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Attachment H

Nine Important Research::Findings about Guns and Crime/Crime Prevention

Centers for Disease Control Review (2003)

- saemprehensive survey of 51 scientific studies by organization with anti-Second

"Amendment orientation found no statistically significant evidence that gun control
is effective in preventing crime. (i)

National Academy of Scuences Review (2004)

Academy panel studied 253 journal articles, 98 books, 43 government
publications and some of 1t,s own research and could not establish a causal
relationship between civilian gun ownership and viclence. Study could also not
find positive effect of gun control. Findings are remarkable in that most panel
members had history of pro-gun control sentiments.(z>

Small Arms Survey, Geneva, Switzerland (2007)

Organization, affiliated with UN, has bias against civilian ownership of firearms.
Conclusion reached by 2007 report states, “There is no clear relationship
between more guns and hlgher levels of violence.” (30

Problems in Texas A & M Study on “Castle Doctrine/Stand Your Ground” (2013)
“In a...sound-bite society, we have a public...vulnerable to simplistic...answers to
complicated questrons These Iaws do not increase crime. (4)

2013 JAMA Study from Harvard Shows No Effect of Firearms Laws

Doctors on both'sides of the gun control debate agree that poor methodology
Invalidates effort to prove that gun control reduces firearms-related fatalities. (5)
Research on “Shall Issue Concealed Carry Laws by Mark Gius (2014)

Review of data on.US murder rates from 1980 to 2008 concluded that the

1994 misnamed “Assault Weapons” ban had no effect on crime and that

“Shall Issue Concealed Carry” laws do result in crime reductions. Cé)

Research by Dr. Gary Kleck (1991)

Dr. Kleck, as close to an unbiased scientist as you can find in the debate,
estimated up to 2.5 millionjindividuals use guns for self-defense every year. In
the majority of cases, no shots are fired. (77)

Research by Dr. John Lott and Dr. David Mustard (2000)

Study, which looked at every county in the United States, concluded that “shall
issue” concealed carry laws reduce murder, rape, aggravated assault, and
robbery. ( &) "

Analysis by David Kopel of Armed Defenders Stopping Spree Killings (2015)

Author, Attorney, and Law| Professor Kopel identified at least 10 cases in 25
years where armed citizens intervened to stop killers. ( 9 )
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Gun}Control Research: The CDC Study |

A comprehensive study done by one of the most prestigious scientific organizations in
the country has found no statistically significant evidence that gun control has prevented

a single violent crime. i

|
If you believe that scientific r'g-,sea:rch is the most logical way to understand the reality of
the world, then you pay attention to studies done by groups and individuals. You also
give weight to surveys that attempt to draw conclusions by reviewing numbers of studies.

The survey in question was done by the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) to determine
if gun control has made a difference in the crime rate in the United States. There are
some important things to remember about this study, which was published in 2003.

The CDC is a governmental organization that generally favors strict gun control laws.
The panel doing the review of studies on these laws was largely made up of advocates for
restricting or banning civilian'owneérship of firearms in the United States.

The purpose of the survey waé to evaluate gun control laws with regard to effectiveness
in controlling crime and violence. Given the institutional and individual bias in favor of
restrictive gun laws, the conclusions of the CDC study are remarkable.

The CDC panel reviewed 51 studies regarding the effectiveness of gun conirol laws.
‘Based on that review, they could not say that gun laws had prevented a single crime. The
survey included, among other,| issues, studies of the effectiveness of gun and ammunition
bans, licensing and registration laws, child access laws, and waiting periods. There was
some slight evidence that waiting periods to purchase a firearm may reduce the gun

suicide rate in older persons, while not affecting the overall suicide rate.

You would think that out of 51 scientific studies there would be more evidence of the
effectiveness of gun control, if gun control were effective in preventing crime and
violence. It is a tribute to the honesty of the CDC panel, given their preconceived ideas,
that they were willing to issue this report at all. The survey did say in somewhat
Orwellian fashion that “insufficient evidence to determine effectiveness should not be
interpreted as evidence of ineffectiveness.” (Just because a review of 51 studies failed to
find a significant result, it doesn’t mean that the result isn’t there.)

The panel recommended additional research. This CDC survey is corroborated by the
results of an even more exhaustive review done by the National Academy of Sciences.

Thacker, Steven, M.D., Dixon'; Richard E., M.D., First Reports evaluating the
effectiveness of strategies for preventing violence: Firearms Laws, Task Force on
Community Preventive Servicf;:s, Centers for Disease Control.

http://www.cde. gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5214a2 htm
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Gun Control Research-The NAS Study
(No credible cal.}sal relationship between gun ownership and violence)

The National Academy of Sciences (NAS) was created by Abraham Lincoln to “examine, experiment, and
report” on “science and art” when asked to do so by any government department. A panel of NAS
scientists began formal hearings orii“lmproving Research Information and data on firearms” during the
summer of 2001, The study was ﬁilnded in part by the virulently anti-gun Joyce Foundation and the anti-
gun David and Lucille Packard FOL:I'ndation.

David Kopel, Colorado author and iexpert on Second Amendment issues, and co-author Glenn Reynolds
criticized the study at its inception for the anti-gun bias of most of its members and the bias of its fiunding
sources. Surprisingly, given the prejudiced atmosphere of the NAS study, the results, like those of the

CDC Study, do not support the premise that gun ownership promotes crime or increases the overall risk of
suicide. '

The panel reviewed 253 scientific journal articles, 99 books, 43 government publications and some of its
own research. The committee found that they could not determine if there was a cause and effect
relationship between guns and violence. The below quotation comes from the panel’s Executive Summary,
which was published in 2004.

‘ |
“In summary, the committee concluzdes that existing research studies and data include a wealth of
descriptive information on homicide, suicide, and firearms, but because of the limitations of existing data
and methods, do not credibly demonstrate a causal reiationship between the ownership of firearms and the
causes or prevention of criminal violence or suicide.”

The NAS panel predictably recommended more research. The committee also concluded that there is no
definitive information regarding defensive uses of firearms or the positive or negative effects on crime of
concealed carry laws. James Q. Wilson, the only relatively neutral member of the panel, according to
Kopel and Reynolds, issued a minority report in which he argued that John R, Lott’s extensive research
does establish that “shall issue” concealed carry laws reduce homicide rates.

Like the CDC Study, the Swiss-based Small Arms Survey, and the Kates and Mauser Study of international
gun ownership and crime, the NAS exhaustive review of the literature in the gun control field does not find
a credible cause and effect relationship between honest gun owners and violence. You would think that if

there were causation, nearly 400 scientific studies, books, and government reports would have found one
example, L

The committee also looked at possible methods of government intervention into the “problem” of guns,
crime, and suicide. Restricting acc{éss to guns? Needs more research. (Keep in mind that Prohibition-
didn’t work. It fostered the rise of eriminal gangs, corrupted police, and promoted general [awlessness.)
Prevention programs? Don’t seem to work and seem to increase children’s interest in guns. (What does
this say about sexual education programs?) Criminal justice system solutions, such as policing, sentencing,
and Project Exile? Need more research, Keep in mind that murders occur in prison.

If restricting access to firearms has had an effect on U.S. gun crime, the anti-gun NAS panel was apparently
not able to find it in almost 400 sources. Iffirearms cause crime, or if gun control laws work, why did this
massive review of research fail to find credible evidence? The variables are complex, but if the proof were
there, would not one study out of almost 400 have discovered it? Will the NAS continue to review
literature in the gun control field uniil they find even a single study that gives them the results that they are
seeking?

Kopel, David, Reynolds, Glen, “Political Science, Doing science a grave injustice,” nationalreview.com,
August 29%, 2001,

National Academy of Sciences, Committee on Law and Justice, “Firearms and Violence, A critical
review,” nasonline,org, 2004. '
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Gun COIfltI'Ol Research-Small Arms Survey—2007
No clear relationship between more guns and high levels of violence

Many.people do not regard the Small Arms Survey (SAS), conducted out of Geneva,
Switzerland as an advocate of civilian firearms’ ownership. The Survey is probably best
known for its August 2007 re:port (1), which indicated that there are an estimated nine
guns for every ten people in the United States. This finding managed to find its way into
many newspapers and to gain airtime on major networks.

A lesser-kmown conclusion of this report is the finding that “There’s no clear relationship
between more guns and higher levels of violence.” For instance, many countries in Latin
America have low levels of legal gun ownership and high rates of violence.

(Mexico is a prime example.: A recent report in The Denver Post on 01-19-09 quotes the
U.8S. Joint Forces Command :as describing the country south of our border as being in
danger of “rapid and sudden collapse.” This risk is caused by “criminal gangs and drug
cartels” apparently unaffected by Mexico’s draconian gun control laws. _ :
Carl, Traci, “Lawlessness earns Mexico a spot on security-risk list,” The Associated
Press, The Denver Post, 01-{9-09, page 10A.)

Keith Krause, Director of the: Small Arms Survey, indicated that research seems to show
that “gun violence often occurred in places undergoing rapid urban growth, and when
lawless areas are created by extreme poverty and the absence of effective policing.”
Krause also decried the black market sale of guns and armmunition to criminals and gangs
by military or police officials. (This involvement of government agency personnel is
reminiscent of the corruption-of American civil authorities by Prohibition and The War
on Drugs.) Krause also said that European Union countries are experiencing increasing
small arms smuggling activity.

The SAS findings are Iﬁinoréd by a study done by the National Academy of the Sciences
(2) and an international study-done by researchers Kates and Mauser (3) (4), which find
no credible causative relationships between gun ownership and violence.

(1) Associated Press, “Study: There Are 9 Guns for Every 10 Americans,” August, 201"
2007, http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,294976.00.html

(2) National Academy of Sciences, Committee on Law and Justice, “Firearms and
Violence, a Critical Review,” 2004, nasonline.org

(3) Kates, Don, Mauser, Gary, “Would Banning Firearms Reduce Murder and Suicide?
A Review of International and Some Domestic Evidence,” Harvard Journal of Law
and Public Policy, 2007. !

(4) Lewin, Marshall, “Would"Banm'ng Firearms Reduce Murder and Suicide?”
America’s I*' Freedom, National Rifle Association, Palm Coast, FL, August 2007,
page 32. (Firearms Coalition of Colorado PO Box 1454 Englewood, CO 80150-1454)



Problems with the 2012 ':lfexas A & M Study on “Castle Doctrine/Stand Your
! Ground” Laws

Attorney and Author Massad Ayoob: “In a nation that has become a sound-bite society,
we have a public...that is increasingly vuinerable to simplistic, misinformed answers to
complicated questions.” Ayoob quotes the Texas A & M Study: “Kleck (1988) estimated
that only “1/5% of legally justified shootings are classified that way by police.” Ayoob:
“Many shootings that had to go to trial to determine justifiability-at the expense of many
tax dollars, and much human suffering by the wrongly accused and their families-are
now simply found justifiable sooner.” (In states with enhanced self-defense laws) He

. .. points out that “Wrongful killings are exempt from” (civil) immunity.”

Ayoob also refers to'the work of Historian Clayton Cramer. “Cramer cited one study in
which justifiable homicides by'armed citizens had increased three-fold-but so had
justified officer-involved shootings in the same region... Cramer considers it logical to
conclude that, within the studied population, violent activity by criminals warranting the
defensive use of deadly force had simply increased.”

Errors and problems in the Texas A &M Sthdy pointed out by Howard Nemerov, a
medical researcher at the same university, include:

*» The study only considers 20 of 24 states that enacted “Castle Doctrine” laws
during the study period:of 2000-2010. '

» The study claimed that 17 states eliminated “duty to retreat” provisions during the
period in question. In reality, 19 states took that action.

» Twenty-two states provided civil liability protection. The study only listed 17.

* The authors left four states out of the dataset on “Presumption of Reasonable
Fear” issues.

o Study Authors Cheng and Hoekstra equate “Stand Your Ground” laws with
“Castle Doctrine.” The laws are not identical. .

e The Study assumed that enhanced self-defense laws would reduce property
crimes; however, FBI crime data indicate that non-confrontational crimes, such
as burglary go up as a result of such laws, while homicides, robberies, and
aggravated assaults decrease. Criminals seem to move to less violent
employment in response to the laws.

» In reality, states that adopted laws with “stand your ground’ provisions,
‘presumption of reasonable fear’ provisions, and ‘civil liability protection’ elements
experienced the largest declines in all three violent crime rates,” (Homicides,
robberies, and aggravated assaults.) “handily beating non-adopting states.”

Ayoob, Massad, Understanding Stand Your Ground and Castle Doctrine, Presentation

during the Texas Bar Assn., 2013 Firearms Law Seminar, posted at
personaldefenseworld.com.

Nemerov, Howard, “No, Castlc? Doctrine Does Not Increase Violent Crime,”
thetruthaboutguns.com, posted by Dan Zimmerman, originally posted on JPFQ.org.
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2013 JAMA Study from Hérvard shows no effect of Firearms Laws on Gun Deaths

The study, “Firearm legislation and firearm-related fatalities in the United States,” was
published 03-06-2013 in the Journal of the American Medical Association (JAMA).

The criteria for the evaluation of the data for this study comes not from independent research,
but from The Brady Center, prevnous[y known as Handgun Control, Inc., and the Law Center to
Prevent Gun Violence, formerly The Legal Community Against Violence, both gun control
organizations. The “scorecard” Used to measure the supposed benefit of the gun laws has not
been scientifically validated

The study left out the states of New Hampshire, Vermont, and North Dakota. The study also
omitted data from the District of Columbia, which has strict gun laws and high crime rates.

The study only deals with the number of laws per state, and not with specific laws. The study’s
authors admit that the study appears to show correlation, but not causation.

Dr. Garen Wintemute, himself an advocate for gun control, writing in JAMA, critiques the study
and calls for more research by the Centers for Disease Control {CDC) and the National Academy
. of the Sciences (NAS). He seems to be unaware of the massive 2003 CDC review of the .
literature and the even more extensive 2004 NAS study that indicate that gun laws have no
effect:on crime, and that there is no causative relationship between gun ownership and crime,
respectively.

In summary, the 2013 JAMA study by Fleegler and colleagues is based on an untested scoring
system from admittedly biased organizations. The study only suggests correlation between
.more gun faws and reduced crime by cherry picking data sets. Causation remains an elusive
goal for advocates of gun control.

«

Wheeler, Timothy, MD, “Harvard'Study Shows No Effect of Firearms Laws on Gun Deaths,”
http://www.thegunmag.com/harvard-'studv-shows-no—effect-of-ﬁrearm~laws-on-gun-deaths[

Wintemute, Garen J., MD, MPH, Responding to the Crisis of Firearms Violence in the United

States” JAMA article. htto://arch'inte.jamanetwork.com/artic!e.asnx?articieic_i=1661391
I
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'Gun Control Research- Gius

|
“Shall-lssue” Concealed Carry La\ﬁls Seem to Reduce Gun Murder Rates. So-called: “Assault
Weapons” Bans Have Minima! ory Detrimental Impact on Gun Violence.

A 2014 study entitled, An examin:a’tion of the effects of concealed weapons laws and assault
weapons bans on state-level murder rates, by Mark Gius of Quinnipiac University came to the
above conclusions after reviewing date on murder rates from 1980 to 2000, The time line for
this study is one of the longest E\:Jer employed for this type of research. The data used by the
researchér was taken from the US Department of Justice Supplementary Homicide Reports.

The results of this study corroborate the findings of the seminal research published by Lottand
Mustard in 1997. The extensive 1997 study [ooked at the effects of “Shall-Issue” concealed
carry (CCW) laws infi:rery county i%] the US, except those counties that had no crime before or
after the implementation of such laws during the study period. Lott and Mustard came to the
well-known conclusion of More Guns, Less Violent Crime.

The 2014 study by Gius also reinforces the conclusions drawn by Koper and Roth in 2004 that
the Federal ban on certain types of semi-automatic firearms, often mistakenly called “assault
weapons,” had “little to no effect on homicide rates associated with firearms.”

The 2014 study indicated that staztes with more restrictive CCW laws had a 10% higher gun-
related murder rate than those tljat did not. This finding also agrees with the results of a study
done by Wright and Rossi for theUS Department of Justice, which found that criminals tend to
be risk averse and are deterred by the threat of armed resistance.

Overall murder rates, as measured by Gius, were 19% higher during the time period when the
Federal “Assault Weapons” Ban was in effect than at other times during the study period.

|
While the author of this research i|does not assert that his conclusions are definitive evidence,
the results of the 2014 Gius studyl;support the position that armed citizens reduce crime and
that gun bans have no positive, deterrent effect on criminal behavior.

Gius, Mark, (2014) An examination of the effects of concealed weapons laws and assault

weapons bans on state-level murder rates, Applied Economics Letters, Yolume 21, No. 4, Pages
265-267.

Lott, J. and Mustard, D. (1997) Crime, deterrence, and right-to-carry concealed handg@ns, the
Journal of Legal Studies, 26, Pages 1-68.

Lott, John R,, Jr., “More Guns, Les!;% Violent Crime,” “The Rule of Law Column,” The Wall Street
Journal, NY, NY, August 28™, 1996.

Wright, James D., Rossi, Peter H., The Armed Criminal in America, U.S. Department of Justice,
1985, '
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Gun Control Research- Dr., 'Gar'y Kleck- Gun most effective way to resist robbery and assault- up to
2.5 milli(?'n defensive gun uses per year by U.S. adults

Dr. Kleck, a professor of criminology at Florida State University is a registered Democrat, a member of the
ACLU, does not own guns, and takes no money from anyone on either side in the debate. In 1988, Kleck
published an article in the journal, Sociaf Relations. This article, the first major research effort that
measured defensive gun use, was based on state and national studies.

Dr. Kleck estimated that about 1 million adults per year use a gun for self-defense in the U.S. Kleck’s

research included studies done for the anti-gun National Alliance Against Violence, and the National Crime

Victimization Surveys. Kleck concluded that gun use was the most effective and safest way of resisting a
robbery or assault, safer than not resisting, running away, or using another method of resistance.

In 1991, Dr. Kleck published Poin{ Blank: guns and violence in America. The book won an award in 1993
from the American Society of Criminology for an “outstanding contribution” to the field.

Not satisfied with the sources for his previous work, Dr. Kleck and his colleague Marc Gertz created a new
survey with a sample size of about 5,000 individuals to better measure defensive gun use. With the new
survey, Kleck and Gertz estimated between 2.2 to 2.5 million defensive gun uses per year in the U.S,
Women were the defenders in about 46% of the cases reported. Less than 25% of the reporting defensive
users indicated that they fired a shot during the incident under consideration. There is z less than 1%
chance that a defender’s gun will be taken from him or her by an assailant, according to Dr. Kleck.

L
Dr: Marvin Wolfgang was asked to' critique the Kleck/Gertz Study. Dr. Walfgang’s review included the
following: “I am as strong a gun-control advocate as can be found among... criminologists... they (Kleck
and Gertz) have provided an almost clear-cut case of methodologically sound research in support of
something I have theoretically opposed for years... the use of a gun in defense against a criminal

perpetrator... I do not like their coriclusions that having a gun can be useful, but I cannot fault their
methodology.”

The absolute lowest estimates of about 100,000 defensive gun uses per year in this country come from the
Department of Justice, using U.S. Census information. There is no question in the survey that asks about
defensive firearms’ use. This estim:.ate is probably a serious undercount.

i
The Clinton Justice Department funded what was supposed to be a counter study debunking the
Kleck/Gertz research. In 1996, anti-gun researchers Ludwig and Cook came up with about 3 million
defensive gun uses per year. They then decided that it is impossible to measure the true number of persons
who use guns in America for self-defense,

The research done by Kieck and qutz indicates that defensive use of firearms by private citizens is a
significant factor in stopping criminal violence. The research also lends itself to the conclusion that in the
vast majority of cases where a gun ils used to resist robbery or assanlt, no shots are fired.

Sources: iy

O Blackman, Paul H.,, Ph.D., “Armed Citizens and Crime Control,”
http.//www.nraila.orp/issues/articles/read aspx?id=125.
O Xopel, David, Independence Institute, panel discussion on guns and self-defense, Warwick Hotel,
Denver, Colorado, July, 2609, |
http://vids.myspace.com/index.cfin?fuseaction=vids.individual& VideoID=60107462 :
O “How Often Are Firearins Used in Self-Defense?” hiip://www gunciie.com/eun control sedeuse himl
O Stevens, Richard W., “Statistics and ‘Gun Control,” Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Cwnership,

Inc, http://www.jgfo.org[ﬁIegeb-a-m/data—docs.htm.
|
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Gun Control :Research- Lott/Mustard- “More Guns-Less Crime”
! 2009

Dr. John Lott has a Doctor’s De'gree in Economics from UCLA. He is a research scientist at the
University of Maryland at the timeof this writing. He has held research positions at Yale and the
University of Chicago. He has published at least 96 articles in academic journals. He has published two
books: More Guns, Less Crime (University of Chicago Press, 2000) and The Bias Against Guns: Why
Almost Everything You ve Heard About Gun Control Is Wrong, (Regnery Publishing, 2003.)

Dr. David Mustard has been a professor at the University of Georgia. Dr. Mustard, in 1999, authored a
working paper, The Impact of Gun 'Laws on Police Deaths, which supports the concept that concealed carry
laws may enhance officer safety. |

Drs. Lott and Mustard, in a study associated with the University of Chicago Law School, researched
crime stafistics for every county in the United States from 1977 to 1992. Lott estimated that “shall issue”
concealed carry laws reduced murder by 8.5%, rape by 5%, aggravated assault by 7%, and robbery by 3%.

Lot and Mustard’s conclusions dovetail with those of Professors Wright and Rossi, who found that
criminals are risk averse and “respond rationally to deterrence threats...” Wright and Rossi did extensive
research with prison inmates.

John Lott’s work is impressive in that Mustard and he looked at the entire universe of .S, counties,
rather than a smaller sample. This approach avoids problems with sample sizes or random selection of
cases for examination. Lott has also made his data set available to anyone who wants to look at it.

The 2004 National Academy of Sciences study on gun control reported that Lott’s results were not
statistically significant. This review of the literature was paid for by the well-known, anti-gun Joyce
Foundation. Noted Second Amendment Scholar David Kopel protested the makeup of the review panel at
its creation, because all but one of the panel members had reputations indicating anti-Second Amendment
bias. The “neutral” panel member filed a minority report in favor of Lott’s findings regarding reductions in
homicides following passage of “shall issue” laws. James Wilson pointed out that only Lott’s work was
subject to strict scrutiny by the committee. Research by his critics was tiken more or less at face value.

Lott came out with another study in 1999 that indicated that concealed carry deters would-be spree
killers who perpetrate “multiple victim” shootings. Again, this information corroborated the work of
Wright and Rossi, which came to the conclusion that criminals, in effect, do risk/benefit analyses before
committing crimes. No non-suicidal felon would try to shoot up a gun show or a police station,

Lott has been attacked for loss of research data that occurred during a reported computer crash in 1997,

‘but he has responded forcefully to his critics. He has produced evidence from colleagues and other sources

to support his contentions that the original survey and the resulting data did, in fact, exist.

More troubling, from a credibility standpoint, is the allegation that Lott used the pseudonym, “Mary
Rosh,” to praise his own work in on:line forums. Michelle Malkin discussed this issue'in a post on .
WorldNetDaily.com, “The other Lott controversy.” Her article has a link to Dr. Lott’s response to her post.

Lott’s work was cited in the Amicus Curiae brief of the Association of American Physicians and
Surgeons Inc., in the landmark Supreme Court Case, D.C. v. Heller. A new edition of his first book is
coming out this year. Lott remains a relevant, if controversial, figure in the debate on individual rights.

In any event, the most negative plossible interpretation of his work is that “shall issue” concealed carry
laws do not increase the probability of criminal behavior, as is often claimed by opponents of the right to
self-defense against crime, tyranny, corruption, and genocide recognized by the Second Amendment.

Sources:
Kopel, David, “Damn Lies-Or Statistics,” Book review of More guns, Less Crime, by John Lott,

originally published in Chronicles, Dec. 1999.” http.//www.davekopel.com/2A/Mags/LottReview htm
“Liberalized Concealed Carry Laws,” hitp//www.guncite com/gun_control_gdcgcon html, (If you are

entering the letters from a keyboard; there is an underlined space “ " before and after the word “control” in
the website address. _

Lott, John R., Jr., “More Guns, Less Violent Crime,” “The Rule of Law Column,” The Wall Street
Journal, NY, NY, August 285, 1996.

Malkin, Michelle, “The other Lot controversy, WorldNetDaily.com, 02-05-03.
http.//'www.wnd.com/news/article.asp? ARTICLE ID=30873

Schlafly, Andrew, L., Brief for Amicus Curiae Association of American Physicians and Surgeons, Inc.
in Support of Respondent, No. 07-290, District of Columbia, et al,, v. Dick Anthony Heller, Far Hills, NJ,
page 16,
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i Research

Professor David Kopel on Defensive Gun Uses

There is usually some discussion concerning defensive gun uses by armed defenders that stop potential

spree killings. We sometimes hear that defenders have not stopped a single mass shooting. This is not
the case.

Since most spree killings occur in “gun free” zones, more properly named, “criminal-safe free fire
zones,” it is remarkable that defenders have been able to react at all in time to defend innocent would-
be victims; however, David Kopel, Second Amendment expert, author, law professor, and Director of
Research at the Independence Institute, has identified a number of cases where armed citizens have
stopped spree killings. To quote Professor Kopel at length:

- “Over the last 25 years, there have been at least 10 cases in which armed persons have stopped
incipient mass murder: a Shoney’s restaurant in Alabama {1991); Peari High School in Mississippi (1997);
a middle school dance in Edinboro, Pennsylvania (1998); Appalachian School of Law in Virginia (2002);
Trolley Square Mall in Salt Lake City (2007); New Life Church in Colorado (2007); Players Bar and Grill in
Nevada (2008); Sullivan Central High School in Tennessee (2010); Clackamas Mall in Oregon {2012; three
days before Newtown); and Sister Marie Lenahan Wellness Center in Darby, Pennsylvania (2014).

Gun prohibitionists insist that armed teachers, or even armed school guards, won’t make a difference,
but in the real world, they have- even at the Columbine shooting, where the armed school resource
officer (a sheriff’s deputy, in that case) was in the parking lot when the first shots were fired. The officer
fired two long-distance shots and drove the killers off the school patio, saving the lives of some of the
wounded students there...

The contrasts are striking and tragic: The attempted massacre at New Life Church in Colorado Springs
was stopped by a private citizen with a gun; the massacre at South Carolina’s Emanuel AME wasn’t. The
mass murder at Pearl High School was stopped by a private citizen (the vice principal) with a gun; the
mass murder at Newtown'’s elementary school wasn’t stopped until the police arrived. The shootings at
Appalachian Law School ended when private citizens (armed students) subdued the gunman; the
shootings at Virginia Tech continued until the pblice arrived. More licensed-carry laws that reduce the
number of pretend gun-free zones are an effective way to save lives.”

Some arguments put forth by proponents of “criminal-safe free fire zones” rest on the premise that
innocents will be caught in a “crossfire” between the defenders and the criminal or terrorist involved in
a spree killing. The most deadly position for an innocent adult or child is to be at the mercy of a killer
without effective opposition by defenders who has the time to select his or her victims and slay them
without regard for his or her own safety Even individuals protected by upper body armor are
vulnerable to wounds to the pelvic reglon and legs; or to well-directed head shots. Even rounds
deflected by body armor may confuse and distract the criminal or terrorist and allow potential victims to
escape.

Kopel, David, Costs and Consequences of Gun Control, Cato Institute Policy Analysis # 784, 12-01-2015.
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