause he grabbed his side and stumbled a few steps and took off between some houses!He gave me an
extra flashlight he had and ask me to go with him,i was scared but complied we searched the area but
found nothing,I thought it was funny how no back up arrived! Well he took a statement,left,and I called the

manager/owner,l shut down the station,figured out how much we lost($78.00).And when he showed up 000532
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told him what happened and promptly quit!l was not going to dic for a mere $7.50 an hour! Anyways it
was your advice on how to act in a gunfight and all the articles I've read from you about self defense,is
why I'm here today and ready for the next time it ever happens!That was back in 1978 now its 2012,I've
served in the Army and as a Federal police Officer and survived five shootings,with as many gunshot
wounds,nonetheless I'm still alive!Incidents like this are why we want and need semi auto and high
capacity mags,Thanks Mas!Now I wish you could go on T.V and tell the rest of the non believers and
uninformed the rest of the story why we want and need assault rifles & high capacity mags,and refer them
to articles and videos like Lance’s and the the one about the fatal home invasion!Thanks again!And kecp
up the good work you have been doing.

42. Patrick Says:
December 30th, 2012

Sandy Hook Spree Killer Fired AR-15 79 Times Before Stovepipe
Posted on December 30, 2012 by Robert Farago

TTAG has learned that spree killer Adam Lanza fired his mother's Bushmaster AR-15 79 times inside the
Sandy Hook Elementary school before experiencing a stovepipe. (An empty, fired cartridge failed to eject

from the rifle and became stuck in the action, preventing another cartridge from firing.) Lanza did not

clear the weapon. Investigators found the non-functional AR-15 at least five feet away from the killer’s
body; he may have thrown the rifle after the malfunction before switching to a handgun. A source close to

the investigation says Lanza killed himself within seconds of making eye contact with one of the first
responders.

43. Jason Says:
December 30th, 2012

Gil-
“Since you seem to want to deal in real world situations, at what point in your life have you been
confronted by multiple attackers? Were you part of the LA riots? Should we base our laws on the 1/100k
rule”

I agree. So let's take a look at how often “assault” weapons are used for murder. For the last year
available, out of roughly 9000 gun murders, all long guns, of which “assault” weapons are a sub-group,
were used in about 300 of them.

So even if we grant that banning a misused tool is the best way to deal with that misuse, going after a class
of weapons that is used for murder less than bare hands and feet isn’t the way to do it.

Old Fezzywig-

I can’t speak for all liberals, but my social circle is largely liberal, and speaking as a gun-owning,
concealed carrying variety of liberal I can tell you one thing: I don’t know one that hates guns because
they want to establish a socialist utopia. They favor gun control because they are ignorant. And ignorance
is often accompanied by fear. When we are ignorant and fearful, we often act emotionally.

44, Lorenzo Says:
December 30th, 2012

Excellent commentary Mas,

The issue and problem lies in getting the anti’s to see it. Even the ones that are either surrounded by armed
security and those who are privileged enough to garner the right to carry above the masses.
45. sinesterserpentsixoe Says:
December 30th, 2012

{@guntotin-mama
first mama police do not carry guns to protect youw/your family/us ....they carry and have guns to protect
themselves. and as far as the expertise is concerned i have personally seen on dozens of occasions police
abusing there authority in ways that would shock you to the core,and ..because.... when seconds count the
police are only minutes away,because you/your family or us cannot realistically have a cop in our back
pocket 24/7/365. and as far as the “LAWS" go please explain to me.... like i’'m a six yr old how criminals
abide by current/future laws?i do agree that all americans should have the exact same types of weapons
the military is afforded. to ensure our politicians do not take a tyrannical stance against the very citizens
that elect them( as we arc currently engaged with. .. IE feinestein/schumer/biden/obama/clinton/reid). as
spoken to in the declaration of independence. facts are facts.... the assault weapons ban did NOT effect
the crime in the usa from 1994-2004 when it was removed. we have seen serious crime reductions in state
such as vermont/arizona/alaska and even in kennesaw, georgia 1982-today requiring gun ownership. in
this whole time only four murders occured 3 of which happened in gun free zones. it only shows that
presence of a firearm prevents crime, and in my humble opinion the entire faculty of every school in the
nation should be required to carry concealed and trained, this will send a extremely strong message to
would be gunmen this is not going to be like shooting fish in a barrel. the teachers are already there, they
simply have to be armed and trained and the gun free zones have to go. thank you Mas and i hope you will
speak on behalf of gun owners coast to coast. i can think of few others with your respect,skill, and
knowledge that could do better. to you and all happy new year.

46. Jo Ann Says:
December 30th, 2012

I hope Mas has our beloved senators (ESPECIALLY CA's) on his email/blog list. Don’t think they will
read it of course.... All very positive comments as usual and lots of valid talking points.

47. Grannie with a gun Says:
December 30th, 2012

SER645 000533

http://backwoodshome.com/blogs/MassadAyoob/2012/12/29/why-good-people-need-semiautomatic-firearms-and-high-capacity-magazines-plRX HIBI T TP/24



se2017  CARRsar AGEY R R TN US> 1208 8ryien R R OB LERINE ~BeRdiRR S8 F aRESTLe! 1am

Thank you for giving me the defensible reasons to use when arguing with my scared gun grabbing friends!
I know we need these things, I've just never been very good at verbalising WHY. You've given me some
great ammo for my next battle of wits!

48. John Says:
December 30th, 2012

Mr. Ayoob has quantified the position I've held for years, though with certain modifications.

When 1 started with my department, we were armed with .357 revolvers, Ruger Mini-14’s and pump
shotguns. In the course of tiime, I purchased several revolvers, several rifles, and several shotguns in order
to maintain my personal proficiency, and so that | never faced the situation where I didn't know how to
safely unload the weapons [ was coming into contact with.

When we turned in the revolvers for Smith and Wesson M&P pistols and -15's, I updated my collection,
again in order to maintain my own skills.

Now that I'm retired and live in a rural area, I feel I need them more than ever — I can’t call for backup
and expect it to arrive in a reasonable time, the sheriff’s department is spread too thin as it is.

Who are these politicans in Washington and the various state houses? They live in virtual fortresses, with
24-hour armed security, and for the most part will retain that security when they retire, but they want me
to surrender it all so they can dictate how I live? I don’t think so...

49, Lonie Says:
December 30th, 2012

Again, people are missing the big picture. It's not the criminals or the deranged people that most gun
owners are worried about. It’s all about “GOVERNMENT TYRANNY™", If you don’t believe it could
happen here in the United States, then you are not a believer of world history. Wake up people. It could
happen here and we the people must ensure it dosen’t ever happen in the United States, Protect the Second
Amendment and never give an inch because certain people in Washington wants all your guns and to
control your rights as a United States citizen.

50. Allen Says:
December 30th, 2012

registration is a bad thing. registration is the first step to confiscation.

Having served as a special agent (special means you have police power and are armed) u.s.army
intelligence, the first thing you are instructed to do when entering a hostil area is to go to whatever hall of
records exists, find the gun registration lists and go out and confiscate all weapons. that’s why registration

is a bad idea in a free society.

51: Brian Sluggo32 Williamson Says:
December 30th, 2012

It's not just Guns also hunting. 1 use to Hunt a lot to help feed my large family but sense i now have bad
heart i don’t get to as much any more i still want the right. people oh it just guns and hunting no big deal.
but do think that is all they want? ask your self do i want Washington to wipe their collective ass on the
Constitution and the Bill of Rights we need to get involved and stop The Idiots who are in Washington.
The People are out of Control. there are Employees but they continually take more an more control of are
lives, We need to wake up, 1 don’t want to live in a Nanny State Cradle to grave The Government
Dictating what I do or say. How about you what we are leave are children. they make laws that kill jobs
not create them. The Gun Industry makes 100;s of 1000’s jobs good jobs that support other jobs, the same
Hunting. Stores,Hotels, Restaurants, gas stations, you name it. The point is can we afford to lose more
jobs!! and if you think what can I do just Remember

WE THE PEOPLE OF UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
( for you young people that never had to take a civics class it the first line the Constitution of the United
States Of America. see and you thought that civics was a little cars from japan ha ha)

My rant for the Day.
remember ( The tree of liberty must be refreshed from time to time with the blood of patriots and tyrants)
( Thomas Jefferson)

52, TNT Says:
December 30th, 2012

Guns were given lo citizens as a way of creating a citizen army against the British Invasion. Now we have
a military. Time to give up your guns. We have no need for them you paranoid redneck fucks.

53. Devoted gun owner Says:
December 30th, 2012

It is quite clear that our government will never be able to take our guns. They have no idea truly who
owns and who doesn’t.
It is also clear that there is an over abundance of ignorance, and manipulation when it comes to people
trying to implement gun control. The term “assault rifle” is really being used to persuade us to their ideas,
or the person has no idea what a true “assault rifle” is. Whether it’s because they don’t want to know or
they are just repeating someone elses ignorance.

An “assault rifle” is only available to police, military and civilians with special federal permits. Not just
anyone can buy them. These are full auto and special burst style weapons. The weapons anyone can buy 000534
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are only semi-automatic,
Semi-automatic weapons are what all these crimes in the news have been committed with. Again
manipulation to think their way comes to play and ignorance of not knowing the difference when the
crimes are reported, They use the words “assault rifle” because of it’s similarity in appearance to a true
assault rifle. In these news reports they never talk about the gunmen that were shot by someone with a gun
and kept them from committing a bigger crime. That would totally contradict the gun control thought
process they want you to have.
You can say what you want about the AR and AK rifles. People for years have always had a fasination for
guns. Some for hunting and others just for sport.

Thanks,

54. SteveS Says:
December 30th, 20012

“Since you seem to want to deal in real world situations, at what point in your life have you been
confronted by multiple attackers? Were you part of the LA riots? Should we base our laws on the 1/100k
rule, or be more reasonable? Whatevs. The world goes on while you sit in your basements with your cold

steel and empty lives.”

Gil: so in your world, ownership of “scary black rifles” and “large capacity clips” is predicated on whether
or not you've been lucky enough to survive multiple attackers? This argument is nonsensical. I own
because [ can. I make sure I have enough ammo in enough magazines to ensure that I can stop any number
of attackers should the need arise. Any other questions?

I'd also like to know what the 1/100k rule is. Google can’t seem to make heads nor tails of it.
Finally, your last sentence makes it clear as to what side of the debate you're on: the one that has to rely
on ad hominem attacks to make its point. FAIL. But thanks for playing.

55. Stephen Malm Says:
December 3(th, 2012

Mas Ayoob does a good job of presenting the fundamental concepts and arguments that we all of us who
really respect the 2nd amendment know about, and adds the depth of knowledge and event history that he
has amassed in decades of law enforcement and analysis of real-world defensive shootings. | agree with
Ayoob that our defensive firearm choices have closely followed law enforcement for many years for
completely valid reasons. Why should [ expect to be relegated to anything less than what police use in
order to protect themselves and do their mostly reactive shooting. I am law-abiding, and do not shoot in an
offensive manner, but 1 DO expect to prevail in the event that I am forced to defend against an unknown
level of force that threatens me, my family and neighbors, and home & country. Telling me how many
rounds that will take, what type of gun is permissible for the task, and postulating on how many drug-
crazed and numbed assailants [ should expect to encounter in an invasion or mob action does not sit well
with me, or other responsible citizens. I do not have the luxury of calling for backup while being attacked,
and I would expect to not have convenient cover during which I can reload using lower-capacity
magazines. | am a member of a police family, but fully understand that the police are not obligated to put
themselves in harm's way to stop a threat against me.

56. Uncle Dave Says:
December 30th, 2012

Old Fezzywig has it right. Its all about power. Everything else is just a distractor from the real issue:
POWER. The more people who are vested the better. That is why laws are being proposed that do not
address the problem, to grab more power, by enacting more laws that do not address the stated out come.
Its smoke and mirrors. The more people become vested, the more who have a stake in the game, the

stronger our base.

To the issue of price gouging. Our dollar buys 1/4th of what it did just a few years ago. It buys half of
what it did just 4 years ago. Use the base price of metals to compare.

ST Jim Lovelady Says:
December 30th, 2012

<vvvsne.... When seconds count, the cops are only MINUTES away. Stay safe by

Just remember...............
staying prepared. Thirty round mags? Yes sir. Jim

58. guns are ours Says:
December 30th, 2002

To Senator McCaskill: you are an idiot. The “assault rifle” was not used in the attack. He used handguns.
People like you who have no idea what was or was not used need to keep your ideas to yourselves. Guns
are not the problem Government is the problem. We as citizens do not deserve to have our rights taken
away by certain fools, likely government sponsored attacks, and people who think they can get rid of
problems by writing words on paper to make things illegal. The truth is simple tell your cronies in
government to quit poisoning the people and killing innocent children.

59. AF Ret, Says:
December 30th, 2012

@TNT-
You are the epitome of ignorance. To say that the 2nd amendment is outdated is appalling. “The right of
the people to keep and bare arms, being necessary for the security of a free state, shall not be infringed.”
The military's purpose is to support and defend the constitution of the United States and protect America’s
people and her interests, As a 10 year combat disabled veteran, I feel more than qualified to tell you to get
bent. It is the people’s responsibility to keep our government in check. I will take up my so called “assault 0 0 O 5 3 5
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rifle” if need be. You may choose words as your weapon, good luck with that when that boot heel is
crushing your larynx. Just call them a redneck fuck as well, I'm sure that’s all the weapon you need and
really the only weapon I'd trust you with.

60. Muarc-Wi Says:
December 30th, 2012

As usual you have hit the nail squarely on the head, it’s gonna take one hell of a big sledge hammer to
drive it home tho,
Take care and stay safe

61. TNT's Moms' Manwhore Says:
December 30th, 2012

INT....The fact that we do have an armed military is one reason i will keep my weapons. Also, you can
come back and tell us we don’t need guns after you have been robbed, raped, assaulted, or killed. You
dumb liberal fuck.

62. Marc-Wi Says:
December 30th, 2012

Mas, I don't follow “A Girl” ‘s blog but she has a very touching and telling post on 29dec12. The end
sums it up very well....http//www.agirlandhergun.org/
Pleasc take a look at it you get a chance.

63. Mas Says:
December 30th, 2012

Both sides of the debate are welcome here; I believe natural, mutual discussion will help sort out who's
right and who's wrong.

However, the Backwoods Home Blogs are intended to be “family friendly.” I'm asking both sides to leave
the “F-bombs" out of the discussion. It doesn’t add any credibility to either side.

Thanks,
Mas

64, Jon Says:
Decemnber 30th, 2012

The shooting of innocent children is terrible to say the least. But the real problem is not guns. The liberals
use this opportunity for their communist agenda. The real problem is the drugs that 80% of these school
shooters were given while attending school. Check out the records of how many kids the schools have put
on these drugs. If the military finds out you have taken them, you can not join WHY this is a bigger
problem than guns. The LAW worked he was denied 5 times from buying a gun. He killed and stole the
guns no law will prevent that. What about the guy in Thailand who slit the throat of 20 some kids. Sick
people will kill. Wait till they start using bombs. What of the guy awhile back who drove his car into a
crowd standing on the sidewalk. The liberals are using everyone’s emotions which by the way is sick in its
self to pass laws to further their communist plans of total take over, Give up your gun, give up your life,
The constitution has served us well keep all of it. And by the way saying a prayer now and again helps.
Maybe forsaking GOD and a society with no morale’s or belief in the ten commandments just might have
something to do with it. I mean just look at what Clinton did. They made him a icon in the democratic
party. Where was the women’s lib over that one. Instead women idolize that disgusting excuse of a man.
We have lots of problems and the gun is not it.

65. Peelay Says:
December 30th, 2012

1. 30-rd. mags for HD won’t wash! The cops NEED to carry out “offensive maneuvers” when opposing
heavily armed thugs. All we as citizens need to do is hold on until the police arrive. I have encountered
some punks in my time, and in my experience; “when the going gets tough, the punks get going”. If, God
forbid, I have to shoot at two/three intruders, I honestly doubt the second guy is going to go; 'man, you
shot my friend, I'M GONNA GET YOU!" Far more likely is, “*Oh shit, the crazy asshole has a gun. I'M
OUTTA HERE!"

2. If semi-auto battle-style rifles weren't available AT ALL for the civilian market, just how many would
be sold to the criminal market by LEO’s or NG/Reserve personnel? Where would they get them? When
the shotgun was the PD’s long arm, a criminal with a .45ACP was considered very well armed. The
criminals just got people with clean records to buy their firepower for them. The kook in New York had
his neighbor get his murder implement for him, the system would’ve caught him,

3. Guns for HD, I have a few, but no military-style. I carried on for a long time, and know what they can
do and what they can’t. Of course we should have arms if we want, we just have no business with
military-implements.

4. If Lanza has only 10-rd. mags, one wonders if some of the kids might have had a chance to run, or
someone to tackle him during a magazine change. That’s how they got Laughner, he shot nine people
before running out of 32 rounds. How many might have run away successfully if he had to change mags
after 107

66. dave Says:
December 31st, 2012

No AR15 was used the gun in his mothers car was a Saiga 12 ga semi auto. Wake up, it’s a fact that they
are just using this to attack so called assualt rifles. Something we in Texas call modemn sporting rifles.
Probably one in ten pickup trucks has one in it. You don’t hear about them being used cept on coyotes and 00053 6

hogs. Don't fear the firearm, fear t eﬁﬁ%\ags to take yours from you.
EYHIBIT T'hapa
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HarryHydro Says:
December 3151, 2012

" The cops are the experts on the current criminal trends. If they have determined that a “high capacity”
semiautomatic pistol and a .223 semiautomatic rifle with 30-round magazines are the best firearms for
them to use to protect people like me and my family,..."

The cops don’t carry that kind of firepower to protect the people,
They carry it to Protect Themselves !!

68. drake Says:
December31st, 2012

Obama on Gun Control: Resistance is Futile
Posted on December 30, 2012 by Dan Zimmerman
Excerpt from President Obama'’s interview on Meet The Guy Who Broke the D.C. Law on Standard
Capacity AR-15 Magazines But Wants More Gun Laws, via apnews.myway.com:

*I am skeptical that the only answer is putting more guns in schools. And I think the vast majority of the
American people are skeptical that that somehow is going to solve our problem . . . Will there be
resistance? Absolutely there will be resistance. The question then becomes whether we are actually shook
up enough by what happened here that it does not just become another one of these routine episodes
where it gets a lot of attention for a couple of weeks and then it drifts away. It certainly won't feel like that
to me. This is something that — you know, that was the worst day of my presidency. And it's not
something that I want to see repeated.”

69. Tom from WNY Says:
December31st, 2012

For the most part, [ am a M1 Garand/bolt rifle/1911/12 ga. pump fan and strive to maintian competency
with those. I do not worship on the altar of magazine capacity nor rifle type. When the Critical Incident
occurs, it will usually not be at a time or place of your choosing.

Most Police Officers can and do call for backup when they answer a call of trouble. An Armed Citizen
does not always have that option. Therefore, the Armed Citizen needs the best equipment and must take
the responsibility to train well with it to be as competent as they can be. Where I live, dial 911 and 20
minutes is considered a reasonable response time.

However, I am a strident believer in the Slippery Slope philosophy; rooted in Pastor Neimoller’s
statements. Giving an inch to these folks will lead to disaster for all of us. Remember Gun Control is not
about Guns, it is all about Control.

70. Gordon Says:
December 31s1, 2012

confused. msnbc reported that the sandy shooter was found with 4 handguns near his body and his mother
ar style rifle in his mother’s car. which was parked outside the schools entrance. so the attacks on ar or
msr (modern sports rifles) is unfounded in this case. while it makes the horror of the killings are no less
terrible....grandfather of 5 with 2 on the way. 1, 2, 3, 9, and 11.

71. Bran Downey Says:
December 31st, 2012

Mas,
Thanks for the really excellent summary in the last paragraph of your post — clear and concise, as usual.
My siser asked me that very question during our Christmas get-together and I wish 1'd had your “short
version” answer then.

Her husband is from England and is now talking about getting a rifle or shotgun for their farm near
Chicago. He gets really upset with US bureaucracy — this should be quite an “education” for him!

Hope you have a Happy New Year (inspite of the antics of Obama)!

g2 Tom Y. Says:
December 3151, 2012

I have them and will keep them until they pry them from my dead hands, I will not surrender mine to
anyone.
This is exactly the reason we had our first Revolutionary war. How Germany started two world wars, how
North Korea, The Soviet Union and China got to be where they are.
Those who say the fed.gov will protect us need to remember Wounded Knee, Ruby Ridge, Waco and Kent
State . . . who protected them from our .gov
If we can’t protect ourselves who will? Even the SCOTUS has ruled we are not to expect the police to
protect us 24/7 Castle Rock vs Gonzales

worth reading hitp://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933.162325.00.html

3. Jess Says:
December 31st, 2012

" the entire faculty of every school in the nation should be required to carry concealed and trained, this
will send a extremely strong message to would be gunmen this is not going to be like shooting fish in a
barrel.”

000537
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You going to pay for this training/guns? Or the pay raisc to teachers for protecting your children with thicr
lives? Educate yourself on contract hours for teachers and how many hours they acually put in, or the
supplies that they buy because parents wont buy their own kids supplies, but hey, buy the teachers a gun
and let them fend for 20 kids and pray they hit their target and not your kid. Put more guns in schools will

make it safer...Moron,

Fruithat44 Says:
December 315t,2012

74.
Hmmm . . . not a definite argument, but just some random observations.

The people who post about needing firearms to defeat a tyrannical government; [ well whole heartedly
agree that politicians need to be kept an eye on, and that a healthy scepticism about “The Great & Good”
is, well, healthy.

But...
Some of the posts — to me anyway — give the impression — hopefully a false impression — that gun-owners
are people who enjoy having paranoid fantasies about the time when they have an excuse to shoot their
fellow Americans. As [ said that’s just how some of the posts come across to me.

As to high-capacity magazines, I suspect that their desirability for self-defence is inversely proportional to
the possibility of their being banned.

Jeff Cooper (or at least it was attributed to him) once said, “High capacity magazines are only any use if
you plan to miss a lot.”

And 1 think it was Massad Ayood who in *Guns and Weapons for Law Enforcement’ (Again I think) who

told the anecdote of two cops, one old and one young, whose agency had recently changed from revolvers

to high-capacity autos. They had a lethal encounter; the youngster got off fourteen rounds and missed with
all of them, while the old-timer got down and got off one round which solved the problem.

And it was definitely Mas who pointed out that in the Aurora cinema murders it would have only taken
*one* shot to have stopped the, high-capacity magazine toting, murderer. (Of course since the murderer
was — apparently — wearing body armour it does give an excellent case for revising the ‘Law Enforcement

Only’ policies about the sale of “armour-piercing” ammunition.)

OTOH [ have always thought that the obvious comeback to the (alleged) Cooper quote would be:
“Well small capacity magazines are only any use if you plan to hit every target first shot every time.”
“Well that is exactly what I plan to do.”

“Well do things always go to plan in a gunfight?"

And to my way of thinking if you find yourself in a gunfight, then it's very likely that things are NOT
goingtoplan...

Concealed Carrying Cyclist Says:

December 3151, 2012

75.
I love reading Mas' blog; it’s informative and instructive when it comes to issues regarding self-defense.

I like the comments section for the same reason. There are quite a number of people who have valuable
information to share regarding self-defense. Their opinions on economics, however, leave something to be
desired.

Doc Martin Says:

December 315, 2012

76.
Whew! What a ride through the comments. I need a shower.

But what I do remember is “Americans have historically modeled their choices of home protection and
personal defense handguns on what the cops carried....The American police establishment has also
largely switched from the 12 gauge shotgun which was also the traditional American home defense

weapon, to the AR15 patrol rifle with 30-round magazine...and, not surprisingly, the law-abiding
citizenry has followed suit there, too.”

OK Mas, I'm ready for Part 2!

77. Justin Says:
December 31st, 2012
Senator McCaskill of Missouri misses the point of the 2nd Amendment. It is not about hunting, or the
shooting sports. The 2nd Amendment exists specifically to give we the people the means to fight an
oppressive and tyrannical government. Such as the one we currently have.
78. Jeanetta Says:
December 3151, 2012

Due to the recent events at Sandy Hook elementary school we now face renewed threats to our
Constitutional rights. While I understand how painful the loss must be for those touched by this tragedy,
blaming firearms or their owners and punishing them is not the answer to the challenges we face as a

nation.
000538

We already have laws that were violated by a man who was likely psychotic and heavily medicated. This
man was stopped by the mandatory background check from purchasing firearms. He then decided to
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murder his mother and take her legally owned firearms to commit this tragedy.

If your true goal is to protect our children, then enact legislation that will do that. Banning fircarms that
are rarely used in crime (less than 1% of the time) is not going to stop such tragedies, that was proven in
1999 when the Columbine shooting took place under the 1994 ban. Do something meaningful, please,
Make committing the insane easier. Put armed security guards in our schools. But do not strip us of our
rights and property by passing additional anti-gun laws that have historically had no positive effect on
crime in our nation or others,
79. Jack Says:

December 31st, 2012

1 will give you all examples where people should be allowed to own semi autos and have magazines with
more than 10 rounds.

[ am a retired Law enforcement officer and have had several attempts on my life over the years by
person(s) I previously arrested. The assault weapon ban punishes me for serving my community
honorably I have to defend myself with 10 rounds or less and in one instance they came to my home all
armed with four individuals.

Say what you want the assault weapons ban does not keep guns away from criminals and only disarms
honest law abiding citizens even retired law enforcement who need to have access to these type of
weapons even after their retirement date.

80. Jason Says:
December 31st, 2012

To the multiple people insisting that no AR was used in the Newtown incident:

You are relying on very early reports that proved incorrect later. When a story is breaking, you can count
on journalists to get stuff wrong as they rush to be the first to get information out, and the chaos of this
type of event amplifies this. This was one such instance.

Do you remember all of the reports that came at us during 9/117 A bomb on the helicopter pad at the
Pentagon, a bomb at the State Department... For crying out loud, the early reports said it was a small
commuter plane that hit the first tower.

81. Jjason Says:
December 31s1,2012
it’s ironic that your argument that we need these guns, that they can kill a bunch of people quickly, is the
fucking reason you had to write this terribly stupid article in the first place. oh, but some murderers are
good guys. of course.
82,

Christopher Hoffinan Says:
December 31st, 2012

Great perspective as always, Mas. My (somewhat overlapping) two cents:

In America, we don’t set the bar for liberty based on the horrible acts of a few criminally insane people.
After 236 years, we aren’t going to start now,

There is a plethora of regulatory measures that can be enacted that are certainly well within the confines
of the second amendment, but banning most ubiguitous rifle in the land that’s owned by literally millions
of law abiding Americans isn't one of them.

The Supreme court in Heller vs DC tells us that the type of arms that the 2nd amendment protects are
those in common use at the present time. There is no more common rifle than the AR15-pattern, semi-
automatic rifle. No matter what you may read to the contrary, it is widely employed for literally every

known lawful purpose for which a rifle can be used.

Common sense tells us that if the 2nd amendment is to serve any purpose, then the arms it protects must
be equal or greater in their performance characteristics than the arms that the citizens may lawfully
confront,

Only if terrorists, cartels, gang members, and any future tyrannical governments can no longer access 30
round magazines would an argument for banning them have even a rational basis,

What, after all, should a small arm that’s designed to protect the security of a free state look like, if not
EXACTLY like a semi-automatic only, civilian version of the very rifle placed in the hands of every
eighteen year-old capable of signing his or her name on recruitment papers?

Even if there was any weight to the absurd argument that the only purpose of AR15 pattern rifles is to kill
as many people as possible, then why does every police department issue or authorize their use for their
officers? Doesn’t that fact perfectly illustrate that a weapon can equally benefit both evil and good?

If we truly believe that the 2nd amendment is an anachronism, then there is a means within the
constitution to change it, if we dare. Knee-jerk legislation that throws the constitutional baby out with the
bath water serves only to weaken a document that sets this country apart from any other in history in the

preservation of human dignity, liberty, and self-government.
83. Exurbankevin Says:
December 3151, 2012

Knowledge is power.

SER651 000539
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You have made the firearms community very powerful indeed with this post. Thank you!

84. sean Says:
December 31st, 2012

What a bunch of hypoeritical socialists. ....complaining about free markets.

Seriously? Failing to plan is planning to fail. Why didn’t you buy your guns/mags/spare parts BEFORE
we re-glected Obama? You SERIOUSLY didn’t see this coming? Romney’s record was no better on gun
control. You should have been stocking up prior to the election b/c this was foreseeable.

It’s supply and demand. Don’t like the price? Don’t buy. It’s that simple.
Don’t blame the market for your unwillingness to be prepared.

Time to learn an important LIFE SAVING lesson here. When the food shortages come, you had better
have been more prepared and have some on hand or you'll be “gouged” to keep yourself alive.

This isn’t really even a by product of free markets. After all, there wouldn't be a price spike if the US
Government honored the Bill of Rights and followed the 2nd Amendment’s “shall not be infringed”
language. OUR GOVERNMENT is to blame for the increase in prices by market manipulation,

What if your livelihood was about to be done away with by tyrannical governmental legislative fiat?
You’d need to charge more for your wares in order to survive the next few years in this horrible cconomic
environment while tooling up to do something else.....yet you begrudge the industry that is facing the
same dilemma.

85. Nick Says:
Decemnber 31st, 2012

An interesting view point published in Pravda the Russian newspaper.
http://english.pravda.rv/opinion/columnists/28-12-2012/123335-americans_guns-0/

86. John Reynolds Says:
December 31st, 2012

There is nothing that is not true about this subject. Everything is true to some degree. What I don’t see,
however, is one word about security. In Washington state, there is no state sales tax on a gun safe. That is
a baby step in the right direction. How about our federal government? What can it do to promote security?
Cost of a gun safe tax deductable? The non shooting public is not looking for miracles, but baby steps to
show a good attitude. This would be a well received baby step.

87. Mas Says:
December 31st, 2012

Good to see that the “drive by posters” from the anti-gun side are limited to F-bomb epithets and cries of
“moron” when they face logical discussion. Kinda proves who's on the right side of the debate. That's one
reason | allow posts to appear here, you know,,.:-)

88. Long Island Mike Says:
December 31st, 2012

Mas with all due respect, what the hell is a “COPS ONLY TEXTBOOK *? Under what authority is a
freaking BOOK somehow banned from civilians (whatever that is)? Is that really what you meant?

89, Matt Says:

December 31st, 2012

Police around here REGULARLY fire numerous rounds into — or at — one individual in shootouts or other
deadly-force incidents. One memorable one a mile or two from here involved 16 rounds fired by one or
more officers at a bank robber — and only four rounds hit him.

90. Lyle Says:
December 31st, 2012

I like the post, as far as it goes, but with all due respect, Sir, we have a Bill of Rights. It is not a Bill of
Needs. Wrong premise.

We do not have to justify our choices in keeping and bearing arms, so let’s not play along when our rights
are questioned.

The ideal behind the second amendment is that power is vested in the people, as individuals, and not in
government. It is about power balance. The millisecond that someone in government starts to question our
rights, they are out of line and need to be called on it. They are advocating criminal behavior.

Reference; 18 USC 241 and 18 USC 242

91. Johny Gee Says:
December 3151, 2012

This is why [ have loved reading your writings for over 30 years. Keep up the good work.

92. Chris - VA Says:
December 31st, 2012 000540
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Good guys/gals don't murder...
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Great guys/gals stop murder.

Mas Says:
January 1st,2013

93.
Long Island Mike, the Street Survival textbook was sold to “cops only” as a policy of the publisher,
Calibre Press. 1 knew most of the authors, and the original publishers, and had to respect their wishes for
their product. That said, there are many retired cops who've put their copies up for sale on EBay and
Amazon.
94, Isaac Says:
January Ist, 2013

To those bashing the article because it uses many “1/100k” stories, aren’t the gun grabbers doing the

same? As soon as the school shooting happened the libtards jumped at the oportunity to bring up gun
control. Senator frankenstein said herself that she has been working on her new assault weapons ban for

over a year. So why has it just come up after a shooting?
95, Jeff Timmerman Says:
Jonuary Ist, 2013

Why does someone need a sports car that goes well over 100mph when the speed limit is 70mph? Because
we live in America and good men died so we could live free that’s why! Why do we need so many good
reasons when you have the best reason the 2A! Why do so many what to pick and choose what parts so
the constitution they want to stand behind like frecdom of speech! And for the love of God why do people
not look at the fact that gun control does not work http://www.gunfacts.info/ has lots of proof.

96. KB - in 8.C. Says:
January lst, 2013

I wrote my congressman and noted that as terrible as the Newtown shooting was, that also on that day, and
each and every other day 27 people (average) are killed as a result of drunk drivers. That’s almost 10, 000
every year!!! Yet there are no background checks to purchase a vehicle, alcoholic beverages are available
on every corner, and drinking games have not been removed from Spencer’s at the local mall. Wanna save

some lives?? help the states keep drunk drivers off the road!

97. John Reynolds Says:
January 1st, 2013

We suffer 33,000 traffic each year.

98. 2WardbnVer Says:
January 15,2013

Law-abiding people use guns to defend themselves between two and two and a half million times each
year. Denied a means of self-defense they would add massive numbers to the crime rate.
1, thankfully, was only needed a firearm once (in this country). Many years ago | was traveling with my

young wife and baby when we were approached, and a highway rest stop arca late at night, by three
predators. I didn’t need to fire a shot; it was sufficient for me to rack the slide of my P-38 to cause them to
determine that their presence was required elsewhere.
As [ said, I only needed a gun once. But, without it we'd have been murdered or scarred for life forty-six

years ago.
Individual defense, incidentally, is not the reason the Founders championed gun ownership. The ability of

citizens to be victimized by tyrannical government was uppermost in their minds.
So, I only needed a gun once —so far.

99. Brian Says:
January Ist, 2013

People need to research the Battle of Athens which took place in TN in 1946. It was an armed rebellion
which stopped the stealing of votes in a small county.

hitpy//www.youtube.com/watch?v=US5ut6yPrObw

100. Hutch Says:
January 1st, 2013

Mas, great blog post as always.

(@Sean, regarding: “Seriously? Failing to plan is planning to fail. Why didn’t you buy your
guns/mags/spare parts BEFORE we re-elected Obama?"

You beat me to the comment and I couldn’t have said it better.

All: great points and good restraint in replying to the drive-by liberals that resort to personal attacks when
confronted with logic. I fear that we are outnumbered though; logic is no longer valued by the majority of
Americans or Obama wouldn’t have been re-elected. I'm afraid we, as a country, need a re-boot of the

system. Perhaps going off the fiscal cliff, as painful as that will be, is what is needed to make people
realize that hard work and resourcefulness is what made this country great and is what is needed to keep it
000541
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101. Jeff Timmerman Says:
January 2nd, 2013

1 got it all you anti’s have the answer of the “Gun Free Zones" this is a great idea. 1 think we should
expand it lets get ride of the Secret Service and make the area around the President a Gun Free Zone! If it
works for schools why not the President?

102. Ronin Says:
January 2nd, 2013

My home defense weapon only holds 10 rounds—OF 12ga 00 BUCKSHOT MAGNUM ROUNDS.—a
SEIGA with 4 clips. I live in the country and it would take the Police 30 mins to get there to save me from
the time I called them. Can I wait that long?

Ronin

103. Scott Wilson Says:
January 2nd, 2013

Brilliantly pithy and poignant. Thank you,

For home defense, I'll stick with my shotgun. But in a civil disruption, the milspec rifle is the obvious
choice.

And the civilian arms buildup after the mere mention of a coming piece of gun ban legislation is a clear
statement that we're not turning anything in and in fact are ready to resist if necessary and left no
alternative.

104. Trevor Sullivan Says:
January 2nd, 2013

Self-defense is an inherent, human right. If criminals (government or citizens) infringe upon my property
rights, then I have the right and RESPONSIBILITY to defend my property!

105. Jjohndillinger Says:
Junuary 2nd, 2013

Right on, There will be blood, but if not, we will end up dead or in a gulag anyway.

106. TivelveB Says:
January 2nd, 2013

The emphasis in the comments on mags of greater than 10 round capacity is misplaced —a red herring. The
proposed bill bans ALL semi-auto rifles, shotguns, and handguns that “can accept” a magazine of greater
than 10 round capacity. That means that every semi-auto fircarm that uscs detachable magazines will be
banned, including the 1911, and every other semi-auto magazine fed handgun.

As to the ignorant assertion that no assault rifles would be available to criminals if they were all banned,
unless acquired somehow from the police and military....geez....have you ever heard of the AK47? They
make them by hand in Pakistan. They're prolific, and most of those in Mexico were imported from other
Latin American countries, not the US. Criminals will still be able to get all the AKs they want even if it
were possible to eliminate all ARs in the US —which it isn’t,

107. Paul E. Mason Says:
January 2nd, 2013

Since when is the 2nd Amendment debatable ?

Why is it 80 million lawful firearm owners are abused and blamed for a despicable act of unhuman
proportion. Anyone not brought to their knees by acts of terror and mass murder surely lack human traits
such as love and feelings for others. And, by the same grace, no one ought to be depriving lawfuly firearm
owners their right to personal protection.

Why is the “close the barn doors after the cows get out” mentality thriving. Just look at all the
prohibitionists
running around with their heads cut off proclaiming “ban, assault weapons, ban the magazines.
Excuse me, [ have a dirty little secret to tell you. Lawful firearm owners do not/ can not own “assault
weapons”! Since when? 1934!

So what is the debate? I fail to see it, unless you are the one who falls for the folly or myth of “assault
weapons” and of course, “gun control”,

You see folks, it is the ploy the prohibitionists have been using from day one. Time to get over it
prohibitionist, grow up. You want all our fircarms, do you not.
Well, you can not have them, period!

Oh, by the way, when is the Revolution.

108. Martin in UK Says:
January 3nd, 2013

Here in the UK we have draconian gun control laws that effectively amount to prohibition for the majority
of the population. It is also illegal to carry a knife in public unless it has a non-locking blade under 3
inches long. Does this make our streets safe? No, because criminals do not respect the law. Fatal stabbings
are rife and if you care to check out the murder of two unarmed police women in Manchester last year you
will read that criminals in the UK are buying guns and even hand grenades with ease.

So, we have a situation where the law abiding public are unarmed and the criminals are armed with guns,
knives and explosive devices because, as | have said, they do not respect the law. Our only defense is to 000542
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phone the police and wait for an armed response unit to arrive. That works every time: 1 say old chap,
would you mind waiting while T get my telephone and contact the local constabulary. Jolly good”.

Follow our example. Ban guns. Then ban knives. Your streets will be safe.

109. Micro compact Says:
January 3rd, 2013

To the anti-gun, confiscation supporting folks- especially those like Piers Morgan, the US was established
by and for people who wanted freedom from tyranny of Britain. Britain has the gun laws that seem to be
so desired by you all- stop trying to change our way of life and Constitution. The answer is simple, if gun
laws, regulations and big government control are what you desire, go to Britain or one of the many
countries that already have that foundation.

110. charlie Says:
January 3rd, 2013
Fu TNT.
1L charlie Says:

January 3rd, 2013
TNT......Redneck? Really? is that the best insult you can dish out?

112. Elm Creek Smith Says:
January 3nd, 2013

Mas,

I carry a .357 Magnum Smith & Wesson Model 686 in a duty holster at work with a .38 Special Smith &
Wesson Model 37 in pocket as backup. (Yes, I'm the resident dinosaur in my agency.) I also am currently
the top gun in my unit, shooting 100% in our last semiannual qualification against the rest of the guys and
gals with their .40 S&W Glock 22 semiautomatic pistols. Does this mean that I don’t like or need a
semiautomatic pistol?

Nope. It means that I standardized on Smith & Wesson pattern revolvers because my wife can't get past
the brass ejecting from a semiautomatic pistol. She calls them “...guns that shoot back...” and develops a
flinch in less than a magazine. On the other hand, she is very good with my old .357 Magnum Smith &
Wesson Model 681 loaded with .38 Special +P. My standardization means that she can pick up anything I
carry on or off duty and use it effectively. Since I am not independently wealthy, my collection of (mostly
old) Smith & Wesson and Taurus revolvers will do until [ can afford some 1911A1s like [ carried in the
Army.

What I do have since we live out in the county is a .223 Rem/5.56X45mm NATO Ruger Mini-14 Ranch

Rifle (581-series) wearing an old Weaver K2.5 scope with an ammo can of 20 and 30 round magazines.

This is my “Get off my property!” rifle. Senator Feinstein’s effort to ban “assault weapons” (meaning all

semiautomatic firearms) would affect my Mini-14, too, since magazines large and small fit it. I shall not
comply.

All together now: I SHALL NOT COMPLY. That’s what we have to make clear to our congresscritters
and senatecritters: WE SHALL NOT COMPLY.

ECS

113, WILDBILLofSOFLO Says:
January 3rd, 2013

Our government have laws in place to incarcerate / murders/thieves/thugs that car jack, thugs that do
home invasions here in South Florida kill inocent people and either there not prosicuted or let out early to
be animals on our streets. Why does this country allow the government not to impliment our laws
presently vs making laws to take away securities a gun provides a good persen? Taking away auto
weapons is only the first step or the beginning of takes our FIRST AMENDMENT RIGHTS! Would you
want your family invaded in the middle of the night and see your children or wife slaughtered/RAPED
with no defense of a weapon to protect your family??

114, PaulB Says:
January 5th, 2013

Mas, this is a good blog entry but [ have one problem with it: it takes the utilitarian approach. The fact is,
even if you could find no example where semi-auto rifles with large magazines were useful, it would still
be completely illegitimate for the government to confiscate these arms.

Folks, they can only take our guns IF WE AGREE TO LET THE GOVERNMENT TAKE THEM. This is
a matter of will, not rights. Do you agree to let the government have your guns? Do you agree to let them
turn you into a slave? Arms are the distinguishing characteristic of a free man.

You won'’t be alone. In the New Jersey semi-auto confiscation attempt (a state not known for rabid gun-
nuttery), in the face of draconian penalties, the percentage of compliance with the law was down in the
single digits.

This government is completely ILLEGITIMATE. We all know it. Start treating it as such, and man up.

115. ontheotherhand Says:
January 5th, 2013 000543
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It would be really helpful in expanding the appeal of the numerous good arguments against gun control if
some of the opponents would stop making the inaccurate generalizations that this is mostly a “liberal” vs.
“conservative” issue.

There are many second amendment supporters who don’t fit either definition exclusively but agree with

different sides on different issues. I consider myself in this group and I even know a few people who are

much more liberal who still oppose most gun control because they also love individual liberty. (You can
argue elsewhere about whether that love conflicts with their positions.)

It would also help if some of the more militant “conservatives” would recognize that politicians who agree
with all of their views are gradually becoming unelectable. More moderate GOP candidates (or at least
ones willing to compromise on some important matters) will have a better chance of getting elected for
those of us for whom issues other than gun rights are also important. I voted against Sen. Feinstein this

year but I had to hold my nose while doing it. I suspect many others voted for her while holding their
noses,

116. DannyL Says:
January 6th, 2013

YOU. AMERICANS. ARE. INSANE.
Seriously.
I'm so glad I live on the other side of the world from you lunatics.

117. Peerless Monarch Says:
January 6th, 2013

So we're all busy chattering amongst ourselves. How many folks are beating on their Congress Critters?
Why not? Every Senator can be Emailed — for 80 of 100 I'm on round 5. (Several have called- they do
read.)

The House? Only your CongressCriter will accept your Email- but they all publish their FAX numbers.
Melt them down!!

118. Peerless Monarch Says:
January 6th, 2013

Then start calling. Early and often!

119. the Northwestern Diamondback of THR Says:
January 6th, 2013

Mas, Feinstein hasn’t introduced her bill yet per THOMAS (thomas.loc.gov , the word on current
legislation status straight from Library of Congress).

One site that ANYONE who cares about their freedom should peruse regularly...

120. matt Says:
January 7th, 2013

All true. Of course, the issue of NEED has nothing to do with it. This is America, and we are supposed to
have FREEDOM. Not just freedom to do what is needed.

If we allow NEED to be the basis for what the government can take away, we will have very little left,

121. the Northwestern Diamondback of THR Says:
January Tth, 2013

On a related note... I’ve been seeing it suggested, and find it plausible, that the Feinstein noisemaking
may just be a “Show of Force" to distract us from a real flanking attack in some other bill. So, while we
need to hammer it hard when it comes up, we also need to keep a wary eye out for other threats, like
slipping it into “Must Pass” legislation or gutting a bill in Conference Committee (which The McCain
Mutineer for one likes to use as an avenue for mischief and backstabbing) and stuffing a ban in as a
substitute bill, since once out of Conference it’s limited to up-or-down vote only IIRC.

The other side has, after all, demonstrated that NOTHING is beneath them...

122, Julia Says:
January Tth, 2013

everyone is talking about banning guns...this will not work because criminals do not fallow the law. So
why not make it harder for them to use? It is my personal belief that all guns should be registered with
ones own neighborhood police, for any lawful person this should not be a problem, Seeing as how
criminals find ways to get their hands on guns anyway, court shouldn’t be necessary, however there should
be something on guns that scans either your finger print or eye in order to be used. If this is not done the
gun should not be able to fire. I understand that there are over 283 million guns out there right now and it
would be impossible to get them all and replace them, but if something is to be done about tomorrow,
something must be done today. I sure don’t want my son going to school one day where I believe he is
safe, and then rushing to school to find his limp, cold, blood soaked body laying on the hard school
floor...would you?

123. the Northwestern Diamondback of THR Says:
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“Registration is just a first step. Confiscation is the ultimate goal.”
—then-Attorney General Janet Reno

So, Julia, I trust that that statement plus many more by others of simiular ideologue, ESPECIALLY after

California started out as “we just want 'em registered” and then moved to full ban, bent will help you see

why so many of us see registration as such an issue, and so many on the “further restriction of any kind”
side as trying to “negotiate” in bad faith.

Fix the mental-health system that lets these lunatics loose on the street and leave my great-uncle's M1
Carbine that he liberated the Mauthausen concentration-camp with out of it! (Which most banners single
out by name second only to the “dreaded” semiauto-lookalike Thompsons, 'cause ya know something
near-identical in performance to a .45 pistol that weighs TEN FREAKIN' POUNDS is just WAY TOO
DANGEROUS FOR PEASANTS... *snort* Come on... A Thompson with a 50-round drum. THREE
fully-loaded doublestack Glocks in the same caliber which by the way are each a hell of a lot more
concealable, and together add up to 39 rounds ready-to-go with factory magazines or 81 with extended. A
little more weight for a LOT more handling ease and ready ammo... Do The Freakin' Math and you'll see
why Thompson owners keep them in safes only to be used on the range rather than in a “ready rack”. For
most the Glocks would be the easy choice on either the offense or defense end, and the ONLY reason I'd
choose the Thompson is it's the only one of the two I can actually HIT with, though outside of this “X or
Y™ theoretical I'd stick to my single-stack 1911's. WHICH, oh by the way, the idiots in Illinois want to
ban TQO...)

Oh, by the way, what happens if your fancy retina scanner malfunctions when 400# Mongo wanting to
shove a tire iron where the sun don’t shine is breathing down your neck? In a hostile encounter, every last
microsecond counts and the police are at BEST several minutes away, so you’re On Your Own until they
can get there, and electronics have a strange way of failing at the worst possible times...

124, the Northwestern Diamondback of THR Says:
January 8th, 2013

Elaborating on prior point... what about us who require corrective optics? Far as 1 know even big fixed-
location retina scanners won't play nice with eyeglasses, and when something goes bump in the night you
can’t afford the time to take your glasses off, stop to scan and put "em back on, and you DARN sure can’t

afford the “skip the glasses” option because IMO to fire a weapon when you cannot see where you are
firing without reasonable clarity is gross negligence at best.

125, alext Says:
January Yth, 2013

I think it's great that there are justification based on pure utilitarian logic of why citizens ought to have the
right to have access to high capacity mags and semi-auto weapons (i am not going to refer to the liberal
term of “assault weapons”, any semi-auto in the right hand can do the job).

1 would offer a more philosophical and theoretical view of why we ought to have access to all the things
the liberals want to ban. It has to do with balance of power, which i think the 2nd amendment was meant
to do. The right for citizen to own weapons is essentially to deter despotism and totalitarian government
when all other avenues fail.
by having the ability to arm ourselves without governmental restrictions and knowledge, we can, if
needed, rise up against an unjust government. [ know 1 am going down a slippery slope but as the people
are willing to give up their rights for a small measure of false safety, we move closer to a police states.

Ist, we gave up rights as americans because of 9/11 w/ all the airport security, invasion of privacy, laws
taking away rights as americans if they deem you a terrorist.

Now, with the recent events, more and more americans are saying “i want the government to protect me”.
this is so sad. where’s the sense of self-reliance, where’s the ideal of individualism and self-determination.

The perfect storm for the liberals to take a shot at taking away our rights to further their cause of a
socialist society with a benevolent dictatorship.

I hope we never get to the point where all our rights are given up!

126. Boris Badenoff Says:
January 9th, 2013

You need to understand that the politicians do not actually care about the gun related deaths.

They are simply taking advantage of the emotional situation to further their goal of dis-arming the
American citizenry..

The liberal mantra of : “Never let a good crisis go to waste” is in play here...
That's how liberals roll...

127. Jim Says:
January 15th, 2013

@Alext

You're right. To put it even more simply: liberals condemn the far rights reliance on a a higher power, but
then use demagoguery to rationalize their approach.

Chicken, fearful hypocrites, pure and simple 000 5 4 5
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128.
March 7th, 2013
I think those of you including Mas, who feel the need to address the question of “need” for a particular
type of firearm, are making a HUGE MISTAKE. This debate should not be about “need”, Since when
does one have to demonstrate “need” to buy a type of house, car, shoes, collectibles or any other silly stuff
people buy. Its a basic right! Until someone demonstrates when a law abiding person owns a certain rifle
that it represents a clear and present danger to the public at large (which they cannot), then that’s the angle
we should use to fight these bans with,
129. Mas Says:
March Tth, 2013
Understood, Randall. My own feeling is that “rights” COUPLED with “needs"” is a stronger argument
together than either of them separate. That’s why I address both in this blog.
130. Russ Says:
Apnl 2nd. 2013

Mas:

Sir, 1 know this might be a stretch, so [ apologize in advance... but do you remember the article you wrote
about 20 years ago (I'm thinking '92, 93, '94... “ish") wherein you related the account of some bad guy
being shot multiple times and not going down? If my aging memory recalls correctly. .. I think it took
place at a coffee shop; I believe the bad guy was rather large in stature and was robbing the cashier at the
counter. If I remember, the manager of the coffee shop shot him six times with a .357 Magnum revolver
and reloaded TWICE more and emptied all chambers TWICE more (3%6=18)... before the guy finally
dropped. The bad guy was hopped up on drugs and I believe you described his blood as “orangish-green."
I'm 99.999999% sure the piece was written by you and I've always referred to that incident as to “why”
people need LOTS of extra ammo. If I could make an official request, could you look through your older
articles and reprint that one, please? I think it would be very pertinent to the discussion on banning *hi-
cap” magazines.

Thanks.
Russ

Mas Says;
April 3rd, 2013

131.
Russ, I'm afraid I'm not familiar with the case you describe.

Somewhere around that time I wrote about the Steve Chaney incident in Baton Rouge, where two officers

had to shoot a man a total of ten times with .38 Special +P ammunition before he finally stopped his
violent attack. By that time, he had killed one of the two officers and wounded the other, Officer Chaney.

Baton Rouge PD subsequently switched to 16-shot Glock .40 caliber semiautomatic service pistols.

132. Russ Says:
Aprl 3rd, 2013

Mas:

Thanks, sir, for the reply. There's a needle-in-a-haystack remote chance I have the article somewhere... |

used to snip and save articles like that, back then, I'll see if I can find it.

I can certainly see why Chaney went to the Glock.

133. Chase Says:
April 191h, 2013
You rright the people pulled the trigger not the gun,
Leave a Reply
Mame (required)

Email (will not be published) (required)

[ Submit Comment |
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PoLiceOnecom) News

10-8: Life on the Line

with Charles Remsberg

3rought to you by American Military University

Why one cop carries 145 rounds of ammo on the job

Before the call that changed Sergeant Timothy Gramins’ life forever, he typically carried 47 rounds of handgun
ammunition on his person while on duty

Apr 17,2013

f ¥ in G+ =

3efore the call that changed Sergeant Timothy Gramins' life forever, he typically carried 47 rounds of handgun ammunition on his person while on duty.
Today, he carries 145, "every day, without fail.”
e detailed the gunfight that caused the difference in a gripping presentation at the annual conference of the Assn. of SWAT Personnel-Wisconsin.

At the core of his desperate firefight was a murderous attacker who simply would not go down, even though he was shot 14 times with .45-cal.
ammunition — six of those hits in supposedly fatal locations.

The most threatening encounter in Gramins' nearly two-decade career with the Skokie (lll.) PD north of Chicago came on a lazy August afternoon prior to
1is promotion to sergeant, on his first day back from a family vacation. He was about to take a quick break from his patrol circuit to buy a Star Wars game

at a shopping center for his son's eighth birthday.

4n alert flashed out that a male black driving a two-door white car had robbed a bank at gunpoint in another suburb 11 miles north and had fled in an
Jnknown direction. Gramins was only six blocks from a major expressway that was the most logical escape route into the city.

Unknown at the time, the suspect, a 37-year-old alleged Gangster Disciple, had vowed that he would kill a police officer if he got stopped.

I've got a horseshoe up my ass when it comes to catching suspects,” Gramins laughs. He radioed that he was joining other officers on the busy
expressway lanes to scout traffic.

He was scarcely up to highway speed when he spotted a lone male black driver in a white Pontiac Bonneville and pulled alongside him. “He gave me ‘the
Look,' that oh-crap-there's-the-police look, and | knew he was the guy,” Gramins said.

Gramins dropped behind him. Then in a sudden, last-minute move the suspect accelerated sharply and swerved across three lanes of traffic to roar up an
exit ramp. “I've got one running!” Gramins radioed.

The next thing he knew, bullets were flying. "That was four years ago,” Gramins said. "Yet it could be ten seconds ago.”

With Gramins following close behind, siren blaring and lights flashing, the Bonneville zigzagged through traffic and around corners into a quite pocket of
single-family homes a few blocks from the exit. Then a few yards from where a 10-year-old boy was skateboarding on a driveway, the suspect abruptly
squealed to a stop.

“He bailed out and ran headlong at me with a 9 mm Smith in his hand while | was still in my car,” Gramins said.

The gunman sank four rounds into the Crown Vic's hood while Gramins was drawing his .45-cal. Glock 21,

“| didn't have time to think of backing up or even ramming him,” Gramins said, “| see the gun and | engage.”

Gramins fired back through his windshield, sending a total of 13 rounds tSTRJRE6EEN just three hol 000548
siire dC rou IS windsnieid, sending a to 0 rounas us ee noiles.
i B . ’ EXHIBIT VV
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vasn't even close to slowing down,” Gramins said.

‘he gunman shot his pistol dry trying to hit Gramins with rounds through his driver-side window, but except for spraying the officer’s face with glass, he
arrowly missed and headed back to his car.

sramins, also empty, escaped his squad — “a coffin,” he calls it — and reloaded on his run to cover behind the passenger-side rear of the Bonneville.

low the robber, a lanky six-footer, was back in the fight with a .380 Bersa pistol he'd grabbed off his front seat. Rounds flew between the two as the
iunman dashed toward the squad car.

\gain, Gamins shot dry and reloaded.

| thought | was hitting him, but with shots going through his clothing it was hard to tell for sure. This much was certain: he kept moving and kept
hooting, trying his damnedest to kill me."

n this free-for-all, the assailant had, in fact, been struck 14 times. Any one of six of these wounds — in the heart, right lung, left lung, liver, diaphragm, and
ight kidney — could have produced fatal consequences..."in time,” Gramins emphasizes,

jut time for Gramins, like the stack of bullets in his third magazine, was fast running out.
n his trunk was an AR-15; in an overhead rack inside the squad, a Remington 870,

jut reaching either was impractical. Gramins did manage to get himself to a grassy spot near a tree on the curb side of his vehicle where he could prone
wit for a solid shooting platform.

"he suspect was in the street on the other side of the car. "l could see him by looking under the chassis,” Gramins recalls. "l tried a couple of ricochet
ounds that didn't connect. Then | told myself, 'Hey, | need to slow down and aim better,"

When the suspect bent down to peer under the car, Gramins carefully established a sight picture, and squeezed off three controlled bursts in rapid
iuccession.

:ach round slammed into the suspect’s head — one through each side of his mouth and one through the top of his skull into his brain. At long last the
vould-be cop killer crumpled to the pavement.

“he whole shootout had lasted 56 seconds, Gramins said. The assailant had fired 21 rounds from his two handguns. Inexplicably — but fortunately — he
1ad not attempted to employ an SKS semi-automatic rifle that was lying on his front seat ready to go.

sramins had discharged 33 rounds. Four remained in his magazine.

‘wo houses and a parked Mercedes in the vicinity had been struck by bullets, but with no casualties. The young skateboarder had run inside yelling at his
iad to call 911 as soon as the battle started and also escaped injury. Despite the fusillade of lead sent his way, Gramins' only damage besides glass cuts
vas a wound to his left shin. His dominant emotion throughout his brush with death, he recalls, was “feeling very alone, with no one to help me but

nyself."

temarkably, the gunman was still showing vital signs when EMS arrived. Sheer determination, it seemed, kept him going, for no evidence of drugs or
ilcohol was found in his system.

4e was transported to a trauma center where Gramins also was taken., They shared an ER bay with only a curtain between them as medical personnel
‘ought unsuccessfully to save the robber’s life.

At one point Gramins heard a doctor exclaim, “We may as well stop. Every bag of blood we give him ends up on the floor. This guy's like Swiss cheese.
Nhy'd that cop have to shoot him so many times!”

sramins thought, "He just tried to kill me!l Where's that part of it?"
Nhen Gramins was released from the hospital, “| walked out of there a different person,” he said.

‘Being in a shooting changes you. Killing someone changes you even more." As a devout Catholic, some of his changes involved a deepening spirituality
and philosophical reflections, he said without elaborating.

At least one alteration was emphatically practical.

3efore the shooting, Gramins routinely carried 47 rounds of handgun ammo on his person, including two extra magazines for his Glock 21 and 10 rounds
oaded in a backup gun attached to his vest, a 9 mm Glock 26.

Now unfailingly he goes to work carrying 145 handgun rounds, all 9 mm. These include three extra 17-round magazines for his primary sidearm (currently
3 Glock 17), plus two 33-round mags tucked in his vest, as well as the backgo]gﬁ‘éasides all that, he’s got 90 rounds for the AR-15 tEH) Oy Des in a

rack up front. EXHIBIT VV
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arandia?

sramins shook his head and said "Preparation.”

About the author

‘harles Remsberg co-founded the original Street Survival Seminar and the Street Survival Newsline, authored three of the best-selling law enforcement training textbooks, and helped produce numerous
ward-winning training videos. His nearly three decades of work earned him the prestigious O.W. Wilson Award for outstanding contributions to law enforcement and the American Police Hall of Fame
{onor Award for distinguished achievement in public service,

“ontact Chuck Remsberg

| Wanted felon fatally shot by Alaska 2 Pa. drug counselors dead from EL?Eose?ig;ogran; ﬁ';;:db:elg Policing Matters Padcast: Why 4AM P1
< police after pursuit fentanyl-laced heroin overdoses homaegso Fespen Yoy last call is a bad idea of

>pyright © 2016 PoliceOne.com., All rights reserved.
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CRIME WATCH

Documents detail Cross Keys
shooting

March 21, 2006 | By GUS G. SENTEMENTES AND JULIE BYKOWICZ

The gas slation owner who shot and killed one of three would-be robbers at the Village of Cross Keys last week told
police that the men opened his car  door, beat him and then grabbed paper bags fillsd with thousands of dollars,
according to court papers made public yesterday.

Mark A, Beckwith, 57, also told police that one of the men had a gun, charging documents show. Beckwith pulled outa
9 mm Glock semiautomatic pistol and fired at his assailants 16 times, the documents show.

Keith D, Love, 22, was falally wounded in the robbery, which occurred about 2 p.m. Friday in a parking lot near a
Williams-Sonoma store, One of the men was sholin the hand, and a suspect was arrested by police afier he wentto
Maryland General Hospital for realment

AdChoices[E .
Thatman, Corey A. Mcleaurin, 29, faces armed robbery, robbery, assault, handgun and theft charges, police
documents show, Mcleaurin lives in the 3400 block of Gwynns Falls Parkway in West Baltimaore.
. Officer Troy Harris, a police spokesman, said pelice have not recovered a gun that Beckwith says was used by one of
: |
Related Articles | Snnpelienty
Bel Air man named as Cross Keys shaoter According to documents charging Mcleaurin in the incident, the men grabbed three paper bags filled with about
| March 19, 2006 | $5,900 as they lussled with Beckwilh as he salin his 1995 Honda. Immedialely after the shooting, Mcleaurin and

another man got away from the shopping cenler in a while Pontiac Bonneville driven by a third man, the documents

Palice charge Baltimore man in 3 county bank
9 o say. Police said the driver and other man were still being sought.

robberies
October 14, 2005

That vehicle was found later that day abandoned in Northwest Baltimors.

Witnesses help track suspectin killing of leen

Beckwith, a Bel Air resident who has a permit to carry a handgun, had intended to make a deposit ata Columbia Bank
February 28, 2007

branch located in the shapping center. He recovered the money.
Four men held in gun shop robbery, killing Police
seek...

Seplember 12, 1991

The invesligalion inlo the shooling continues, but police have said that Beckwith will likely not face criminal charges.

Find More Stories About

Robbary
Police Spokesman See Also——_““ EE
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Gun shop owner shoots, kills man during
attempted robbery

NORTH AUGUSTA, SC (WI1S) - A Midlands man Is dead and two others are injured after investigators say they were shot by the owner of a gun shop
while trying to steal from the business early Thursday morning.

Aiken County Sheriff's Office investigators say the three men intentionally drove a truck into the Guns and Ammo Gunsmith in North Augusta
around 4 a.m.

According to an incident report, the noise from the crash and the store's alarm woke the owner of the business who lives in the rear of the store
with his wife,

The owner told investigators he grabbed his AR-15 and went into the store to see what was happening.

According to the report, one of the suspect shouted "kill the [expletive]," and that's when the owner emptied a 30 round magazine before
retreating to his room to get more ammunition.

All three of the suspects were hit with gunfire.
Deputies say two of the alleged burglars, Eddie Stewart, 20, of Columbia and Franklin Robinson, 17, of Gadsden, drove to a nearby Waffle House.

The third, 20-year-old K'Raven Aude Goodwin of Eastover, was found inside the business. He died shortly after being taken to Georgia Health
Sciences University hospital, according to the coroner.

Stewart and Franklin remain at an area hospital.
No charges have been filed.
Copyright 2012 WIS, All rights reserved.
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Slain Robbery Suspect Identified

February 4, 2000
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Self Defense

Police Say Watch Shop Owner Kills 4th, 5th Suspects

February 21, 1992 | NIESON HIMMEL | TIMES STAFF WRITER
Email Share G+l ] .0 i Tweel

Armed robbers keep gambling that they can hold up The Watch Co. in West Los Angeles.
And they keep losing.

Two more were shot to death Thursday at the small shop where owner Lance Thomas buys and sells
expensive Rolex watches and antigue pocket timepieces, police said.

That brings the total to five killed and one wounded at the shop since August, 1989.

Shortly after 4 p.m., two men armed with semiautomatic pistols entered the shop in the 12100 block of
Santa Monica Boulevard and "made their intentions known," said Los Angeles Police Lt. Ron Hall. "One of
them fired a shot at an employee," he said.

The employee was not hurt, and he and Thomas returned fire, the lieutenant said. Detectives have not
determined whose shots struck which gunman, Hall said, but a preliminary investigation indicates that
Thomas shot one man and the employee shot the other.

One robbery suspect was found dead in front of the counter, the other in the doorway, police said. The
employee and the two gunmen were not identified.

A passerby standing across the street suffered a superficial gunshot wound to the buttocks and was taken
to St. John Medical Center in Santa Monica, police said. His condition was not available.

Hall said the gunmen, who appeared to be in their late teens or early 20s, apparently were not part of a
sophisticated gang that has been robbing jewelry stores throughout the Los Angeles area for more thana
year.

"These are the kind of guys who hold up a bag and say: 'Fill it," " Hall said.

Thomas has long made it known that no robber would walk out of his store. Nearby merchants say that
Thomas can arm himself with one of four guns no matter where he is in his shop.

"He's very proficient in the use of guns, and he knows when to use them," Hall said Thursday.

During a robbery attempt in August, 1989, Thomas wounded a gunman just below the nose. The man has
been sentenced to prison.

Three months later, Thomas shot and killed two armed robbery suspects who had wounded him in the
neck and shoulder.

Last December, a man and a woman entered his shop asking about repairs for a broken watch. The man
vaulted the counter, drew a gun and said he was robbing the store. The intruder managed to shoot
Thomas in the neck, but the shopkeeper grabbed two semiautomatic weapons and shot the gunman dead,

police said. The womanessl%ieil670 000558
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Hall, commander of detectives at the LAPD's West Los Angeles station, said all of Thomas' previous
shootings were ruled justifiable, adding that he believed the two Thursday will be ruled likewise.

Shortly after 8 p.m., two women arrived at the store sobbing uncontrollably. One woman said that one of
the slain gunmen was her son. Neither woman was identified, and police took them to the West Los
Angeles station for questioning.
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Jewelry store burglarized, scene of deadly 1994
robbery attempt

HENRICO, VA (WWBT) - Burglars ransacked a West End jewelry store that was the scene of a deadly shooting in 1994.

Henrico Police said burglars broke into Beverly Hills Jewelers on Staples Mill Road over the weekend and stole "a significant amount” of
merchandise. The break-in was discovered Tuesday, police said. Suspect information was not immediately available.

In 1994, Beverly Hills Jewelers was targeted by two masked men who entered the store and declared that a robbery was in progress. According to
an NBC12 report at the time, the robbers were then hit with a "hail of bullets from employees and owners of the store." Later, Henrico's prosecutor
said the killings were justified.

In 1995, NBC12 reported store owner Gary Baker kept nearly a dozen weapons stashed under the counters. Employees were trained in self-
defense, according to the report.

Baker declined comment for a television story Wednesday, but told the Henrico Citizen the merchandise was uninsured and he'll close the
business. People inside the store could be seen taking pictures and documenting the stolen merchandise. Shelves appeared bare.

Stay with NBC12 for more details on this developing story.
Copyright 2012 WWBT NBC12, All rights reserved.
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TexasMonthly

The UT Tower Shooting

On August 1, 1966, Charles Whitman climbed to the top of the University of Texas Tower with three rifles, two pistols, and a sawed-off
shotgun. The 25-year-old architectural engineering major and ex-Marine—who had previously complained of searing headaches and
depression—had already murdered his mother, Margaret, and his wife, Kathy, earlier that morning. He fired his first shots just before
noon, aiming with chilling precision at pedestrians below, “The crime scene spanned the length of five city blocks. .. and covered the
nerve center of what was then a relatively small, quiet college town,” noted executive editor Pamela Colloff in her 2006 oral history of the
shootings. “Hundreds of students, professors, tourists, and store clerks witnessed the 96-minute killing spree as they crouched behind
trees, hid under desks, took cover in stairwells, or, if they had been hit, played dead.”

At the time, there was no precedent for such a tragedy. Whitman “introduced the nation to the idea of mass murder in a public space,”
wrote Colloff, By the time he was gunned down by an Austin police officer early that afternoon, he had shot 43 people, thirteen of whom
died.

The shootings garnered international attention. “The cover of Life the next week made a big impression on all of us,” UT alumnus Shelton
Williams told Texas Monthly in 2006, "The photo, which was taken from the victim's point of view, was of the Tower, as seen through a
window with two gaping bullet holes in it. From that vantage point it looked menacing, even evil—not the triumphant symbol of football
victories we were used to.”

At year's end, the Associated Press and United Press International ranked the shootings as the second most important story of 1966,
behind only the war in Vietnam. The massacre would spur the creation of SWAT teams across the country. Because such tactical teams
did not exist at the time of Whitman's erime, many students had risked their own lives to fire back at the unseen sniper, or to help
wounded strangers to safety.

The incident was arguably the most painful in UT’s history and the university tried for years, unsuccessfully, to erase its memory. That
changed in 1999—33 years after the murders—when president Larry Faulkner agreed to allow a place of reflection to be created behind
the Tower, dedicated to Whitman's victims, and a memorial service to be held.

SER676 000564
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DP columbine - tragedy and recovery
DenverPost ot Officials say girlfriend bought guns
"f“f::'r” 1"3‘35 By Mark Obmascik, Marilyn Robinson and David Olinger
= E;;ff& Denver Post Staff Writers
April 27 - Three guns used in the massacre at Columbine High
4 BACK TO KEWS School were bought last year by Dylan Klebold's girlfriend
L__RELATED shortly after her 18th birthday, investigators said Monday.
- Colurmbsine gl The woman was interviewed Monday by authorities, but not
page named as a suspect.

- AP special section Though police declined to say where she bought the firearms,
- How to share your  the manager of the Tanner Gun Show, a weapons market held

thoughts nine times a year at the Denver Merchandise Mart, confirmed
;'g;?:;b]':;:;" e that the U.S. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms on
-Howto help, gt ~ Monday asked for a list of recent exhibitors.

help The same gun show was the subject of controversy in June

- Join the discussion  when an exhibitor sold an SKS semiautomatic rifle with a 20-

in Your Voice round clip to an undercover congressional staffer for $200 cash.

- Create a memaorial

hage The staffer never was asked for any identification for a

background check.

In the case of the Columbine weapons, prosecutors said three of
the four guns - the woman bought two shotguns and a rifle - fired
in the deadliest school shooting in U.S. history may have been
purchased legally.

"We think three of them were provided by the girlfriend of
Klebold," said Mark Paulter, a Jefferson County chief deputy
district attorney. "She bought them because she was older. She
was 18 at the time. She bought them in November or December.
"We're not sure she committed a crime under Colorado statute.
If you provide a handgun to a person under 18, that's a violation
of the statute. If you provide a shotgun or a rifle, that's not a
violation."

District Attorney Dave Thomas said the woman's intent with the
weapons was unclear. "l don't know when it happened or what
information she had about the purpose for the weapons,"”
Thomas said.

The woman, a National Honor Society member who turned 18
on Nov. 4, could not be reached for comment. At her Jefferson
County home Monday, a man who drove into the driveway
shouted to reporters: "You're terrorizing the mother."

Jefferson County sheriff's Sgt. Jim Parr said the woman was
interviewed "as a witness and she is not considered a suspect."
Disclosures about the guns Monday gave the first public hints at
the way police are broadening the investigation into last week's
rampage that killed 15, hospitalized 23 and shocked the nation.
They also focused attention on the way powerful firearms may
be bought and sold by teenagers still attending high schoal.
President Clinton today will call for tighter regulation of gun
shows while announcing an anti-crime package today,
congressional sources said.

On their April 20 rampage at Columbine High School, Klebold,
17, and Eric Harris, 18, packed an arsenal of an Intratec TEC-
DC8 semiautomatic handgun, a HiPoint 9mm semiautomatic
carbine and two sawed-off shotguns. It's illegal for anyone to
saw the barrel off shotguns, the weapons that Klebold and Harris
apparently used to kill themselves in the school library.
Investigators still don't know how the two killers obtained the
TEC-DCS, the DA said.

In addition, police disclosed Monday that the two killers had
more bombs than previously reported. Denver Police Detective
Alex Woods said, "Bomb squad members handled 67
unexploded devices at the scene and at Harris' house." Police
earlier said the two killers had at least 30 bombs.

But it was the trail of firearms that made the most news from the
investigation Monday. The Tanner Gun Show organizers said the
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms requested a list of 000566
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everyone who exhibited guns at the Tanner show's Nov. 21-22
and Dec. 12-13 sales. Show organizers said they keep a master
list of everyone who exhibits guns at a table, be it a licensed
firearms dealer or a private, unlicensed collector.

"The ATF has called me, and they're looking into it," said Carol
Blodgett, who coordinates the exhibitors' tables for the Tanner
gun shows at the Merchandise Mart.

"They didn't mention any names," she said. "They just wanted to
know if | had records of who comes to the show" to sell guns.
Gun show owner Jimmie Tanner said, "That's what | understand,
they're zeroing in on November or December.” He said the ATF
did not specify who it was looking for, but made it clear this was
connected with the Columbine High massacre. "I'm sure they
have somebody in mind," he said.

ATF spokesman Larry Bettendorf declined to comment.

Tanner said most gun sellers he knows wouldn't sell firearms to
an 18-year-old. "The normal person at a gun show won't deal
with juveniles of any kind," he said.

He was upset to hear that Clinton and others are proposing
additional gun controls. He also objected to the idea of increased
regulation of gun shows. "First of all, it's unconstitutional.
Secondly, it identifies a class of people who have been
persecuted for a number of years, and it's getting pretty severe.”
Asked if he has a problem with overzealous regulation of guns,
he said, "I've had that problem for 70 years." Tanner is 72.

The Tanner show, which regularly leases space at the
Merchandise Mart, canceled a show there last weekend, just
days after the Columbine High massacre. Because the
Merchandise Mart is just outside Denver city limits, the gun show
doesn't have to comply with the city's stricter gun control laws,
which ban several assault weapons, including the TEC-DC9
used at Columbine High Schoaol.

In Congress, Colorado Rep. Diana DeGette, who supports more
government regulation of firearms, called it "an eerie
coincidence” that weapaons from the Columbine High killings
apparently were obtained from the Tanner Gun Show.

Last June, one of her staffers purchased the SKS rifle from the
same show to demonstirate the ease of obtaining an assault
weapon with no record of the purchase.

"They didn't ask for ID. They didn't ask for anything," she said.
"They sold it for about $200 cash, no questions asked. These
gun shows are a massive loophole to the Brady bill."

In the wake of the Columbine High tragedy, "l think there are two
things we need to do," DeGette said. "First, recognize that this is
a very deep societal problem, this problem of youth violence.
The second thing that we can do on a legislative level is make it
harder, and in my opinion nearly impossible, for kids to get their
hands on guns."

The 18-year-old Columbine woman questioned by police
Monday lives in a brick home at the end of a quiet cul-de-sac in
the Stony Creek neighborhood,

Also contribuling to this report were Denver Post staff writers Howard
Pankratz, Peter G. Chronis, Peggy Lowe, Patricia Callahan, Kevin Simpson
and Sean Kelly.

Copyright 1999 The Denver Post. All rights reserved. This material may not be
published, broadcast, rewritten or redistributed.
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Gunman kills 12 at 'Dark Knight Rises' screening
in Colorado

Tom Sullivan, center, embraces family members after his son, Alex, who celebrated his 27th birthday by going 1o see "The Dark Knight
Rises," was among those killed in the Colorado movie theater shooting. (Barry Gutierrez / Associated Press)

By Rong-Gong Lin II

JULY 20, 2012, 6:50 AM

lone 24-year-old masked gunman entered a Colorado movie theater playing the new Batman movie
and opened fire early Friday, killing at least 12 people and wounding 50, according to police and

local media. The suspect, a white male, was found in the parking lot and did not resist arrest, CNN

said.

Witnesses described a chaotic scene, telling television reporters that they were overcome by noxious gas
unleashed by the suspect just before he started shooting, and that they had to decide between staying on the
ground, helping wounded victims or running away before the gunman was able to reload his weapon. Survivors
said they were forced to run past bodies in the aisles and theater.

The gunman was armed with a rifle, a shotgun and two handguns, police said. Cellphone videos show
panicked moviegoers running — some screaming — and others with blood visible.

000569
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The death toll was revised downward from an earlier figure of 14 dead given by police in Aurora, a suburb east
of Denver.

Crowds of worried family members and friends were gathering at Denver-area hospitals, hoping to hear about
their loved ones. According to images broadcast by local television, some held their heads down, and rocked
back and forth as they sat on the sidewalk, as the sun rose.

The shooting came minutes after the 12:05 a.m. premiere showing of the widely anticipated premiere of "The
Dark Knight Rises."

Photos: Dark Knight Rises' shooting

Eyewitnesses said the gunman entered the movie theater through the emergency exit door near the front of the
screen in theater No. g at the Century 16 in Aurora. A witness, who declined to be identified, told The Times
that the gunman then "threw a canister across the theater," unleashing gas, "then started shooting."

The witness said he saw a man two seats over who was shot in the head. "I can't get his image out of my head,"
the witness wrote in a message. The victim was wearing a shirt bearing the face of the Joker from the Batman
series; after he was shot, he slumped back in his chair, his face covered in blood.

Witnesses told Denver's NBC affiliate, KUSA-TV gNews, that the tall, muscular gunman , wearing a riot helmet,
gas mask and dressed all in black, said nothing as he entered the theater. Initially, spectators thought he was
part of the show.

But witnesses described seeing him toss two canisters to the ground, and once they exploded, spectators began

ducking or running out of the theater, an escape made difficult by the blinding gas.
"He looked so calm when he did it," a witness told gNews.

At one point, there was a pause in the shooting, when the gunman appeared to reload his weapon, and some
spectators took that opportunity to flee, witnesses told the NBC affiliate. Witnesses described scenes of gunshot
victims scrambling to escape the theater.

The Denver TV station played police dispatch audio of first-responders asking operators to ask for gas masks.

Some of the bullets pierced walls and traveled into the adjacent theater, No. 8, and injured people, gNews
reported. A 3-month-old baby was taken to the hospital, but was not wounded by gunfire, gNews reported,

quoting a hospital spokesperson. The TV station reported that the infant was checked and then released from
the hospital.

"This is a horrific event," Aurora police chief Daniel J. Oates told reporters during a news conference. There was
no evidence of a second gunman, Oates said.
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The shooting came just after hundreds of theater-goers had lined up for hours, eager to see "The Dark Knight
Rises," the third installment of director Christopher Nolan's Batman series.

Oates said 10 people were found dead in the theater.

The suspect was found outside the theater holding a rifle and a handgun, the TV station reported, quoting
police.

gNews reported that the suspect indicated to police that his apartment building might have explosives, and
authorities were evacuating that structure and searching for possible explosives.

Warner Bros., the studio that produced the movie, said in a statement: “Warner Bros. is deeply saddened to
learn about this shocking incident. We extend our sincere sympathies to the families and loved ones of the
victims at this tragic time.”

President Obama released the following statement: "My administration will do everything that we can to
support the people of Aurora in this extraordinarily difficult time. We are committed to bringing whoever was
responsible to justice, ensuring the safety of our people, and caring for those who have been wounded. As we do
when confronted by moments of darkness and challenge, we must now come together as one American family.
All of us must have the people of Aurora in our thoughts and prayers as they confront the loss of family,
friends, and neighbors, and we must stand together with them in the challenging hours and days to come."

Mitt Romney, the presumptive Republican nominee, issued a statement shortly after Obama's saying he and his
wife, Ann, were "deeply saddened by the news of the senseless violence."

RELATED:

Obama, Romney express shock and sorrow

'"Dark Knight Rises' shooting has eerie overtones

How will Colorado shootings affect 'Dark Knight Rises' screenings?
ron.lin@latimes.com

Times staff writers Kathleen Hennessey and David Lauter contributed to this report.

Copyright© 2017, Los Angeles Times

This article is related to: Shootings, Television, Arts and Culture, Entertainment, Television Industry, Barack
Obama, Movies
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Ft. Hood shooter used private, legally-bought pistol in rampage

BY THE ASSOCIATED PRESS
Saturday, Movember 7, 2009, 3:32 AM

Major Malik Nidal Hasan is blamed for the massacre, which left 13
dead. (GETTY)

WASHINGTON - A 5.7-millimeter pistol used in the Fort Hood shooting was purchased legally by suspect Nidal Hasan at a Texas gun shop, law enforcement officials said Friday.

Army Col. John Rossi, deputy commander at Fort Hood, confirmed at a news conference late Friday in Texas that the two weapons carrled by Hasan were not military arms, but “privately
owned weapons ... purchased locally.”

He said more than 100 rounds were fired during the attack.

Records indicate Hasan bought the FN 5.7 at store called "Guns Galore” in Killeen, Texas, in recent months and that gun was used in the attack that left 13 people dead, one of the officials
said. The pistol has been dubbed a “cop killer™ by those who have tried to stop its use.

The law enforcement officials spoke on condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to discuss the case.

One of the law enforcement officials said that the second gun was an older model Smith & Wesson .357-caliber revolver, but the official added there's nothing so far to indicate the second
weapon was fired. The official said the revolver was so old, investigators doubt it could be traced to a specific purchase.

The most powerful type of ammunition for the FN 5.7 gun is available only to law enforcement and military personnel. Gun control advocates call it a “cop killer” weapon because that
ammo can pierce bulletproof vests, and its use by Mexican drug cartels worries police,

1t is not clear what kind of ammunition was used in the Fort Hood attack.

Agents with the Bureau of Aleohol, Tobaceo, Firearms and Explosives, as well as the Texas Rangers have interviewed store personnel about Hasan's gun purchase. One official said the store
records do not indicate Hasan purchased any ammo when he bought the gun.

D 2018 New York Daily News
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NEWS ALERT X

Hillary Clinton tells Wellesley College graduates: You face a full-fledged assault on truth. Watch CNN

Uus. + Live TV

Gun sales surge after school shooting 02:11

. . Adam Lanza brought three weapons inside Sandy Hook
Story highlights Elementary school on December 14 and left a fourth in his car,
police said. Those weapons were a Bushmaster AR-15 rifle and

Police: Newtown, Connecticut, gunman came WO handguns -- a Glock 10 mm and a Sig Sauer 9 mm.

to school grounds with four weapons In the car he left a shotgun, about which police have offered no

details. Lanza used one of the handguns to take his own life,
Guns included a shotgun, an AR-15 rifle, a although police haven't said whether the gun was the Glock or
Glock 10 mm and a Sig Sauer 9 mm the Sig Sauer.

. In fact many details remain unknown about the weapons Lanza
Lanza used numerous 30-round magazines 0 sed that day to kill 20 children, his own mother, six other
load his rifle, police say adults and then himself. Here's what is known so far:

The shotgun was found in Lanza's parked car, Bushmaster AR-15 rifle

police say The primary weapon used in the attack was a "Bushmaster AR-

15 assault-type weapon," said Connecticut State Police Lt. Paul
Vance. The rifle is a Bushmaster version of a widely made AR-
15, the civilian version of the M-16 rifle used by the U.S. military. The original M-16 patent ran out years ago, and
now the AR-15 is manufactured by several gunmakers. Unlike the military version, the AR-15 is a semiautomatic,

SER687 000575
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NEWS ALERT

X

Hillary Clinton tells Wellesley College graduates: You face a full-fledged assault on truth. Watch CNN

Related Video: School allows teachers to
carry guns 01:58

Related Video: Huge turnout for gun
buyback 01:46

Related Video: America's history with
guns 03:03

Live TV

Lanza used. A typical Bushmaster rifle, such as the M4 model,
comes with a 30-round magazine but can use magazines of
various capacities from five to 40 rounds. An M4 weighs
about 6 ¥ pounds and retails for about $1,300.

Under the 1994 federal ban on such weapons, buying some
variants of new AR-15s was against the law. The ban expired
in 2004,

Bushmaster is the No. 1 supplier of AR-15 rifles in the United
States, according to the company website.

Their weapons are used by more than 100 police
departments and by the militaries of 50 nations, according to
Bushmaster. Private citizens use them for "hunting, recreation,
competition and home defense and security," the website
says.

Gun control: 'This one feels different’
Glock 10 mm handgun

Police haven't said what kind of Glock 10 mm handgun Lanza
used. But Glock lists two types on its website, including the
Glock 20 and Glock 29.

Lanza had "multiple magazines" for the Glock, Vance said.
Such magazines are widely available.

The Glock 20 model has a 15-round magazine. Glock
describes it as an ideal weapon for hunting because of its
larger bullets, referred to as the ammunition's caliber.

The Glock 20 measures nearly 8 ¥ inches long and welghs
about 2 ¥ pounds when loaded, according to Glock's
website.

Guns and Ammo magazine said of Glocks: "They point
naturally, their triggers aren't too heavy ... but most
importantly of all, they're reliable."

Sig Sauer 9 mm handgun

The other handgun police said Lanza had with him during the
school massacre was a Sig Sauer. Authorities didn't say what
kind, but possibilities include the P226, P229 or P250, P290,
and if it was an older pistol, possibly the P220. The 9 mm
P220 is no longer sold in the United States

Like the Glock, Lanza's Sig Sauer also allowed a high-
capacity magazine, Vance said. Lanza used "multiple

magazines" that are widely available to feed ammunition to the Sig Sauer, Vance said. Sig Sauer makgp847g

http:/fwww.cnn.com/2012/12/18/us/connecticut-lanza-guns/
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Hillary Clinton tells Wellesley College graduates: You face a full-fledged assault on truth. Watch CNN

USs. + | Live TV i

They can be found cheaper at some guﬁ shops.

The Handguns magazine website says of the P226: "Adopted
by the [Navy] SEALSs nonetheless, it has proven to be durable,
reliable, accurate and adaptable. What it has not had a
reputation for is compactness."

Related Video: Conn. Police: We have to Read more: Will Newtown change America's attitude toward
be sensitive 03:37 guns?

[CONJEXMERT/AFP/GETTH IMAGES

Related Video: Investigation to be 'long,
painstaking' 05:19

Related Video: Australia's reaction to
mass shootings 06:45
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Chapter VIII
MASS MURDER AT NORRIS HALL

any police were on campus in the 2 hours

following the first incident, most at West
Ambler Johnston residence hall but others at a
command center established for the first inci-
dent. Two emergency response teams (ERTSs)
were positioned at the Blacksburg Police
Department (BPD) headquarters, and a police
captain was with the Virginia Tech Policy Group
acting as liaison.

Cho left the post office about 9:01 a.m. (the time
on his mailing receipt). He proceeded to Norris
Hall wearing a backpack with his killing tools.
He carried two handguns, almost 400 rounds of
ammunition most of which were in rapid loading
magazines, a knife, heavy chains, and a hammer.
He wore a light coat to cover his shooting vest.
He was not noticed as being a threat or peculiar
enough for anyone to report him before the
shooting started.

In Norris Hall, Cho chained shut the pair of
doors at each of the three main entrances used
by students. Figure 7 shows one such entrance.
The chaining had the dual effect of delaying any-
one from interrupting his plan and keeping vic-
tims from escaping. After the Norris Hall inci-
dent, it was reported to police that an Asian male
wearing a hooded garment was seen in the vicin-
ity of a chained door at Norris Hall 2 days before
the shootings, and it may well have been Cho
practicing. Cho may have been influenced by the
two Columbine High School killers, whom he
mentioned in his ranting document sent to NBC
News and previously in his middle school writ-
ings. He referred to them by their first names
and clearly was familiar with how they had car-
ried out their scheme.

On the morning of April 16, Cho put a note on
the inside of one set of chained doors warning
that a bomb would go off if anyone tried to
remove the chains. The note was seen by a fac-
ulty member, who carried it to the Engineering

Figure 7. One of the Main Entrances to Norris Hall

School dean’s office on the third floor. This was
contrary to university instructions to immedi-
ately call the police when a bomb threat is found.
A person in the dean’s office was about to call the
police about the bomb threat when the shooting
started. A handwriting comparison revealed that
Cho wrote this note, but that he had not written
bomb threat notes found over the previous weeks
in three other buildings. Those threats, which led
to the evacuation of the three buildings, proved
to be false. That may have contributed to the Cho
note not being taken seriously, even though
found on a chained door.

The usual VTPD protocol for a bomb threat that
is potentially real is to send officers to the threat-
ened building and evacuate it. Had the Cho bomb
threat note been promptly reported prior to the

89
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Isla Vista shooting: Read Elliot Rodger's graphic,
elaborate attack plan B

A picture released by the Santa Barbara County Sheriffs Department showing 22-year old Elliot Rodger, suspected of going on a
rampage thatkilled seven people including himself at the Santa Barbara County student community of Isla Vista. (MICHAEL NELSON /
EPA)

By Richard Winton, Rosanna Xia and Rong-Gong Lin II

SHARE THIS f L

Elliot Rodger, the suspect in a rampage at UC Santa Barbara, wrote a 137-page outline of his plans to kill

MAY 25, 2014, 10:37 AM

lliot Rodger, the suspect in a rampage near UC Santa Barbara, outlined his intentions in a 137-page
document that he sent Friday night, shortly before the killings, to someone he knew from an online

body building forum.
The document was forwarded to KEYT-TV Channel 3 in Santa Barbara, which provided a copy to The Times.

WARNING: The document contains graphic language.
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[The plan]

After going through every single fantasy I had about how I would punish my enemies, I started to detail all of
my exact plans for how the Day of Retribution will play out.

On the day before the Day of Retribution, I will start the First Phase of my vengeance: Silently killing as many
people as I can around Isla Vista by luring them into my apartment through some form of trickery. The first
people I would have to kill are my two housemates, to secure the entire apartment for myself as my personal
torture and killing chamber.

The first people I would have to kill are my two
housemates.

— Elliot Rodger

After that, I will start luring people into my apartment, knock them out with a hammer, and slit their throats. I
will torture some of the good looking people before I kill them, assuming that the good looking ones had the
best sex lives.

All of that pleasure they had in life, I will punish by bringing them pain and suffering. I have lived a life of pain
and suffering, and it was time to bring that pain to people who actually deserve it. I will cut them, flay them,
strip all the skin off their flesh, and pour boiling water all over them while they are still alive, as well as any
other form of torture I could possibly think of.

When they are dead, I will behead them and keep their heads in a bag, for their heads will play a major role in
the final phase. This First Phase will represent my vengeance against all of the men who have had pleasurable
sex lives while I've had to suffer. Things will be fair once I make them suffer as I did. I will finally even the

score.
The Second Phase will take place on the Day of Retribution itself, just before the climactic massacre.

The Second Phase will represent my War on Women. I will punish all females for the crime of depriving me of
sex. They have starved me of sex for my entire youth, and gave that pleasure to other men. In doing so, they
took many years of my life away.

I cannot kill every single female on earth, but I can deliver a devastating blow that will shake all of them to the
core of their wicked hearts. I will attack the very girls who represent everything I hate in the female gender: The
hottest sorority of UCSB.

After doing a lot of extensive research within the last year, I found out that the sorority with the most beautiful
girls is Alpha Phi Sorority. I know exactly where their house is, and I've sat outside it in my car to stalk them
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many times. Alpha Phi sorority is full of hot, beautiful blonde girls; the kind of girls I've always desired but was
never able to have because they all look down on me.

They are all spoiled, heartless, wicked bitches. They think they are superior to me, and if I ever tried to ask one
on a date, they would reject me cruelly. I will sneak into their house at around 9:00 p.m. on the Day of
Retribution, just before all of the partying starts, and slaughter every single one of them with my guns and
knives.

If I have time, I will set their whole house on fire. Then we shall see who the superior one really is!
The Final Phase of the Day of Retribution will be my ultimate showdown in the streets of Isla Vista.

On the morning before, I will drive down to my father’s house to kill my little brother, denying him of the
chance to grow up to surpass me, along with my stepmother ... as she will be in the way. My father will be away
on one of his business trips, so thankfully I won’t have to deal with him.

If he didn’t go away on that trip, I might even have to postpone the whole plan because of my fear that I might
hesitate if I have to kill him. Once I've taken care of my brother and stepmother, I will switch over to the
Mercedes SUV, and drive it back up to Isla Vista. I will use it as one of my killing machines against my enemies.
An SUV will cause a lot more damage than my BMW coupe.

After I have killed all of the sorority girls at the Alpha Phi House, I will quickly get into the SUV before the
police arrive, assuming they would arrive within 3 minutes.

I will then make my way to Del Playa, splattering as many of my enemies as I can with the SUV, and shooting
anyone I don’t splatter. I can only imagine how sweet it will be to ram the SUV into all of those groups of
popular young people who I've always witnessed walking right in the middle of the road as if they are better
than everyone else. When they are writhing in pain, their bodies broken and dying after I splatter them, they
will fully realize their crimes.

Once I reach Del Playa Street, I will dump the bag of severed heads I had saved from my previous victims,
proclaiming to everyone how much I've made them all suffer. Once they see all of their friend’s heads roll onto
the street, everyone will fear me as the powerful god I am. I will then start massacring everyone on Del Playa
Street.

I will pull up next to a house party and fire bullets at everyone partying on the front yard. I will specifically
target the good looking people, and all of the couples. After I have destroyed a house party, I will continue
down Del Playa, destroying everything and everyone. When I see the first police car come to their rescue, I will
drive away as fast as I can, shooting and ramming anyone in my path until I find a suitable place to finally end
my life.

To end my life, I will quickly swallow all of the Xanax and Vicodin pills I have left, along with an ample amount
of hard liquor. Immediately after imbibing this mixture, I will shoot myself in the head with two(ﬁfd'gg 5
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handguns simultaneously. If the gunshots don’t kill me, the deadly drug mixture eventually will. I will not
suffer being captured and sent to prison.

I must plan this very efficiently. Nothing can go wrong. It needs to be perfect. This is now my sole purpose on
this world. My plans will come to fruition, and I mustn’t let anyone stop me.

On the week leading up to date I set for the Day of Retribution, I uploaded several videos onto Youtube in order
to express my views and feelings to the world, though I don’t plan on uploading my ultimate video until
minutes before the attack, because on that video I will talk about exactly why I'm doing this. ...

After only a week passed since I uploaded those videos on Youtube, I heard a knock on my apartment door. I
opened it to see about seven police officers asking for me.

As soon as I saw those cops, the biggest fear I had ever felt in my life overcame me.

I had the striking and devastating fear that someone had somehow discovered what I was planning to do, and
reported me for it.

If that was the case, the police would have searched my room, found all of my guns and weapons, along with
my writings about what I plan to do with them. I would have been thrown in jail, denied of the chance to exact
revenge on my enemies. I can’t imagine a hell darker than that. Thankfully, that wasn’t the case, but it was so
close.

Apparently, someone saw my videos and became instantly suspicious of me. They called some sort of health
agency, who called the police to check up on me.

The police told me it was my mother who called them, but my mother told me it was the health agency. My
mother had watched the videos and was very disturbed by them. I don’t suppose I'll ever know the full truth of
who called the police on me.

The police interrogated me outside for a few minutes, asking me if I had suicidal thoughts. I tactfully told them
that it was all a misunderstanding, and they finally left. If they had demanded to search my room... That
would have ended everything. For a few horrible seconds I thought it was all over. When they left, the biggest
wave of relief swept over me. It was so scary.

It was all because of the videos. I must have expressed too much anger in them.

I immediately took most of them off of Youtube, and planned to reupload them a few days before the Day of
Retribution.

This incident made me realize that I needed to be extra careful. I can’t let anyone become suspicious of me. All
it takes is for one person to call the police and tell them that they think I'm going to perpetrate a shooting, and

the police will be coming to my door again, demanding to search my room.
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For the next few days, I felt extremely fearful that they could show up anytime. I kept one of my handguns with
a few loaded magazines near me just in case such a thing did happen. If they did show up, I would have to try
to quickly shoot them all and escape out the back window. I would then have to perform a hasty mockery of my
plans, with the police on my tail. That will ruin everything. Thankfully, all suspicion of me was dropped after I
took down the videos from Youtube, and the police never came back.

During the last few weeks of my life, I continued my daily adventures around town, trying to experience as
much of the world as I could before I die.

[On purchasing his first gun]

My first act of preparation was the purchase my first handgun. I did this quickly and hastily, at a local gun
shop called Goleta Gun and Supply. I had already done some research on handguns, and I decided to
purchase the Glock 34 semiautomatic pistol, an efficient and highly accurate weapon. I signed all of the papers
and was told that my pickup day was in mid-December.

After I picked up the handgun, I brought it back to my room and felt a new sense of power. I was now armed.
Who’s the alpha male now, bitches

[On buying additional weapons]

I had enough extra money saved up to live comfortably and indulgently before I die. I didn’t spend all of it
though, for I still needed supplies that were vital to my plans. First, I needed to buy a third handgun, just in
case one of them jams. I needed two working handguns at the same time, as that was how I planned to commit
suicide; with two simultaneous shots to the head. I also needed to buy magazine clips and ammunition, as well
as knives and carrying cases for my equipment.

[On interracial relationships]

How could an inferior, ugly black boy be able to get a white girl and not me? I am beautiful, and I am half
white myself. I am descended from British aristocracy. He is descended from slaves. I deserve it more. I tried
not to believe his foul words, but they were already said, and it was hard to erase from my mind. If this is
actually true, if this ugly black filth was able to have sex with a blonde white girl at the age of thirteen while I've
had to suffer virginity all my life, then this just proves how ridiculous the female gender is. They would give
themselves to this filthy scum, but they reject ME? The injustice!

[On Santa Barbara]

So far, Santa Barbara was not working. I dreaded how horrible it would be to continue suffering my miserable,
lonely, celibate life in such a beautiful city where everyone else experienced the pleasures of sex and love. That
would be the darkest hell. And that was exactly what was in store for me.

[The sight of an attractive couple ‘caused a scar’]
99 000587
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On one of my very last days as a teenager, as I was sitting at my usual place at the food court outside Domino’s,
I saw a sight that shattered my heart to pieces. A tall, blonde, jock-type guy walked into one of the restaurants,
and at his side was one of the sexiest girls I had ever seen. She too was tall and blonde. They were both taller
than me, and they kissed each other passionately. They made me feel so inferior and worthless and small. I
glared at them with intense hatred as I sat by myself in my lonely misery. I could never have a girl like that. The
sight was burned into my memory, and it caused a scar that will haunt me forever.

[Women are drawn ‘to the wrong type of male’]

When I dropped my college classes, I crossed a threshold that I knew existed, but never actually believed I
would cross. It completely ended all hope I had of living a desirable life in Santa Barbara. I realized that I
would be a virgin forever, condemned to suffer rejection and humiliation at the hands of women because they

don’t fancy me, because their sexual attractions are flawed.

They are attracted to the wrong type of male. I always mused to myself that I would rather die than suffer such
an existence, and I knew that if it came to that, I would exact my revenge upon the world in the most
catastrophic way possible. At least then, I could die knowing that I fought back against the injustice that has
been dealt to me.

Thinking about for a long time: Ever since my life took a very dark turn at the age of seventeen, I often had
fantasies of how malevolently satisfying it would be to punish all of the popular kids and young couples for the
crime of having a better life than me. I dreamed of how sweet it would be to torture or kill every single young
couple I saw.

[On planning a ‘Day of Retribution’]

Then I came up with a name for this after I saw all of the good looking young couples walking around my
college and in the town of Isla Vista. I named it the Day of Retribution.

It would be a day in which I exact my ultimate retribution and revenge on all of the hedonistic scum who
enjoyed lives of pleasure that they don’t deserve. If I can’t have it, I will destroy it. I will destroy all women
because I can never have them. I will make them all suffer for rejecting me. I will arm myself with deadly
weapons and wage a war against all women and the men they are attracted to. And I will slaughter them like
the animals they are.

If they won'’t accept me among them, then they are my enemies. They showed me no mercy, and in turn I will
show them no mercy. The prospect will be so sweet, and justice will ultimately be served. And of course, I would
have to die in the act to avoid going to prison.

That is when I realized that this threshold existed, and if I crossed it, I will have to carry out this Day of
Retribution.

[On losing a friend] 000588
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He blatantly said he didn’t want to be friends anymore. He didn’t even deign to tell me why. After he said the

fateful words, he refused to talk to me ever again. That was the last time I ever spoke to him.

It was the ultimate betrayal. I thought he was the one friend I had in the whole world who truly understood
me, who truly understood my views and the reasons why I thought the way I did about the world.

My situation was indeed horrible. I couldn’t leave the house without seeing a young couple walking around
somewhere. Everywhere I went, I was all by myself, while other young people had friends and girlfriends. I was
ashamed to show myself to the world. Even though I wore expensive designer clothes, what was the point if
girls still weren’t attracted to me? No one respects a man who is unable to get a woman.

[‘If only one girl had given me a chance’]

I wanted answers. I wanted to know why it had to come to this. If only one pretty girl had shown some form of
attraction to me, the Day of Retribution would never happen. I'd never even consider it. The Day of Retribution
is mainly my war against women for rejecting me and depriving me of sex and love. If only one girl had given
me a chance, tried to get to know me, let me take her out on a date.

[An exchange of insults at a party leads to ‘a truly horrific’ beating]

They only laughed at me and started insulting me back. That was the last straw, I had taken enough insults
that night. A dark, hate-fueled rage overcame my entire being, and I tried to push as many of them as I could
from the 10-foot ledge. My main target was the girls. I wanted to punish them for talking to the obnoxious boys
instead of me.

It was one of the most foolish and rash things I ever did, and I almost risked everything in doing it, but I was so
drunk with rage that I didn’t care. I failed to push any of them from the ledge, and the boys started to push me,
which resulted in me being the one to fall onto the street. When I landed, I felt a snap in my ankle, followed by
a stinging pain. I slowly got up and found that I couldn’t even walk. I had to stumble, and stumble I did. I tried
to get away from there as fast as I could.

As I stumbled a few yards down Del Playa with my shattered leg, I realized that someone had stolen my Gucci
sunglasses that my mother had given me. I loved those sunglasses, and had to get them back. I vehemently
turned around and staggered back towards the party. At that point, I was so drunk that I forgot where the
party was, and ended up walking onto the front yard of the house next to it, demanding to know who took my
sunglasses. The people in this house must have been friends with the ones I previously fought with, for they
greeted me with vicious hostility. They called me names ... typical things those types of scumbags would say.

A whole group of the obnoxious brutes came up and dragged me onto their driveway, pushing and hitting me.
I wanted to fight and kill them all. I managed to throw one punch toward the main attacker, but that only

caused them to beat me even more. I fell to the ground where they started kicking me and punching me in the
face. Eventually, some other people from the street broke up the fight. I managed to have the strength to stand

up and stagger away.
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It was the first time in my life that I had been truly beaten up physically to the point where my face was bruised

up. I had suffered a lot of bullying in my life, but most of it wasn’t physical. I had never been beaten and
humiliated that badly. Everyone in Isla Vista saw what happened, and it was truly horrific.

The worst part of this whole ordeal was not getting beaten up, oh no. It was the fact that no one showed any ——
concern. There was only one group who helped me to the end of Del Playa, but after that they abandoned me.

Not one girl offered to help me as I stumbled home with a broken leg, beaten and bloody. If girls had been
attracted to me, they would have offered to walk me to my room and take care of me. They would have even
offered to sleep with me to make me feel better. But no, not one girl showed an ounce of concern for me. They
didn’t care. No one cared about me. I was all alone. ....

Two police did interview me, and I told them that those boys deliberately pushed me off of the ledge after I
acted “cocky” towards them. I didn’t mention the girls at all. I expressed to the police of my wishes that they
should all be punished for this. The police then went to interview them, and they had their own version of the

story. Since there was no actual evidence, the whole case was shortly dismissed.
[‘A car hierarchy’]

To make me feel more confident, my mother provided me with a better car to drive in Santa Barbara, a BMW 3
series Coupe. I had always wanted this, since I cared a lot about my appearance. I had been asking my parents
for a more upper-class car ever since I found out that there was a car hierarchy, and that some students at my
college drove better cars than others. Now I was one of the students with a better, high-class car.

[How his injury delayed the rampage]

My broken leg was a setback, of course. Even with surgery, I'd have to be in crutches for six weeks, and even
after that it would take a while to be able to walk normally again. I figured I won’t be walking normally until
October. There was no way I'd be well enough to prepare for the Day of Retribution by November. There was
too little time. I made a new plan to set the ultimate and final date for the Day of Retribution to be at the end of
the Spring of 2014. This would give me plenty of time to prepare.

[A cold postponed the rampage again]

As April 26th drew ever closer, I prepared myself to the fullest extent. All T had left to do was finish writing this
story and film my final video. But then, on Thursday, April 24th, I woke up with a terrible cold. I rarely ever get
colds! I've always had a strong immune system. It was as if fate itself was trying to stop me from doing it. But
what other reason do I have for living? Alas, there was no way I could carry out my plans if I had a cold.
Everything had to be perfect. In addition, I found out that father had arrived home two days earlier than he
originally said he would, so if I had indeed went forth with my plans, I would have had to kill my father, which
I wouldn’t be mentally prepared for.

I hastily decided to postpone it .... I would definitely be fully recovered from my cold by then. 000590
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[How he chose this weekend]

There is no postponing it anymore, no backing out. If I don’t do this, then I only have a future filled with more
loneliness and rejection ahead of me, devoid of sex, love, and enjoyment. I have to do it. It’s the only thing I can
do. May 24th, is the absolute last weekend in the Spring semester in which I can carry out this plan efficiently.
After May 24th, the Spring semester at SBCC [Santa Barbara City College] will end, and all of the SBCC
students will go back to their hometowns, which means less enemies to kill in Isla Vista. Sure, UCSB would still
be in session, but I want to kill both UCSB and SBCC students. The Day of Retribution is my sole purpose on
this world, and I am ready.

[On his birth and family background]
On the morning of July 24th, 1991, in a London hospital, I was born. I breathed in the first breath of
life as I entered this world, weighing only 5.4 pounds. My parents must have been filled with happiness

and pride that day. They had just witnessed the birth of their first child, and they named me Elliot Oliver
Robertson Rodger.

I was born to young parents. My father, Peter Rodger, was only 26 when he impregnated my mother, Chin,
who was 30. Peter is of British descent, hailing from the prestigious Rodger family; a family that was once part
of the wealthy upper classes before they lost all of their fortune during the Great Depression.

My father’s father, George Rodger, was a renowned photojournalist who had taken very famous photographs
during the Second World War, though he failed to reacquire the family’s lost fortune. My mother is of Chinese
descent. She was born in Malaysia, and moved to England at a young age to work as a nurse on several film
sets, where she became friends with very important individuals in the film industry.

[On his parents’ divorce]

Very shortly after my seventh birthday, the news came. I believe it was my mother who told me that she and my
father were getting a divorce; my mother, who only a few months before told me that sucha thing will never
happen. I was absolutely shocked, outraged, and above all, overwhelmed. This was a huge life- changing event.

My father was to stay at the round house, and my mother would move to another smaller house in Topanga. It
was arranged that me and my sister will mostly be living with our mother, and we would go to father’s house on
the weekends. My father was required to pay child support to my mother so that she can look after us.

My life would change forever after this. The family I grew up with has split in half, and from then on I would
grow up in two different households. I remember crying. All the happy times I spent with my mother and father
as a family were gone, only to remain in memory. It was a very sad day. Just like the move to the U.S., it would
be like starting a whole new life with a new routine. ...
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Because of my father’s acquisition of a new girlfriend, my little mind got the impression that my father was a
man that women found attractive, as he was able to find a new girlfriend in such a short period of time from
divorcing my mother. I subconsciously held him in higher regard because of this. It is very interesting how this
phenomenon works... that males who can easily find female mates garner more respect from their fellow men,
even children. How ironic is it that my father, one of those men who could easily find a girlfriend, has a son
who would struggle all his life to find a girlfriend.

[‘Feelings of inferiority’]

The first frustration of the year, which would remain for the rest of my life, was the fact that I was very short for
my age. As Fourth Grade started, it fully dawned on me that I was the shortest kid in my class — even the girls
were taller than me. In the past, I rarely gave a thought to it, but at this stage I became extremely annoyed at
how everyone was taller than me, and how the tallest boys were automatically respected more.

It instilled the first feelings of inferiority in me, and such feelings would only grow more volatile with time....
When I played basketball at school, some boys would join me, and when they did I saw that they were much
better at the sport than me. I envied their ability to throw the ball at double the distance than I could. This
made me realize that along with being short, I was physically weak compared to other boys my age. Even boys
younger than me were stronger. This vexed me to no end.

By nature, I am a very jealous person, and at the age of nine my jealous nature sprung to the surface. During
play dates, [a friend] would have other friends over as well, and I would feel very jealous and upset when he
paid more attention to them. Feeling left out, I would find a quiet corner and start crying.

-..Jealousy and envy... those are two feelings that would dominate my entire life and bring me immense pain.
The feelings of jealousy I felt at nine-years-old were frustrating, but they were nothing compared to how I
would feel once I hit puberty and have to watch girls choosing other boys over me. Any problem I had at nine-
years-old was nirvana compared to what I was doomed to face.

I also started to examine myself and compare myself to these “cool kids”. I realized, with some horror, that I
wasn't “cool” at all. I had a dorky hairstyle, I wore plain and uncool clothing, and I was shy and unpopular.

I was always described as the shy boy in the past, but I never really thought my shyness would affect me in a
negative way, until this point. ...This revelation about the world, and about myself, really decreased my self-

esteem. On top of this was the feeling that I was different because I am of mixed race. I am half White, half
Asian, and this made me different from the normal fully-white kids that I was trying to fit in with.

I envied the cool kids, and I wanted to be one of them. I was a bit frustrated at my parents for not shaping me
into one of these kids in the past. They never made an effort to dress me in stylish clothing or get me a good-
looking haircut. I had to make every effort to rectify this. I had to adapt.

My first act was to ask my parents to allow me to bleach my hair blonde. I always envied and admired blonde-
haired people, they always seemed so much more l:;ealuﬁful(.)4 000592
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My parents agreed to let me do it, and father took me to a hair salon on Mulholland Drive in Woodland Hills.
Choosing that hair salon was a bad decision, for they only bleached the top of my head blonde. When I
indignantly questioned why they didn’t make all of my hair blonde, they said that I was too young for a full
bleaching. I was furious.

I thought I looked so silly with blonde hair at the top of my head and black hair at the sides and back. I
dreaded going to school the next day with this weird new hair.

When I arrived at school the next day, I was intensely nervous. Before class started, I stood in a corner franticly
trying to figure out how I would go about revealing this to everyone. ... My new hair turned out to be quite a
spectacle, and for a few days I got a hint of the attention and admiration I so craved.

[On Asian Americans]

There were about one hundred people at that party, and everyone was socializing with a group of friends
except for me. I walked around in my drunken confidence for a few moments, helped myself to the beer they
had, and tried to act like a normal party-goer.

I soon became frustrated that no one was paying any attention to me, particularly the girls. I saw girls talking
to other guys who looked like obnoxious slobs, but none of them showed any interest in me. As my frustration
grew, so did my anger. I came across this Asian guy who was talking to a white girl.

The sight of that filled me with rage. I always felt as if white girls thought less of me because I was half-Asian,
but then I see this white girl at the party talking to a full-blooded Asian. I never had that kind of attention from
a white girl! And white girls are the only girls I'm attracted to, especially the blondes.

How could an ugly Asian attract the attention of a white girl, while a beautiful Eurasian like myself never
had any attention from them? I thought with rage.

I glared at them for a bit, and then decided I had been insulted enough. I angrily walked toward them and
bumped the Asian guy aside, trying to act cocky and arrogant to both the boy and the girl. My drunken state
got the better of me, and I almost fell over to the floor after a few minutes of this.

They said something along the lines that I was very drunk and that I needed to get some water, so I angrily left
them and went out to the front yard, where the main partying happened. Rage fumed inside me as I realized
that I just walked away from that confrontation, so I rushed back into the house and spitefully insulted the
Asian before walking outside again.

I stood awkwardly in the front yard for a bit, realizing how pathetic I looked all by myself when everyone was
partying around me. To calm down, I climbed up onto a wooden ledge that bordered the street and plunged
down on one of the chairs there.
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Isla Vista was at its wildest state at that time, and I saw lots of guys walking around with hot blonde girls on
their arm. It fueled me with rage, as it always had. I should be one of those guys, but no blonde girls gave me
that chance.

[On his housemates]

Two new housemates moved into my apartment for the Autumn semester. They were two foreign Asian
students who attended UCSB. These were the biggest nerds I had ever seen, and they were both very ugly with
annoying voices. ...

These two new ones were utterly repulsive, and one of them had a very rebellious demeanor about him. He went

out of his way to start arguments with me whenever I raised the issue of the noise he made. ...

I knew that when the Day of Retribution came, I would have to kill my housemates to get them out of the way.
If they were pleasant to live with, I would regret having to kill them, but due to their behavior I now had no
regrets about such a prospect. In fact, I'd even enjoy stabbing them both to death while they slept.

[On being bullied]

After being bullied so much in Eighth and Ninth Grade, I became more shy and timid than I ever was in my
life. I felt very small, weak, and above all, worthless. I cried by myself at school every day.

[Conclusion]

I am not part of the human race. Humanity has rejected me. The females of the human species have never
wanted to mate with me, so how could I possibly consider myself part of humanity? Humanity has never
accepted me among them, and now I know why. I am more than human. I am superior to them all. I am Elliot
Rodger... Magnificent, glorious, supreme, eminent... Divine! I am the closest thing there is to a living god.
Humanity is a disgusting, depraved, and evil species. It is my purpose to punish them all. I will purify the world
of everything that is wrong with it. On the Day of Retribution, I will truly be a powerful god, punishing everyone
I deem to be impure and depraved.

Copyright© 2017, Los Angeles Times

UPDATES

10:37 a.m.: This post has been updated to expand the "Feelings of Inferiority" section, and add "On Asian
Americans" and "On his housemates."

This article is related to: Crime, Law Enforcement, Homicide, Shootings, Laws and Legislation, Firearms, Unrest,
Conflicts and War
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2014 Isla Vista Killings

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

On May 23, 2014, in Isla Vista, California, 22-year-old Elliot
Rodger killed six people and injured fourteen others near the
campus of University of California, Santa Barbara, before taking
his own life.

The attack began when Rodger stabbed three men to death in his
apartment. Afterwards, he drove to a sorority house and shot
three female students outside, killing two. He drove to a nearby
deli and shot to death a male student who was inside. He began
to speed through Isla Vista, shooting and wounding several
pedestrians and striking several others with his car. Rodger
exchanged gunfire with police twice during the attack, receiving
a non-fatal gunshot to the hip. The rampage ended when his car
crashed into a parked vehicle and came to a stop. Police found
him dead in the car with a self-inflicted gunshot wound to the
head.

Before driving to the sorority house, Rodger uploaded to
YouTube a video titled "Elliot Rodger's Retribution", in which
he outlined details of his upcoming attack and his motives. He
explained that he wanted to punish women for rejecting him and
that he envied sexually-active men so wanted to punish them for
their sexual activity.

After uploading the video, Rodger e-mailed a lengthy
autobiographical manuscript to some of his acquaintances and
family members. The document, titled "My Twisted World: The
Story of Elliot Rodger", was made available on the Internet and
became widely known as his manifesto. In it, he described his
childhood, family conflicts, frustration over not being able to
find a girlfriend, his hatred of women, his contempt for racial
minorities and interracial couples, and his plans for what he
described as "retribution".

Contents

= ] Events
= 1.1 Preparation
= 1.2 Aftacks
= 1.3 Aftermath
= 2 Victims
= 2.1 Fatalities
» 2.2 Survivors
= 3 Perpefrator
= 3.1 Early life and education
= 3.2 Mental health and social problems
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Coordinates: 34.412°N 119.859°W

2014 Isla Vista killings

Location

Coordinates 34.412°N 119.859°W

Date

Target
Attack type

Weapons

Deaths

Non-fatal
injuries

Victims

Perpetrator

Motive

e

Isla Vista (southern California)

Isla Vista, California
United States

May 23, 2014

~9:27 p.m. (UTC-8:00)

UCSB students

Spree killing, murder—suicide, drive-
by shooting, stabbing, vehicular

assault

Two knives

Glock 34 handgun

Two SIG Sauer P226 handguns
BMW 328i Coupé

7 (including the perpetrator)

14 (7 by gunfire, 7 struck by motor
vehicle)

List of Victims in the 2014 Isla Vista
Killings

Elliot Rodger

Revenge for perceived sexual and

social rejection
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Coordinates: 43.2888°N 123.3320°W
Umpqua Community College shooting

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

The Umpqua Community College shooting occurred on
October 1, 2015, at the UCC campus near Roseburg, Oregon, Umpqua Community College
United States. Chris Harper-Mercer, a 26-year-old enrolled at shooting

the school, fatally shot an assistant professor and eight students b e Faag )
in a classroom. Seven to nine others were injured. Roseburg
police detectives responding to the incident engaged Harper-
Mercer in a brief shootout. After being wounded, he killed
himself by shooting himself in the head. The mass shooting was

the deadliest in Oregon's modern history. [2]

Snyder Hall, the scene of the shooting
Contents Location Roseburg, Oregon, U.S.

: Coordinates 43,2888°N 123.3320°W
= ] Shooting

= 1.1 Aftermath (Snyder Hall)
= 2 Vietims Date October 1, 2015
= 2.1 Fatalities 10:38 a.m. — 10:48 a.m. (PDT)
= 2.2 Injured
» 3 Perpetrator Attack type School shooting, mass shooting, mass
» 4 Reactions murder, shootout, murder—suicide
| = 5 Seealso Weapons  Five handguns
t = 6 Notes
i. s 7 References Deaths 10 (including the perpetrator)
: Non-fatal 7-9
injuries
Shooting Perpetrator Christopher Harper-Mercer

At 10:38 a.m. PDT, the first 9-1-1 call was made from Snyder Hall on the school campus reporting gunfire.
Students reported that the shooting began in Classroom 15, where English and writing classes are conducted.?J4]

Harper-Mercer, who was a student in the writing class, entered the classroom and fired a warning shot.[*] Some
witnesses said he then forced fellow students to the center of the classroom. Before he opened fire on the other

students, he deliberately spared one student's life so that student could deliver a package from him to police. He
forced this student to sit at the back of the classroom and watch as he continued shooting with two

handguns.[6)71(8]

Harper-Mercer first shot the assistant English professor at point-blank range. He allegedly asked two students for

their religion, shooting them after they gave him a response.[sl[gl Other witnesses said he asked if students were
Christians, telling those who replied in the affirmative that they would go to heaven as he shot them, although one

victim was agnosticl% and another was pagan.['!] Some students were shot multiple times;!*)l12] one woman was
struck several times in the stomach while trying to close a classroom door.[!3] One witness said he made a woman
beg for her life before shooting her, shot another woman when she tried to reason with him,[14] and shot a third
woman in the leg after she tried to defend herself with a desk.[] One victim, Sarena Dawn Moore, was killed while
trying to climb back into a wheelchair at his orders.PI[!5]

000598
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San Bernardino: Guns, mass shootings and fears of
terrorism

The United States has suffered its worst mass shooting in three years. The public debate has focused on lax gun laws, an
epidemic of mass shootings and fears of Islamist terrorism after the Paris attacks.

The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) on Thursday was investigating whether the worst mass shooting in the United States in three
years was a case of terrorism or workplace violence.

Two assailants clad in black tactical clothing opened fire Wednesday on a holiday party at a social services center in San Bernardino,
California, killing at least 14 people and wounding more than 20 others.

Police identified the perpetrators as Syed Rizwan Farook, 28, and Tashfeen Malik, his 27-year-old wife. Both died in a shootout with law
enforcement after fleeing the scene in a black SUV. Farook and Malik were armed with two AR-15 style semi-automatic assault rifles as

well as Llama and Smith & Wesson handguns.

"The two handguns were purchased by him, the rifles were not, but all four guns were legally purchased," Jarrod Burguan, the police chief

of San Bernardino, told a press conference. "There's no criminal record that he had that we're aware of."

After the shootout, police found 1,400 rounds of .223 caliber
ammunition and 200 rounds of gmm ammunition. A sweep of the
couple's home in Redlands, California turned up more than 4,000
rounds of ammunition as well as 12 pipe bombs and tools to

construct explosive devices.

"Clearly they were equipped and could've continued to carry out
another attack,” Burguan said. "They came prepared to do what
they did, as if they were on a mission," he said.

SER712 000600
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'No parallel in the world'

In the aftermath of the shooting, the public debate in the United
States immediately turned to the epidemic of mass shootings that
has gripped the nation.

The massacre in San Bernardino was the worst since 2012, when a
lone gunman shot dead 20 children and six adult staff at Sandy
Hook Elementary School in Newtown, Connecticut. President
Barack Obama on Wednesday called for stricter gun laws in the
aftermath of the tragedy in California.

"We have a pattern now of mass shootings in this country that has

US shooting: Search for motive continues no parallel anywhere else in the world," Obama told CBS News.
"There are some steps that we could take not to eliminate every
one of these mass shootings, but to improve the odds that they
don't happen as frequently."

'Rarely a singular motive'
There have been fears, just weeks after the attacks in Paris, that the massacre in San Bernardino was an act of Islamist terrorism.

Farook, an American of Pakistani descent, was described by a co-worker as a quiet man and devout Muslim who rarely talked about his
religion, according to the Los Angeles Times.

The Times reported that Farook met his future wife, Malik, online and traveled last year to Saudi Arabia to meet her. Malik was a Pakistani
citizen.
The couple targeted the holiday party of the county health department, Farook's

employer of five years, which had rented space at the social services center.
Investigators are examining workplace issues as a possible motivation for the shootings.

"Human beings are very complex animals, they rarely do something for a singular
motive," Michael German, an expert on national security and civil liberties at the
Brennan Center for Justice, told Deutsche Welle.

Guns, mental health and ideology

©® Reuters/K. Lamarghe

There have been 295 mass killings in the United States since 2006, approximately one Obama has once again urged tighter restrictions on guns,

] . o to prevent more shootings
every two weeks, according to an investigation by USA Today. The FBI defines a mass ¥ &
killing as taking four lives or more. Statistics change based on terminology and

definitions.

Mass killings are routinely perpetrated by lone shooters with personal issues. Two cases had known or alleged connections to Islamist
extremism.

In 2009, Nidal Hasan, an army psychiatrist, opened fire at Fort Hood, Texas, killing 13 people. Hasan was in contact with Anwar al-
Awlaki, the imam and American citizen who was later killed in a 2011 US drone strike in Yemen. Washington said al-Awlaki was an al
Qaeda recruiter.

Hasan said he attacked Fort Hood to defend the leaders of the Taliban. The military classified the shooting as an act of workplace violence,
not terrorism. According to US broadcaster NPR, military officials had expressed concerned about Hasan's mental health prior to the mass
shooting at Fort Hood.

"You're going to have cases in which a personal motivation - dissatisfaction with a job, anger at the co-workers - mixes with more political,
ideological reasons, " Lorenzo Vidino, director of the Program on Extremism at George Washington University, told DW.

In July of 2015, Mohammad Abdulazeez, a 24-year-old engineer, opened fire at a military recruiting center and a navy operations support
center, killing four marines and a sailor. The case was investigated as an act of terrorism, though the FBI found no connectiof(}¢){53 jnic

1
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State. Abdulazeez had substance abuse issues and received treatment for depression.

There was also an attack in Garland, Texas last May that was claimed by Islamic State. Two gunmen opened fire outside of an event
displaying images of the Islamic Prophet Muhammad. Both gunmen were shot dead by police. There were no other casualties.

Hasan bought his pistol legally. Abdulazeez bought some firearms legally and may
have acquired others illegally, according to law enforcement. The FBI hasn't
released information on the origins of the weapons in the Garland attack.

"It's America, it's easy to get guns," Lorenzo said. "Nothing is done on weapons."
'Treat all violence equally’'

According to a June study by the New America Foundation, white supremacists and

anti-government radicals have killed 48 people in the United States, while Islamist

Last week, a gunman opened fire with a semi-automatic extremists have killed 26 since the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks.
rifle at a Planned Parenthood Clinic in Colorado

Last week, Robert Dear opened fire with a semi-automatic rifle at a Planned
Parenthood Clinic, which provides health services to women, killing three people and wounding nine others. Dear was reportedly a self-
professed Christian, staunchly opposed to abortion, described as disturbed and a recluse. Planned Parenthood performs abortions among
a host of other medical procedures.

"Whether it's the act of a lone shooter, like the vast majority of mass shootings are, or the work of a white supremacist terrorist, or a left-
wing terrorist, or a Muslim terrorist - that shouldn't really matter very much, but it seems to matter for everything in terms of what our
response is," German said.

"We need to address all threats of violence equally and not emphasize one over another because that will end up creating flawed policies,"
he said.

DW RECOMMENDS

Gruesome year leaves US at a loss for action
On average, a mass shooting has taken place in America nearly every day this year. Rather than standing as a sign for action, this statistic threatens to
become a confirmation of what Americans fear is a new normal. (03.12.2015)

Obaina calls for 'basic steps' in gun safety following California shootings
President Barack Obama has said all Americans have a part to play in making it harder for individuals to carry out mass shootings. His staternent comes
after a shooting in California that left 14 people dead. (03.12.2015) -

#ThoughtsAndPrayers aren't enough

US politicians tweeted their reactions, condolences and rage after a mass shooting murder killed 14 in California. Social media users, however, have lost
patience with "thoughts and prayers” only. (03.12.2015)

Two assailants massacre employees at California Christmas party

At least 14 people have been killed in a gun attack at a holiday party in southern California. It's the country's worst gun massacre since 26 people were
killed at Sandy Hook elementary school in Connecticut in 2012. (03.12.2015)

AUDIOS AND VIDEOS ON THE TOPIC

US shooting: Search for motive continues

Date 04.12.2015

Author Spencer Kimball
Keywords San Bemardino, Califomia, Farook, Malik, guns, mass shootings, lerrorism
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Weapons gunman used in Orlando shooting are high-
capacity, common

Bart Jansen , USA TODAY  Published 6:28 p.m. ET June 14, 2016 | Updated 8:48 a.m. ET June 15, 2016

The two guns used by the shooter in the Orlando nightclub massacre that left 49 dead are high-capacity,
quick-reload weapons commonly found in gun stores across the country.

Omar Mateen legally purchased the weapons from a Florida store on consecutive days about a week before
the rampage, federal officials said.

(Photo: Doug Clifford, Tampse Bay

Times, via AP)
Official: ndo gunman's wife feared he w. lotting attack
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nati 1 /14/omar-mateen-orlando-

w,fg-aﬁggk!ﬁﬁﬁéﬁj)& 2N

The Sig Sauer MCX .223-caliber rifle's magazine capacity is 30 rounds. The weapon Is a semi-automatic rifle, which means each shot requires a
separate pull of the trigger. The Sig Sauer MCX rifle takes an AR-15 style magazine and ammunition.

The Glock 17 9mm semi-automatic pistol has a standard magazine capacity of 17 rounds. It is “the most

widely used law enforcement pistol worldwide,” according to the manufacturer, Mateen worked as a security
guard for years before the shooting.

It's unclear how many rounds Mateen had with him, and authorities are investigating whether some of those
killed were hit by friendly fire.

(Photo: AP)

T Grves ol i Tt B of Al

Guns traced in #Orlando shooting: .223 caliber AR type rifle and

9mm semiautomatic pistol. Similar to those pictured
2:23 PM - 12 Jun 2016

964 479

The shootings are sparking debate about whether to revive and update a lapsed assault weapons ban. The 1994 Federal Assault Weapons Ban,
which expired in 2004, applied to 118 models and variations. An assault weapon is different from an assault rifle, which by definition is a military
weapon that can either fire continuously or in short bursts with a single pull of the trigger.

High court ider w rt r ult w n n challen
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/201 14 reme-court-
nnecticut-guns-assault-weapons-newtown-orl
' 000604
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The ban covered 1.5 million weapons and 25 million guns equipped with large-capacity magazines, according to the Justice Departmerfullsemsied to

semi-automatic weapons with at least two "military-style" features, such as a folding stock or pistol m&ggfgﬂ@aﬁm’aﬂﬁﬁn Hﬁ &8 Sauer. The ban
also applied to large-capacity magazines holding more than 10 rounds. nightclub

“This type of weapon has become the weapon of choice for gunmen in mass shootings, including those in San Bernardino, Newtown and Auror. * said
Sen. Dianne Feinstein, D-Calif. “This is not a weapon needed for hunting or self-defense. It is a weapon of war that can kill large numbers of pe lein
close quarters."
'This is not a drill': Docs detail night in Orlando ER
ttp://www.usat .comy/story/news/nation/2016/06/14/police-orlando-shooter-
I- 1 ing-negotiatiati ~

Chris Cox, executive director of the National Rifle Association's Institute for Legislative Action, said in an op-ed Tuesday in USA TODAY that efforts to
ban semi-automatic weapons are a "head fake" that will do nothing to prevent the next attack. He cited shootings in Brussels and Paris, in
countries where stricter gun laws apply but attackers were still able to kill scores.

"Radical Islamic terrorists are not deterred by gun control laws," Cox said.

Read or Share this story: http://usat.ly/28CNUAd
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Law enforcement source: 202 rounds fired
during Pulse nightclub shooting in Orlando

by: WFTV-Orlando Updated: Jun 13, 2016 - 4:54 PM

T

Copyright 2017 The Associaled Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or redistribulad.

4
5

ORLANDO, Fla. - Gunman Omar Mateen, 29, o}
at least 49 people dead and 53 wounded before

Channel 9 found out that 202 rounds were fired ¢

enforcement source said. That includes the gun |
source said.

000607
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: Director James Comey made the comments at a Monday news conference about the deadliest mass shooting

in U.S. history. When asked whether Disney and other locations had been reconnoitered, Comey said, "We're
still working through that."

He also said he wasn't in a position to comment further.

The Associated Press said that People.com, citing an unnamed federal law enforcement source, reported that
e Mateen had recently scouted the theme park.

The report said he visited with his wife.

According to the AP, representatives for Walt Disney World didn't immediately return calls seeking comment.

© 2017 Cox Media Group.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIQ, CHRISTOPHER CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE &
PISTOL ASSOCIATION,
INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendant.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT:

I, the undersigned, declare under gen@lty of crerjury that I am a citizen of the
United States over 18 years of age. My business addressis 180 E. Ocean Boulevard,
Suite 200 Long Beach, CA 90802. I am not a party to the above-entitled action.

I have cause service of the following documents, described as:
EXHIBITS SS-LLL TO THE DECLARATION OF ANNA M. BARVIR IN

SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

on all parties by placing a copy in a separate envelope, with postage fully prepaid, for
l‘i/?Ch g%drzeos? 7na}1’rr11)ed below arll) deposi‘gng each in tﬁ)e U.S. I\gail at?g LongpreacI:)h, CA, on
ay 26, ,

Ms. Alexandra Robert Gordon
Mr. Anthony P. O’Brien _
California Department of Justice
1300 I Street, Suite 125
Sacramento, CA 95814

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and ¢qrrect. Executed
on May 26, 2017, at Long Beach, CA. vp
Y

Laura Palmerin

PROOF OF SERVICE
17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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C.D. Michel — SBN 144258

Sean A. Brady — SBN 262007

Anna M. Barvir — SBN 268728
Matthew D. Cubeiro — SBN 291519
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802

Telephone: (562) 216-4444
Facsimile: (562) 216-4445

Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER DECLARATION OF VIRGINIA
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE & DUNCAN IN SUPPORT OF
PISTOL ASSOCIATION, PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
INCORPORATED, a California PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
corporation, D J 13. 2017
e ate: une 13,
Plamtiffs, Time:  10:00 a.m.
Dept: 5A
V. Judge: Hon. Roger T. Benitez

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the State
ofp California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendants.

1

DECLARATION OF VIRGINIA DUNCAN ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
SER722 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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DECLARATION OF VIRGINIA DUNCAN

1. I, Virginia Duncan, am a plaintiff in the above-entitled action. I make this
declaration of my own personal knowledge and, if called as a witness, I could and would
testify competently to the truth of the matters set forth herein.

2. I am a current resident of San Diego County, California.

3. I am a law-abiding adult who is not prohibited from owning firearms under the
laws of the United States or the state of California. I have never been found by any law
enforcement agency, any court, or any other government agency to be irresponsible,
unsafe, or negligent with firearms in any manner.

4. I do not currently own a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds.

5. I am concerned that if multiple intruders attack me while at home, I will require
the use of more than 10 rounds to effectively protect myself and others in my home.

6. I fear that a home intruder will be carrying a firearm with a magazine capable of
holding more than 10 rounds or will be carrying multiple firearms, and I will require a
firearm with a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds to effectively protect
myself and others from such a threat in my home.

7. I believe that being forced to change my magazine after expending 10 rounds
during any critical time that requires me to act in self-defense will impact my ability to
effectively defend myself and others in my home. Should I require more than 10 rounds
to neutralize the threat of a home intruder or group of intruders, I fear that I will be
unable to re-load my firearm in time to effectively defend myself and others in my home.

8. Due to the Defendants’ enforcement of California Penal Code section 32310, I
am prohibited from acquiring or possessing, within the state of California, any magazine
capable of holding more than 10 rounds that has not been permanently altered so that it
cannot accommodate more than 10 rounds, is not a .22 caliber tube ammunition feeding
device, and is not a tubular magazine that is contained in a lever-action firearm.

9. But for California Penal Code section 32310, I would immediately acquire and

continuously possess a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds within the state

2

DECLARATION OF VIRGINIA DUNCAN ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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of California for in-home self-defense. If this court declares California Penal Code
section 32310 invalid or otherwise enjoins its enforcement, I will immediately acquire
and continue to possess a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds within the
state of California.

10.  Because California Penal Code section 32310 prohibits me from acquiring or
possessing a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds, I am irreparably harmed
by the ongoing deprivation of my right to possess and use commonly possessed firearm
magazines for in-home self-defense, without risking criminal prosecution.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

within the United States on MA;: [j , 2017.
Virginia c
Dec aranm
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE &
PISTOL ASSOCIATION,
INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendant.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT:

. L the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury that I am a citizen of the
United States over 18 years of st%e. My business address 1s 180 E. Ocean Boulevard,
Suite 200 Long Beach, CA 90802. I am not a party to the above-entitled action.

I have cause service of the following documents, described as:

DECLARATION OF VIRGINIA DUNCAN IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

on all parties by placing a copy in a separate envelope, with postage fully Bprepaid, for
1e\>21[ch %%drze(?f 7named below and depositing each in the U.S. Mail at Long Beach, CA, on
ay 26, :

Ms. Alexandra Robert Gordon
Mr. Anthony P. O’Brien _
California Department of Justice
1300 I Street, Suite 125
Sacramento, CA 95814

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

on May 26, 2017, at Long Beach, CA.
e D CL,,QJLM
Laura Palmeri

PROOF OF SERVICE
SER725 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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C.D. Michel — SBN 144258

Sean A. Brady — SBN 262007

Anna M. Barvir — SBN 268728
Matthew D. Cubeiro — SBN 291519
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802

Telephone: (562) 216-4444
Facsimile: (562) 216-4445

Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE &
PISTOL ASSOCIATION,
INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
cefgpacit as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendants.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB

DECLARATION OF PATRICK
LOVETTE IN SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

Date:  June 13, 2017

Time: 10:00 a.m.

Dept: 5A

Judge: Hon. Roger T. Benitez

DECLARATION OF PATRICK LOVETTE ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

SER726 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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DECLARATION OF PATRICK LOVETTE

1. I, Patrick Lovette, am a plaintiff in the above-entitled action. I make this
declaration of my own personal knowledge and, if called as a witness, I could and would
testify competently to the truth of the matters set forth herein.

2. I am a current resident of San Diego County, California.

3. I am a law-abiding adult who is not prohibited from owning firearms under the
laws of the United States or the state of California. I have never been found by any law
enforcement agency, any court, or any other government agency to be irresponsible,
unsafe, or negligent with firearms in any manner.

4. Prior to January 1, 2000, I lawfully acquired a magazine capable of holding
more than 10 rounds in accordance with state and federal law for target practice and for
in-home self-defense. This magazine has not been permanently altered to be incapable of
accepting more than 10 rounds, it is not a .22 caliber tube ammunition feeding device,
and it is not a tubular magazine contained in a lever-action firearm. I currently own and
possess this magazine for only lawful purposes, especially for in-home self-defense.

5. I have never been arrested for, charged with, or found guilty of using my
magazine over ten rounds in an unlawful, unsafe, or negligent manner.

6. I selected this particular magazine in part because I believe that a firearm with a
magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds is useful for in-home self-defense.

7. I am concerned that if multiple intruders attack me while at home, I will require
the use of more than 10 rounds to effectively protect myself and others in my home.

8. I fear that a home intruder will be carrying a firearm with a magazine capable of
holding more than 10 rounds or will be carrying multiple firearms, and I will require a
firearm with a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds to effectively protect
myself and others from such a threat in my home.

0. I believe that being forced to change my magazine after expending 10 rounds
during any critical time that requires me to act in self-defense will impact my ability to

effectively defend myself and others in my home. Should I require more than 10 rounds

2

DECLARATION OF PATRICK LOVETTE ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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to neutralize the threat of a home intruder or group of intruders, I fear that [ will be
unable to re-load my firearm in time to effectively defend myself and others in my home.

10. Due to the Defendants’ enforcement of California Penal Code section 32310, 1
am prohibited from acquiring or transferring within the state of California, any magazine
capable of holding more than 10 rounds that has not been permanently altered so that it
cannot accommodate more than 10 rounds, is not a .22 caliber tube ammunition feeding
device, and is not a tubular magazine that is contained in a lever-action firearm. And
beginning July 1, 2017, I will be prohibited from possessing any such magazine that |
currently own within the state of California.

11. In accordance with California Penal Code sections 32310, I intend to cease
possessing any magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds within the state of
California on or before July 1, 2017.

12.  But for California Penal Code section 32310, I would continuously possess a
magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds within the state of California for lawful
purposes, including in-home self-defense, after July 1, 2017. If this court declares
California Penal Code section 32310 invalid or otherwise enjoins its enforcement, I will
continue to possess any magazine prohibited by California Penal Code section 32310
within the state of California.

13.  Because California Penal Code section 32310 requires that I cease possessing
any magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds within the state of California by
July 1, 2017, I will be irreparably harmed by the ongoing deprivation of my right to
possess and use commonly possessed firearm magazines for in-home self-defense,
without risking criminal prosecution.

14.  Because California Penal Code section 32310 requires that I physically
dispossess myself of any magazine over 10 rounds by July 1, 2017, I will be irreparably
harmed by the unconstitutional physical taking of my lawfully acquired and possessed
property without government compensation.

15. Because California Penal Code section 32310 bans the possession of any

3
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magazine over 10 rounds within the state, I believe the law strips my magazine of its use
and I will be irreparably harmed by the unconstitutional regulatory taking of my lawfully
acquired and possessed property without government compensation.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

within the United Stateson & <7 Zod,2017. d

Patrick Lovette
Declarant

4

DECLARATION OF PATRICK LOVETTE ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
SER729




O© 0 N O Wn A W N =

NN NN N N N N N = o e e e e e e e
0O 3 O »n A W D = O YW 00 NN O N A WDN = O

Case 3:Cas-070360BEN IIES/2D b8y e rit05-133 64| dak En2Gr 156-Bagate. 266 oP288 5 of 5

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE &
PISTOL ASSOCIATION,
INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
ca aciy%/ as Attorney General of the State
of Calitornia; and DOES 1-10,

Defendant.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT:

I, the undersigned, declare under lpj)en_alty of Joerjury that I am a citizen of the
United States over 18 years of age. My business address is 180 E. Ocean Boulevard,
Suite 200 Long Beach, CA 90802. I am not a party to the above-entitled action.

I have cause service of the following documents, described as:

DECLARATION OF PATRICK LOVETTE IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

on all parties by placing a copy in a separate envelope, with postage fully prepaid, for
1e{/r:llch g%drzegf ’;1anlljed be%ow arlljc)l, deposigng each in tﬁje U.s. l\gail atg Longpreacl?h, CA, on
ay 26, ;

Ms. Alexandra Robert Gordon
Mr. Anthony P. O’Brien
California Department of Justice
1300 I Street, Suite 125
Sacramento, CA 95814

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

on May 26, 2017, at Long Beach, CA.
P Dy o an

(],aura Palmerin \

PROOF OF SERVICE
SER730 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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C.D. Michel — SBN 144258

Sean A. Brady — SBN 262007

Anna M. Barvir — SBN 268728
Matthew D. Cubeiro — SBN 291519
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802

Telephone: (562) 216-4444
Facsimile: (562) 216-4445

Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER DECLARATION OF DAVID
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE & MARGUGLIO IN SUPPORT OF
PISTOL ASSOCIATION, PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
INCORPORATED, a California PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
corporation, D J 13. 2017
- ate: une 13,
Plaintiffs, Time: 10:00 a.m.
Dept: 5A
V. Judge: Hon. Roger T. Benitez

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
cefgpacit as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendants.

1

DECLARATION OF DAVID MARGUGLIO ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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DECLARATION OF DAVID MARGUGLIO

1. 1, David Marguglio, am a plaiﬁtiff in the above-entitled action. I make this
declaration of my own personal knowledge and, if called as a witness, I could and would
testify competently to the truth of the matters set forth herein.

2. I am a current resident of San Diego County, California.

3. Iam alaw-abiding adult who is not prohibited from owning firearms under the
laws of the United States or the state of California. I have never been found by any law
enforcement agency, any court, or any other government agency to be irresponsible,
unsafe, or negligent with firearms in any manner.

4. Idonot currently own a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds.

5. Tamconcerned that if multiple intruders attack me while at home, I will require
the use of more than 10 rounds to effectively protect myéelf and others in my home,

6. I fear that a home intruder will be carrying a firearm with a magazine capable of
holding more than 10 rounds or will be carrying multiple firearms, and I will require a
firearm with a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds to effectively protect
myself and others from such a threat in my home.

7. I believe that being forced to change my magazine after expending 10 rounds
during any critical time that requires me to act in self-defense will impact my ability to
effectively defend myself and others in my home. Should I require more than 10 rounds
to neutralize the threat of a home intruder or group of intruders, I fear that I will be
unable to re-load my firearm in time to effectively defend myself and others in my home.

8. Due to the Defendants’ enforcement of California Penal Code section 32310, I
am prohibited from acquiring or possessing, within the state of California, any magazine
capable of holding more than 10 rounds that has not been permanently altered so that it

cannot accommodate more than 10 rounds, is not a .22 caliber tube ammunition feeding

|1 device, and is not a tubular magazine that is contained in a lever-action firearm.

9.  But for California Penal Code section 32310, I would immediately acquire and

continuously possess a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds within the state

2

DECLARATION OF DAVID MARGUGLIO ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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of California for in-home self-defense. If this court declares California Penal Code
section 32310 invalid or otherwise enjoins its enforcement, I will immediately acquire
and continue to possess a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds within the
state of California.

10. Because California Penal Code section 32310 prohibits me from acquiting or
possessing a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds, I am irreparably harmed
by the ongoing deprivation of my right to possess and use commonly possessed firearm
magazines for in-home self-defense, without risking criminal prosecution.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

, 7
within the United States on ﬂqz,, 22 ~ ,2017.

_ A

David Marguglio r
Declarant

3
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LdVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE &
PISTOL ASSOCIATION,
INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
cr%paci as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendant.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT:

I, the undersiﬁned, declare under penalty of perjury that I am a citizen of the
United States over 18 years of e}%e. My business address is 180 E. Ocean Boulevard,
Suite 200 Long Beach, CA 90802. I am not a party to the above-entitled action.

I have cause service of the following documents, described as:

DECLARATION OF DAVID MARGUGLIO IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

on all parties by placing a copg in a separate enveloperSi’th l\gostage fully Bprepaid, for

each address named below and depositing each in the ail at Long Beach, CA, on
May 26, 2017.

Ms. Alexandra Robert Gordon
Mr. Anthony P. O’Brien
California Department of Justice
1300 I Street, Suite 125
Sacramento, CA 95814

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

on May 26, 2017, at Long Beach, CA.
4
d bM,\‘

Laura Palmerin |/

PROOF OF SERVICE

SER734 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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C.D. Michel — SBN 144258

Sean A. Brady — SBN 262007

Anna M. Barvir — SBN 268728
Matthew D. Cubeiro — SBN 291519
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802

Telephone: (562) 216-4444
Facsimile: (562) 216-4445

Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER DECLARATION OF CHRISTOPHER
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE & WADDELL IN SUPPORT OF
PISTOL ASSOCIATION, PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
INCORPORATED, a California PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
corporation, D J 13. 2017
. ate: une 13,
Plaintiffs, Time: 10:00 a.m.
Dept:  5A
V. Judge: Hon. Roger T. Benitez

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
cefgpamt as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendants.

1

DECLARATION CHRISTOPHER WADDELL ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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DECLARATION OF CHRISTOPHER WADDELL

1. I, Christopher Waddell, am a plaintiff in the above-entitled action. I make this
declaration of my own personal knowledge and, if called as a witness, I could and would
testify competently to the truth of the matters set forth herein.

2. I am a current resident of San Diego County, California.

3. I am a law-abiding adult who is not prohibited from owning firearms under the
laws of the United States or the state of California. I have never been found by any law
enforcement agency, any court, or any other government agency to be irresponsible,
unsafe, or negligent with firearms in any manner.

4. I do not currently own a firearm or magazine capable of holding more than 10
rounds of ammunition.

5. I am concerned that if multiple intruders attack me while at home, I will require
the use of more than 10 rounds to effectively protect myself and others in my home.

6. I fear that a home intruder will be carrying a firearm with a magazine capable of
holding more than 10 rounds or will be carrying multiple firearms, and I will require a
firearm with a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds to effectively protect
myself and others from such a threat in my home.

7. I believe that being forced to change my magazine after expending 10 rounds
during any critical time that requires me to act in self-defense will impact my ability to
effectively defend myself and others in my home. Should I require more than 10 rounds
to neutralize the threat of a home intruder or group of intruders, I fear that I will be
unable to re-load my firearm in time to effectively defend myself and others in my home.

8. Due to the Defendants’ enforcement of California Penal Code section 32310, I
am prohibited from acquiring or possessing, within the state of California, any firearm or
magazine capable of holding more than ten rounds that has not been permanently altered
so that it cannot accommodate more than 10 rounds, is not a .22 caliber tube ammunition
feeding device, and is not a tubular magazine that is contained in a lever-action firearm.

9. But for California Penal Code section 32310, I would immediately acquire and

2

DECLARATION CHRISTOPHER WADDELL ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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continuously possess a magazine capable of holding more than ten rounds within the state
of California for in-home self-defense. If this court declares California Penal Code
section 32310 invalid or otherwise enjoins its enforcement, I will immediately acquire
and continue to possess a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds and a firearm
capable of accepting such a magazine within the state of California.

10.  Because California Penal Code section 32310 prohibits me from acquiring or
possessing a magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds, I am irreparably harmed
by the ongoing deprivation of my right to possess and use commonly possessed firearm
magazines for in-home self-defense, without risking criminal prosecution.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is,true and correct. Executed
within the United Stateson 5 |24 ,2017.

L

C ht;gtd Her Waddell
Dec aralt)lt
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE &
PISTOL ASSOCIATION,
INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendant.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT:

I, the undersilgned, declare under genalty of c{)erjury that I am a citizen of the
United States over 18 years of age. My business address is 180 E. Ocean Boulevard,
Suite 200 Long Beach, CA 90802. I am not a party to the above-entitled action.

I have cause service of the following documents, described as:

DECLARATION OF CHRISTOPHER WADDELL IN SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

on all parties by placing a copy in a separate envelope, with postage fully prepaid, for
1e\;a}ch Sld;drzegf 7nanll)ed below a.rll) deposigng each in tl?e U.S. l\gail at LongyB%agh, CA, on
ay 26, :

Ms. Alexandra Robert Gordon
Mr. Anthony P. O’Brien
California Department of Justice
1300 I Street, Suite 125
Sacramento, CA 95814

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

on May 26, 2017, at Long Beach, CA.
P
/\M\ﬂaﬂ A

Laura Palmerin \U

PROOF OF SERVICE
SER738 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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C.D. Michel — SBN 144258

Sean A. Brady — SBN 262007

Anna M. Barvir — SBN 268728
Matthew D. Cubeiro — SBN 291519
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802

Telephone: (562) 216-4444
Facsimile: (562) 216-4445

Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER DECLARATION OF MICHAEL
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE & BARRANCO IN SUPPORT OF
PISTOL ASSOCIATION, PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
INCORPORATED, a California PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
corporation,
Plaintiffs, Date:  June 13,2017
Time: 10:00 a.m.
V. Dept: 5A
Judge: Hon. Roger T. Benitez
XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
cefgpacit as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,
Defendants.

1
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DECLARATION OF MICHAEL BARRANCO

1. I, Michael Barranco, am a Director and the Treasurer of the California Rifle &
Pistol Association, Incorporated (CRPA), a plaintiff in the above-entitled action. I make
this declaration of my own personal knowledge and, if called as a witness, I could and
would testify competently to the truth of the matters set forth herein.

2. CRPA is a non-profit membership organization classified under section
501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code and incorporated under the laws of California,
with headquarters in Fullerton, California.

3. Founded in 1875, CRPA seeks to defend the Second Amendment and advance
laws that protect the rights of individual citizens. CRPA works to preserve the
constitutional and statutory rights of gun ownership, including the right to self-defense,
the right to hunt, and the right to keep and bear arms. CRPA 1is also dedicated to
promoting the shooting sports, providing education, training, and organized competition
for adult and junior shooters. CRPA’s members include law enforcement officers,
prosecutors, professionals, firearm experts, and members of the public.

4. I know of CRPA members who currently own lawfully obtained magazines
over ten rounds that they choose to own and use for lawful purposes, including self-
defense.

5. I know of CRPA members who currently own lawfully obtained magazines
over ten rounds who intend to comply with the law and dispossess themselves of those
magazines by July 1, 2017, under threat of criminal enforcement under California Penal
Code section 32310(¢c)-(d).

6. I know of CRPA members who currently own lawfully obtained magazines
over ten rounds who, but for the imminent enforcement of California Penal Code section
32310(¢c)-(d), would continuously retain possession of their lawfully obtained magazines
over ten rounds within the state of California for lawful purposes. If this court declares
California Penal Code section 32310 to be invalid or otherwise enjoins its enforcement, |

believe that those members would immediately continue to possess a magazine or

2

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL BARRANCO ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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magazines over ten rounds.

7. I know of CRPA members who, because of California Penal Code section
32310, will be irreparably harmed by the unconstitutional physical taking of their
lawfully acquired and possessed property without government compensation.

8. I know of CRPA members who, because of California Penal Code section
32310, will have their lawfully owned magazines stripped of their use and will be
irreparably harmed by the unconstitutional regulatory taking of their lawfully acquired
and possessed property without government compensation.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

within the United Stateson 74+ 25, 2017.

‘>7/;j7. '% L/ "" P

— C— e

Michael Barranco
Declarant

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL BARRANCO ISO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

VIRGINIA DUNCAN, RICHARD Case No: 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
LEWIS, PATRICK LOVETTE, DAVID
MARGUGLIO, CHRISTOPHER CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
WADDELL, CALIFORNIA RIFLE &

PISTOL ASSOCIATION,
INCORPORATED, a California
corporation,

Plaintiffs,

V.

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
cztt_paci_t%' as Attorney General of the State
of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendant.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT:
I, the undersi 1gned, declare under penalty of perjury that I am a citizen of the
United States over 18 years of age. My business address is 180 E. Ocean Boulevard,
Suite 200 Long Beach, CA 90802. I am not a party to the above-entitled action.

I have cause service of the following documents, described as:

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL BARRANCO IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

on all parties by placing a copg in a separate envelope, with postage fully Bprepaid, for
1e\fllch 3(61dr2e5i°, 7named below and depositing each in the U.S. Mail at Long Beach, CA, on
ay 26, .

Ms. Alexandra Robert Gordon
Mr. Anthony P. O’Brien .
California Department of Justice
1300 I Street, Suite 125
Sacramento, CA 95814

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed
on May 26, 2017, at L}c))ng ];Zachr,)cx.ry BOmE

Laura Palmerik,

PROOF OF SERVICE
SER742 17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB
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Case: 17-56081, 01/05/2018, ID: 10715364, DktEntry: 56-3, Page 279 of 288
APPEAL,ENE

U.S. District Court
Southern District of California (San Diego)
CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 3:17-¢v-01017-BEN-JLB

Duncan et al v. Becerra et al Date Filed: 05/17/2017

Assigned to: Judge Roger T. Benitez Jury Demand: None

Referred to: Magistrate Judge Jill L. Burkhardt Nature of Suit: 950 Constitutional - State
Case in other court: USCA, 17-56081 Statute

Cause: 42:1983cv Civil Rights Act - Civil Action for Deprivation Jurisdiction: Federal Question

of Rights

Plaintiff

Virginia Duncan represented by Carl D. Michel
Michel & Associates PC
180 East Ocean Boulevard
Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802
(562) 216-4444
Fax: (562)216-4445
Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Anna M. Barvir

Michel & Associates, P. C.

180 East Ocean Blvd.

Suite 200

Long Beach, CA 90802
562-216-4444

Fax: 562-216-4445

Email: abarvir@michellawyers.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Sean Brady

Michel & Associates PC

180 East Ocean Boulevard

Suite 200

Long Beach, CA 90802

(562) 216-4444

Fax: (562) 216-4445

Email: sbrady@michellawyers.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Plaintiff

SER743
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Richard Lewis represented by Carl D. Michel
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Anna M. Barvir
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Sean Brady
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Plaintiff

Patrick Lovette represented by Carl D. Michel
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Anna M. Barvir
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Sean Brady
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Plaintiff

David Marguglio represented by Carl D. Michel
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Anna M. Barvir
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Sean Brady
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Plaintiff

Christopher Waddell represented by Carl D. Michel
(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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Anna M. Barvir

(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Sean Brady
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Plaintiff

California Rifle & Pistol Association, represented by Carl D. Michel

Incorporated (See above for address)

a California corporation LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Anna M. Barvir
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Sean Brady
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

V.

Defendant

Xavier Becerra represented by Attorney General

in his official capacity as Attorney General State of California

of the State of California Office of the Attorney General
600 West Broadway
Suite 1800

San Diego, CA 92101-3702
(619)645-2076

Fax: (619)645-2313

Email: docketingsdawt(@doj.ca.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Alexandra Robert Gordon

CA Dept of Justice, Attorney General's
Office

455 Golden Gate Avenue

Suite 11000

San Francisco, CA 94102-7004
415-703-5509

Fax: 415-703-5480

Email:

SER745
3 0f 9 1/5/2018 9:48 AM



CM/ECF - casd https://ecf.casd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?818193559233461-L 1 0-1
Case: 17-56081, 01/05/2018, ID: 10715364, DktEntry: 56-3, Page 282 of 288

Alexandra.RobertGordon@doj.ca.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Anthony P O'Brien

California Office of Attorney General
1300 I Street

Suite 125

Sacramento, CA 95814
916-210-6002

Fax: 916-324-8835

Email: Anthony.OBrien@doj.ca.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Defendant
Does 1-10

Movant

Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence represented by Anthony P Schoenberg
Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman
50 Fremont Street
Suite 500
San Francisco, CA 94120-7880
(415)983-1462
Email: TSchoenberg@tbm.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Date Filed # | Docket Text

05/17/2017 1 | COMPLAINT against All Defendants ( Filing fee $ 400 receipt number
0974-10088872.), filed by California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated, Richard
Lewis, David Margulio, Christopher Waddell, Virginia Duncan, Patrick Lovette.
(Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet)

The new case number is 3:17-cv-1017-BEN-JLB. Judge Roger T. Benitez and
Magistrate Judge Jill L. Burkhardt are assigned to the case. (Michel, Carl)(fth) (sjt).
(Entered: 05/18/2017)

05/18/2017 2 | Summons Issued.
Counsel receiving this notice electronically should print this summons and serve it
in accordance with Rule 4, Fed.R.Civ.P and LR 4.1. (fth) (Entered: 05/18/2017)

05/25/2017

[

SUMMONS Returned Executed by California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated,
Richard Lewis, David Marguglio, Christopher Waddell, Virginia Duncan, Patrick
Lovette. Xavier Becerra served. (Michel, Carl) (Entered: 05/25/2017)

SER746
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05/25/2017

[

Ex Parte MOTION to Shorten Time to Hear Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary
Injunction by California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated, Virginia Duncan,
Richard Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David Marguglio, Christopher Waddell. (Attachments:
# 1 Memo of Points and Authorities in Support of Ex Parte Application for Order
Shortening Time, # 2 Declaration of Anna M. Barvir in Support of Ex Parte Application
for Order Shortening Time, # 3 Declaration of Sean Brady in Support of Ex Parte
Application for Order Shortening Time)(Michel, Carl) (Entered: 05/25/2017)

05/26/2017 5 | ORDER Granting 4 Ex Parte Application to Shorten Time. Motion Hearing set for
6/13/2017 at 10:00 AM in Courtroom 5A before Judge Roger T. Benitez. Signed by
Judge Roger T. Benitez on 5/26/2017. (jjg) (Entered: 05/26/2017)

05/26/2017

(o))

MOTION for Preliminary Injunction by California Rifle & Pistol Association,
Incorporated, Virginia Duncan, Richard Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David Marguglio,
Christopher Waddell. (Attachments: # 1 Memo of Points and Authorities in Support of
Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 2 Declaration of Anna M. Barvir in
Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 3 Exhibit F-G to Declaration
of Anna M. Barvir, # 4 Exhibit H-V to Declaration of Anna M. Barvir, # 5 Exhibit
W-GG to Declaration of Anna M. Barvir, # 6 Exhibit HH-RR to Declaration of Anna
M. Barvir, # 7 Exhibit SS-LLL to Declaration of Anna M. Barvir, # 8 Declaration of
Massad Ayoob in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 9
Declaration of James Curcuruto in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary
Injunction, # 10 Declaration of Steven Helsley in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for
Preliminary Injunction, # 11 Declaration of Gary Kleck in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion
for Preliminary Injunction, # 12 Declaration of Virginia Duncan in Support of Plaintiffs'
Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 13 Declaration of Richard Lewis in Support of
Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 14 Declaration of Patrick Lovette in
Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 15 Declaration of David
Marguglio in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 16 Declaration
of Christopher Waddell in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 17
Declaration of Michael Barranco in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary
Injunction)(Michel, Carl) (Entered: 05/26/2017)

05/30/2017 7 | NOTICE of Appearance by Alexandra Robert Gordon on behalf of Xavier Becerra
(Gordon, Alexandra)Attorney Alexandra Robert Gordon added to party Xavier
Becerra(pty:dft) (Entered: 05/30/2017)

05/30/2017

|co

AMENDED DOCUMENT by California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated,
Virginia Duncan, Richard Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David Marguglio, Christopher
Waddell. Amendment to 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction Certificate of Service.
(Michel, Carl) (knb). (Entered: 05/30/2017)

06/05/2017 9 | RESPONSE in Opposition re 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction filed by Xavier
Becerra. (Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/05/2017 10 | MOTION for Leave to File Brief of Amicus Curiae by Law Center to Prevent Gun
Violence. (Attachments: # 1 Memo of Points and Authorities in Support of Motion for
Leave to Participate as Amicus Curiae)(Schoenberg, Anthony)Attorney Anthony P

Schoenberg added to party Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence(pty:mov) (knb).
(Entered: 06/05/2017)
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06/05/2017 11 | AFFIDAVIT in Opposition re 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction of Lucy Allen
filed by Xavier Becerra. (Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/05/2017 12 | AFFIDAVIT in Opposition re 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction by John Donohue
filed by Xavier Becerra. (Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/05/2017 13 | AFFIDAVIT in Opposition re 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction by Blake Graham
filed by Xavier Becerra. (Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/05/2017 14 | AFFIDAVIT in Opposition re 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction by Ken James
filed by Xavier Becerra. (Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/05/2017 15 | AFFIDAVIT in Opposition re 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction by Daniel W.
Webster filed by Xavier Becerra. (Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/05/2017 16 | Amicus Curiae Appearance entered by Anthony P Schoenberg on behalf of Law Center
to Prevent Gun Violence. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A to Brief of Amicus Curiae Law
Center to Prevent Gun Violence in Support of Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiffs'
Motion for Preliminary Injunction)(Schoenberg, Anthony) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/05/2017 17 | AFFIDAVIT in Opposition re 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction of Alexandra
Robert Gordon filed by Xavier Becerra. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibits 1-15 to Dec of
Alexandra Robert Gordon)(Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/05/2017 18 | Exhibit List 16-108 re 17 AFFIDAVIT in Opposition by Xavier Becerra. (Attachments:
# 1 Exhibit 25-43, # 2 Exhibit 44-54, # 3 Exhibit 55-56, # 4 Exhibit 57-62, # 5 Exhibit
63-69, # 6 Exhibit 70-73, # 7 Exhibit 74-76, # 8 Exhibit 77-84, # 9 Exhibit 85-108)
(Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 06/05/2017)

06/06/2017 19 | NOTICE of Appearance by Anthony P O'Brien on behalf of Xavier Becerra (O'Brien,
Anthony)Attorney Anthony P O'Brien added to party Xavier Becerra(pty:dft) (Entered:
06/06/2017)

06/07/2017 20 | NOTICE of Appearance by Anna M. Barvir on behalf of California Rifle & Pistol
Association, Incorporated, Virginia Duncan, Richard Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David
Marguglio, Christopher Waddell (Barvir, Anna)Attorney Anna M. Barvir added to party
California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated(pty:pla), Attorney Anna M. Barvir
added to party Virginia Duncan(pty:pla), Attorney Anna M. Barvir added to party
Richard Lewis(pty:pla), Attorney Anna M. Barvir added to party Patrick
Lovette(pty:pla), Attorney Anna M. Barvir added to party David Marguglio(pty:pla),
Attorney Anna M. Barvir added to party Christopher Waddell(pty:pla) (Entered:
06/07/2017)

06/07/2017 21 | Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer by Xavier Becerra. (O'Brien,
Anthony) (knb). (Entered: 06/07/2017)

06/07/2017 22 | NOTICE of Appearance by Sean Brady on behalf of California Rifle & Pistol
Association, Incorporated, Virginia Duncan, Richard Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David
Marguglio, Christopher Waddell (Brady, Sean)Attorney Sean Brady added to party
California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated(pty:pla), Attorney Sean Brady
added to party Virginia Duncan(pty:pla), Attorney Sean Brady added to party Richard
Lewis(pty:pla), Attorney Sean Brady added to party Patrick Lovette(pty:pla), Attorney
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Sean Brady added to party David Marguglio(pty:pla), Attorney Sean Brady added to
party Christopher Waddell(pty:pla) (Entered: 06/07/2017)

06/09/2017 23 | REPLY to Response to Motion re 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction filed by
California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated, Virginia Duncan, Law Center to
Prevent Gun Violence, Richard Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David Marguglio, Christopher
Waddell. (Attachments: # 1 Supplement Objections to Defendants' Evidence in Support
of Opposition to Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 2 Declaration of Anna M. Barvir
in Support of Motion for Preliminary Injunction, # 3 Declaration of Gary Kleck in
Support of Motion for Preliminary Injunction)(Michel, Carl) (knb). (Entered:
06/09/2017)

06/12/2017 24 | OBJECTION by Xavier Becerra re 23 Reply to Response to Motion,, Barvir and Kleck
declarations. (Gordon, Alexandra) (Entered: 06/12/2017)

06/12/2017 25 | ANSWER to 1 Complaint, by Xavier Becerra.(Gordon, Alexandra) (Entered:
06/12/2017)

06/13/2017 26 | Minute Order for proceedings held before Judge Roger T. Benitez: Motion Hearing held
on 6/13/2017. Submitting 6 MOTION for Preliminary Injunction filed by Virginia
Duncan, Patrick Lovette, David Marguglio, California Rifle & Pistol Association,
Incorporated, Christopher Waddell, Richard Lewis. Court to issue written Order. (Court
Reporter/ECR Debbie OConnell). (Plaintiff Attorney Clint B. Monfort, Sean A. Brady).
(Defendant Attorney Alexandra Robert Gordon). (no document attached) (gxr)
(Entered: 06/14/2017)

06/15/2017 27 | NOTICE OF RELATED CASE(S) by California Rifle & Pistol Association,
Incorporated, Virginia Duncan, Richard Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David Marguglio,
Christopher Waddell of case(s) 2:17-cv-00903-WBS-KJN . (Michel, Carl) Proposed
Now Number Order not prepared - related case in different district on 6/16/2017 (knb).
(Entered: 06/15/2017)

06/29/2017 28 | ORDER Granting 6 Motion for Preliminary Injunction. Signed by Judge Roger T.
Benitez on 6/29/2017. (knb) (Entered: 06/29/2017)

07/06/2017 29 | NOTICE AND ORDER for Early Neutral Evaluation Conference. Early Neutral
Evaluation set for 8/2/2017 02:45 PM in chambers before Magistrate Judge Jill L.
Burkhardt. In the event the case does not settle at the ENE, a Case Management
Conference is set for August 2, 2017 and will be held at the conclusion of the ENE
Conference. Joint Discovery Plan due 7/21/2017. Signed by Magistrate Judge Jill L.
Burkhardt on 7/6/2017.(knb) (Entered: 07/06/2017)

07/12/2017 30 | DECLARATION re 28 Order on Motion for Preliminary Injunction Re: Notice of Order
by Defendant Xavier Becerra. (Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 07/12/2017)

07/19/2017 31 | REPORT of Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Barvir, Anna) (Entered: 07/19/2017)

07/27/2017 32 | NOTICE OF APPEAL to the 9th Circuit as to 28 Order granting Motion for
Preliminary Injunction, by Xavier Becerra. (Filing fee $ 505 receipt number
0974-10288817.) (Notice of Appeal electronically transmitted to US Court of Appeals.)
(Gordon, Alexandra). (Main Document 32 replaced on 7/27/2017 with printed .pdf of
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document, which was originally e-filed as an active fillable form. Edited docket text re
linked Order.) (akr). (Entered: 07/27/2017)

07/27/2017 33 | NOTICE of Representation Statement re 32 Notice of Appeal, by Xavier Becerra.
(Gordon, Alexandra). (Modified on 7/27/2017: Added link to Notice of Appeal.) (akr).
(Entered: 07/27/2017)

07/28/2017 34 | USCA Case Number 17-56081 for 32 Notice of Appeal to 9th Circuit, filed by Xavier
Becerra. (akr) (Entered: 07/28/2017)

07/28/2017 35 | ORDER of USCA as to 32 Notice of Appeal to 9th Circuit, filed by Xavier Becerra.
The appeal filed July 27, 2017 is a preliminary injunction appeal. Accordingly, Ninth
Circuit Rule 3-3 shall apply. The mediation questionnaire is due three days after the
date of this order. If they have not already done so, within 7 calendar days after the
filing date of this order, the parties shall make arrangements to obtain from the court
reporter an official transcript of proceedings in the USDC that will be included in the
record on appeal. Briefing schedule issued and instructions issued. Failure to file timely
the opening brief shall result in the automatic dismissal of this appeal by the Clerk for
failure to prosecute. (akr) (Entered: 07/28/2017)

08/02/2017 36 | NOTICE OF FILING OF OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings (Motion Hearing)
held on 6/13/2017, before Judge Roger T. Benitez. Court Reporter/Transcriber:
Deborah M. O'Connell. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER or the Court
Reporter/Transcriber. If redaction is necessary, parties have seven calendar days from
the file date of the Transcript to E-File the Notice of Intent to Request Redaction. The
following deadlines would also apply if requesting redaction: Redaction Request
Statement due to Court Reporter/Transcriber 8/23/2017. Redacted Transcript Deadline
set for 9/5/2017. Release of Transcript Restriction set for 10/31/2017. (akr) (Entered:
08/02/2017)

08/02/2017 37 | Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Jill L. Burkhardt:
Telephonic Early Neutral Evaluation Conference held on 8/2/2017. The case did not
settle. Telephonic Case Management Conference held on 8/2/2017. Scheduling order to
follow. (Plaintiff Attorney Anna M. Barvir). (Defendant Attorney Alexandra Robert
Gordon). (no document attached) (smm) (Entered: 08/03/2017)

08/04/2017 38 | SCHEDULING ORDER: Memorandum of Contentions of Fact and Law due by
5/4/2018. Proposed Pretrial Order due by 5/25/2018. Final Pretrial Conference set for
6/4/2018 10:30 AM before Judge Roger T. Benitez. Signed by Magistrate Judge Jill L.
Burkhardt on 8/4/2017.(knb) (Entered: 08/04/2017)

08/07/2017 39 | MOTION to Stay Proceedings Pending Appeal by Xavier Becerra. (Attachments: # 1
Memo of Points and Authorities in Support of Motion to Stay Proceedings Pending
Appeal, # 2 Proposed Order, # 3 Proof of Service)(Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered:
08/07/2017)

08/28/2017 40 | RESPONSE in Opposition re 39 MOTION to Stay Proceedings Pending Appeal filed
by California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated, Virginia Duncan, Richard
Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David Marguglio, Christopher Waddell. (Barvir, Anna) (knb).

SER750
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(Entered: 08/28/2017)

08/29/2017

41

Minute Order issued by the Honorable Roger T. Benitez: Submitting 39 MOTION to
Stay Proceedings Pending Appeal. Court to issue written Order. Motion Hearing date of
9/11/2017 10:30AM is hereby vacated. (no document attached) (gxr) (Entered:
08/29/2017)

09/05/2017

REPLY to Response to Motion re 39 MOTION to Stay Proceedings Pending Appeal
filed by Xavier Becerra. (Gordon, Alexandra) (knb). (Entered: 09/05/2017)

09/07/2017

ORDER of USCA as to 32 Notice of Appeal to 9th Circuit, filed by Xavier Becerra.
Appellant's unopposed motion for a second extension of time to file the opening brief is
granted. Briefing schedule issued. (akr) (Entered: 09/07/2017)

10/10/2017

ORDER Denying 39 Motion to Stay Proceedings. Signed by Judge Roger T. Benitez on
10/10/2017. (knb) (Entered: 10/10/2017)

12/01/2017

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Motions for Summary Judgment by
California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated, Virginia Duncan, Richard Lewis,
Patrick Lovette, David Marguglio, Christopher Waddell. (Attachments: # 1 Proof of
Service)(Barvir, Anna) (anh). (Entered: 12/01/2017)

12/05/2017

ORDER granting 45 Motion for Extension of Time to File Motions for Summary
Judgment. Signed by Magistrate Judge Jill L. Burkhardt on 12/5/2017. (anh) (Entered:
12/06/2017)

12/28/2017

MOTION to Dismiss Party Plaintiff Richard Lewis by California Rifle & Pistol
Association, Incorporated, Virginia Duncan, Richard Lewis, Patrick Lovette, David
Marguglio, Christopher Waddell. (Barvir, Anna) (anh). (Entered: 12/28/2017)
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