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Bill No. 1-164, the "'irearms Control act of 1975" 

The Committee on the Judiciary and Criminal Law, to 
which Bill No. 1-164 was referred, having considered the 
same, reports favorab lyon th e bill as amended. 

BACKGROUND OP TUIS LEGISLATION 

Bill No. 1-164, as amended, evolved from a series of 
"gun bills which have been introduced in this 
Council. On February 11, 1975, Councilmember John Wilson 
introduced the first bill (Bill No. 1-24) to amend the D.C. 
Police Regulations, Articles 50 through 55, dealing with 
comprehensive firearm bans, registration and licensing. On 
March 11. 1975, Councilmember Polly Shackleton introduced 
Bill No. 1-42, the "District of Columbia Handgun Control Act 
of 197.5 tt

, which would have defined new crime 8 in th e D.C. 
Code involving a comprehensive ban, except in certain 
circumstances, on handguns or handgun ammunition in the 
District of Columbia. On June 6 and 7, 1975, your committee 
conducted extensive public hearings concerning the above­
described bills and concerning the more general issue of 
firearm controls. A copy of the notice and the witness list 
for such pub lic hearings is attached hereto as "Ezh ibi t A". 
Councilmember Wilson, who participated in the conduct of the 
aforementioned hearings, pn July 22, 1975, introduced Bill 
No. 1-164 in lieu of his previous bill, in order to amend 
the D.C. Police Regulations, Articles 50 through 55. Your 
committee concentrated its attention to Bill No. 1-164 which 
basically was aimed at reforming the current, firearm 
registration and licensing regulations. In its major parts, 
original Bill No. 1-164 would have (1) expanded the 
registration and reporting requirements currently placed on 
firearm owners and/or dealers, (2) substantially increased 
the fees for registering firearms and for obtaining a 
license to deal in firearms, (3) placed specific duties on 
personnel of the Office of CorporRtion Counsel to prosecute 
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and to monitor the firearm regulations, (4) increased the 
penalties for violating the police firearm regulations, 
(5) abolished judicial discretion in the process of meting 
out punishment for violation of the firearm regulations, and 
(6) mandated that the Chief of Police conduct an active 
campaign to seize all prohibited firearms. After lengthy 
research with regard to original Bill No. 1-164 and 
refinements of gun controls in the District of Columbia, 
your committee conducted a roundtable discussion and 
preliminary mark-up on Tuesday, April 6, lq76 to consider an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute to Bill No. 1-164. 
On Thursday, April IS, 1975, your committee conducted a 
mark-up of such amendment. The reported Bill No. 1-164, as 
amended, is the product of the foregoing deliberations by 
your committee. 

THE PURPOSE OF THIS LEGISLATION 

The goals of this legislation are twofold: (1) to 
reduce the potentiality for gun-related crimes and gUn­
related deaths from occurring within the District of 
Columbia; and (2) to strengthen the capacity of the District 
of Columbia government to monitor the traffic in firearms 
and ammunition within this jurisdiction. Bill No. 1-164, as 
amended, would circumscribe the persons eligible to register 
firearms in the District of Columbia and would delineate the 
types of firearms which could not be registered within the 
District of Columbia. The bill sets forth new and stringent 
criteria in order to relegate guns with legitimate uses in 
an urban area to demonstrably responsible types of persons. 
This legislation would also place more expansive reporting 
duties upon all firearm OWners and dealers. This increased 
accountability would fortify the government's ability to 
keep track of the guns which are within the District of 
Columbia. The increased penalties for violation of these 
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new regulations are designed to deter avoidance of the new 
requirements. 

THE NEED FOR THIS LEGISLATION 

Your committee finds that, with reference to the 
possession, sale, purchase and control of any firearm or 
destructive device in the District of Columbia, the design 
and scope tation of the current D.C. Police Regulations, 
Articles 50 through 55, have not been sufficiently effective 
in reducing the potentiality of gun-related deaths and gun­
related crimes from occurring within the District of 
Columbia, and there is a need to significantly improve the 
capacity of the District government to monitor the traffic 
of firearms within this jurisdiction. 

The easy availability of firearms in the United States 
has been a major factor contributing to the drastic increase 
in gun-related violence and crime over the past 40 years. 
The number of deaths attributed to firearms grows each year. 
Since 1900, more people have been killed by private citizens 
using firearms than were killed in all our wars. One out of 
every 100 deaths in the United States is the result of a 
firearm. Guns are responsible for 69 deaths in this country 

day. Approximately 25,000 gun-deaths occur each year 
and 200,000 individuals are wounded by firearms during this 
same period. Close to 3,000 accidental deaths are caused by 
firearms (1/4 of the victims are under 14 years of age). 
For every intruder stopped by a homeowner with a firearm, 
there are 4 gun-related accidents within the home. 

The nationwide statistics dealing with handguns are even 
more staggering. The number of handguns alone in the U.S. 
is estimated to be as high as 40 million. (Congressional 
findings in Proposed Federal Firearms !£! !! 1976 - H.R. 
11191). That's approximately 1 handgun for every 5 citizens 
in this country. And the supply of handguns may be 
increasing by as much as 2 1/2 million each year. 
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A crime committed with a pistol is 7 times more likely 
to be lethal than a crime committed with any other weApon. 
Over the last several years. statistics have shown that 
handguns are used in roughly 54% of all murders, 6n% of 
robberies, 26% of assaults and A71. of all murders of law 
enforcement' officials. In 1973, the FBI reported 19,5ln 
murders in the United States, 53% of these homicides were 
committed with handguns. From 1964-1973 firearms were used 
to commit 95% of the slayings of police officers - 613 by 
handguns. 104 by rifles and with shotguns. (STATEMF.NT 

DC. Delegate Walter E. FauntroI). 

In 1973, Detroit police reported 751 deaths from all 
criminal homicides, 24 more than the total number of 
civilians killed in Northern Ireland during the entire S 1/2 
years of their civil strife. The picture in the District of 
Columbia is not bright either. The Metropolitan Police 
Department reported a record 2A5 murders in the District of 
Columbia during 1974. Handguns were responsible for 155 of 
these homicides. In other violent crimes in which firearms 
were used in 1974-1975, handguns accounted for 8R% of the 
robberies and 91% of the assaults • 

Contrary to popular opinion on this subject, firearma 
are more frequently involved in deaths and violence among 
relatives and friends than in premeditated criminal 
activities. Most murders are committed by previously law­
abiding citizens, in situations where spontaneous violence 
is generated by anger. passion or intOXication, and where 
the killer and victim are acquainted. (Murder and Gun 
Control. American Journal PsychiatrI, 128 Jan:-1972:456 
No.7). Twenty-five percent of these murders occur within 
families. 

In addition to the inability of the present D.C. 
firearms law to reduce the potentiality for gun-related 
violence, the present regulations have not been sufficiently 
effective in efficiently monitoring the traffic of firearms 
and ammunition in the District. The Metropolitan Police 
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Department reports that during the period of 
57,755 firearms were registered in the District of 
Columbia.ll Of this total, 41,015 were handguns. However, 
in spite of the present regulations, less than 1/2 of 1% of 
the total number of firearms (1974) used in crimes and 
recovered by the police were registered in D.C. (Statement 
2! Maurice J. Cullinane, Chief of Police, Metropolitan 
Police Department before Committee Judiciary and Criminal 
Law - 1975). Approximately 12% of the firearms recovered 
from arr-crimes in D.C. are then registered and only 1.7% of 
the above-mentioned firearms are registered by the person 
from whom they were recovered. In addition, pistols have 
become easy for juveniles to obtain, although the existing 
regulations prohibit possession of pistols by juveniles. 

The startling statistics presented here emphasize the 
inability of the present law to cope with the problems of 
gun control in the District of Columbia. This bill, as 
amended, will strengthen the District Government's role in 
firearm control by: 

(1) making pistols and shotguns not registered • 
according to the regulations in effect prior to the 
effective date of this bill unregisterable in a 
reasonable endeavor toward eventually freezing the 
pistol and shotgun population within the District 
of Columb ia. 

(2) providing more appropriate penalties for violation 
of these Regulations. 

(3) providing a more stringent pre-clearance procedure 
to prevent the acquisition, possession and use of 
firearms by disqualified persons. 

(4) providing for annual registration, which will 
enable the District Government to better monitor 
the traffic in firearms and provide additional 
revenue (from annual license and permit fees) to 

lIThe total number of firearms registered in the District 
- of Columbia as of 11:00 a.m .• March 26. 1976, was 61,089. 

This includes firearms owned and used by the 
Police Department. 
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implement this comprehensive program of gun 
control. 

(5) providing for a program of education in the 
District of Columbia designed to inform the 
community of the provisions of this act. 

Your committee realizes the most effective gun control 
must eventually be applied at the national level. In the 
absence of such national action however, it becomes 
necessary for local governments to act to protect their 
citizens, and certainly the District of Columbia as the only 
totally urban statelike jurisdiction should be strong in its 
approach. 

A. 

IMPACT ON EXISTING LEGISLATION 

Effect Upon Title l1L D.C. and Related 
Authority Questions 

Bill No. 1-164 as a1'lended, the "Firearms Control 
Regulations act of 1975", is enacted for the purpose of 
amending the existing District of Columbia Police 
Regulations. Specifically affected are Articles 50 through 
55 of those Regulations. This bill does not amend or 
conflict with the provisions of Chapter 32 of Title 22 of 
the D.C. Code. It specifically provides as much in section 
902. 

The authority for th e Conncil of the Dis trict of 
Columbia to amend the aforementioned D.C. Police Regulations 
stems from not only the plenary delegation of section 302 of 
the n.c. Self-Government and Governmental Reorganization Act 
(hereinafter "Home Rule Act) (87 Stat. 787, D.C. Code, sec. 
1-124) but also from the second sentence of section 404(a) 
of that Act (D.C. Code, sec. 1-444(a», which vests the 
Council of the District of Columbia with all functions 
granted to its predecessor District of Columbia Council, 
including but not limited to the police regulatory powers 

_J 
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provided for in the Act of January 26. (n.c. Code 11-
224), the health and welfare regulatory powers provided for 
in the Act of February 26, 1892 (D.C. Code 11-226). the 
firearm regulation powers provided for in the Act of 
June 30, 1906 (n.c. Code 11-227). and the penalty-creating 
powers provided for in the Act of December 17. 1942 (n.c. 
Code §1-224a). 

The United States Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit has rendered a lengthy opinion delineating 
the relationship between the plenary power of Congress over 
District affairs and delegated the local government's powers 
(based on the pre-Rome-Rule Act delegations) in the area of 
firearm control. In Maryland District Columbia Rifle 

Pistol Association, v. 142 U.S. App. 
D.C. 375. 442 F.2d 123 (1971), the U.S. Court of Appeals 
upheld the authority of the former D.C. Council to promul­
gate the current gun control regulations • 

Those seeking a declaration of invalidity in that case 
claimed that the Congress had pre-empted the area of gun 
control by the passage of An Act to Control the Possession. 
Sale, Transfer and Use of Pistols and Other Dangerous 
Weapons in the District of Columhia (47 Stat. 650) (codified 
in Chapter 32 of Title 22 of the District of Columbia Code). 
and that. in the passage of those Regulations the old 
Council was treading on ground the Congress had reserved for 
itself. The Court closely examined the legislative history 
of the various statutes noting that the 1932 statute was a 
substantial re-enactment of an 1892 statute (Act of July 13. 
1892, 27 Stat. 116) predating the delegation of firearms 
regulatory powers.2! The Court went on to note that 
Congress failed to-repeal the regulatory powers when it 
passed the 1932 Act (now codified in Title 22 of the D.C. 
Code) finding therefrom and from the rest of its examination 
Ita satisfying assurance that Congress, having dealt with 
some aspects of weapons control, left others for regulation 
by the District. Indeed ••• [the Court could] not fathom any 
other purpose to be achieved by leaving Section 1-227 in 

l/Act of June 30, 1906 (D.C. Code, sec. 1-227 (1973». 
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force." (442 P.2d at 131). The Court set forth the text as 
follows: 

The important consideration, we 
think, is not whether the 
legislature and municipality 
have both entered the same 
field, but whether in doing so 
they have clashed. Statutory 
and local regulation may 
coexi st in ident ica1 areas 
although the latter, not 
inconsistently with the former, 
exacts additional requirements, 
or imp os es addit iona1 
penalties. The test of 
concurrent authority, this 
court indicated many years ago, 
is the absence of conflict with 
the legislative will. As the 
court declared in French v. 
District of Columbia, where 
[tJh e sub Tect [is] pecu 1iar1y 
within the scope of the 
[expressly delegated] police 
powers of the municipality, the 
exercise of authority ought not 
to be questioned unless clearly 
inconsistent with the expressed 
will of Congress. 

Bill 1-164, as amended, would not clash at all with any 
provision of Chapter 32 (or any other part) of Title 22 of 
the Code. Chapter 32 was not enacted to afford the right to 
possess or carry weapons. Absent some legislation to the 
contrary, one could possess and carry a gun. Rather Chapter 
32 was enacted to restrict the ability to possess and carry 
a gun. 
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Far from being in conflict with it, Bill 1-164 applies 
to present day conditions, the same approach the 12nd 
Congress took with respect to 1932 conditions. Bill 
as aaended, does not permit anything which Chapter 32 was 
designed to prohibit. 

The Corporation Counsel of the District of Columbia 
argued in his brief in Maryland and D.r.. Rifle Pistol 
Association, v. Washington. Thar-wsince neither the 
Act of July 8, 1932 [codified in Chapter 32 of Title 22 of 
the Code), nor any other Act, deals with the registration of 
pistols by private owners, Article 51, section 1 [of the 
Police Regulations, prohibiting possession without regis­
tration], is not in conflict with any congressional 
enactment ••• Merely because the District of Columbia 
Council has added to the very limited congressional enact­
ments relating to possession and transfer of weapons in the 
District of Columbia, does not mean that the additions are 
in conflict with the original limited provisions of the 1932 
Act." (Brief of Appellees, p. 14) 

Thus it is clear that Bill 1-164, as amended, was within 
the authority of the former D.C. Council to enact had it 
seen fit to do so. 

There is no "expressed will of Congress" in the Home 
Rule Act to repeal the earlier delegations of gun control 
authority to the city. Any repeal would have to be by 
implication, and it "is a well-settled rule of statutory 
construction that there is a presumption against repeals by 
implication. See, Sutherland, Statutory Construction, sec. 
2014 (3rd Ed.,-rr43).11 

The legislative history of the Home Rule Act clearly 
indicates that it was the intent of Congress to transfer to 
the new Council the full and immediate power of the old 
Council in this area. Both section 32l(b) of S.1435, as 
reported by the Senate Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and the second sentence of section 404(a) of H.R. 

l!Brief for Appellees. Maryland and D.C. Rifle and Pistol 
Association, Inc. v. Washington, U.S. App. D.C. No. 
22,927 (1969). p. 17. citing United States v. Greathouse. 
166 U.S. 601 (1897). 
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9682. as reported by the House Committee on the District of 
Columbia, contain transfers of the authority of the old 
Council to the new. Both of the Reports indicate an intent 
to carry forth the old authority. Senat e Report No. 93-219 
says at p. 3: "The powers of the present Council and Mayor­
Commissioner are transferred to the new Council and Mayor." 
House Report No. 93-4R2 says on 1'.21: "Section [sic] (a) 
[of section 404] provides that the powers and functions of 
the present Council and Commissioner are transferred to the 
new Council and Mayor." Neither of these bills included at 
the time of their report to their respective houses the 
contents of section 602(a)(9) of the Home Rule Act. That 
was added in conference, and thus the "except as otherwise 
provided in this Act" language of the second sentence of 
section 404(a) was not directed to section �6�0�2�~�a�)�(�9�)�.� It 
was more probably directed to delegations by the Home Rule 
Act of authority held by the old Council to other agencies 
[S.1435. as repor ted, provided in the very next sect ion 
(sec. 322) for functions subdelegated by the old Council and 
Mayor-Commissioner were not to be considered as transferred 
pursuant to section 321 of the bill but to be recoupable by 
specific Councilor Mayoral action]. The gun control powers 
delegated to the city by D.C. Code, sections 1-224, l-224a, 
1-226. and 1-227 conferred on the old Council by sections 
401(1), 401(2), and 401(4) of the Reorganization Plan 
Numbered 3 of 1967 were not subdelegated by the old Council 
nor were they reassigned by the Home Rule Act. 

It would be absurd therefore to now conclude that the 
Home Rule Act, designed and understood by all to have 
expanded the authority of the local legislature, to have 
repealed the powers delegated earlier. "It is axiomatic 
that a statute must not be construed to produce an absurd 
result." See Lange v. United States. 143 U.S. App. D.C. 
305, 307-308, 443 '.2d 720, 722-723 (1971) !I 

Furthermore, Congressional Delegate Valter E. 'auntroy, 
former Chairman of the Subcommittee on the Judiciary of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia of the United States 

4/Memorandum of the District of Columbia, District of 
- Columbia v. Smith, et. al., D.C.C.A. No. 8780 (1974), 

p. 5 
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�H�~�u�s�e� of Representatives. submitted for the record a legal 
memorandum (Exhibit B) supporting this Council's authority 
to pasa Bill No. 1-42, which, as mentioned earlier, would 
have amended the current firearms law in the District of 
Columbia by creating a statutory ban on handguns within the 
Diatrict of Columbia. And Attorney Harley Daniels, former 
Counsel to the Subcommittee on the Judiciary of the 
Committee on the District of Columhia of the United States 
House of Representatives, also testified in support of this 
Council's authority to enact Bill 1-42. By contrast. Bill 
No. 1-164 aa reported herein, amends the current police 
regulations passed by the former D.C. Council. The scope of 
Bill No. 1-164, as amended, is significantly more clearly 
within the ambit of authority of this Council than Bill 1-
42. 

The following analysis of the major impact of this bill 
upon the current firearms regulations illustrates the point 
further. 

B. More Stringent Provisions Regarding Firearm 
Registrat"fOri: 

Bill No. 1-164, as amended, abolishes the dual system 
under the current regulations whereby persons who own rifles 
or shotguns must both register and get a license for such 
firearms. Under the bill, a uniform system of registration 
is required whereby the Chief obtains not only the same data 
about the firearms and their owners as he does under the 
current regulations; but, in addition, the Chief is 
authorized to obtain information which supplements the 
current data which he lawfully obtains. For example, under 
the bill, an applicant would have to inform the Chief as to 
purpose for which he or she intends to use the firearm. 

The bill would require annual registration of firearms 
as opposed to the current, one-time registration 
requirement. 
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Another innovation of the registration provisions of 
this bill would be the require1llent in section 203(a)(10) 
whereby applicants would have to demonstrate to the Chief 
that they are knowledgeable of the District of Co1u1llbia 
firearas laws and that they can safely use the firear1ll which 
they seek to register. 

C. Expanded Licensure Provisions. 

Bill No. 1-164, as a1llended, creates two cl aa ses of 
business licensees whereas only one class now exists. The 
impact of such classification is to freeze at the current 
level of fourteen the nU1Ilber of dealers who can sell regis­
terable firearas to the public. 

The bill would extend from the current 30 days to 60 
days the ti1lle allotted to the Chief to rule upon appli­
cations for licenses. 

The bill requires that applicants for licenses meet the 
8ame expanded eligibility requirements as are placed on 
persons applying for a registration certificate. 

A 1Ilajor revision contemplated in this bill is the 
estab1ish1llent of a process whereby a licensed dealer csn 
dispose of his inventory in the event that he receives an 
unfavorable response to his application for renewal of his 
license. This is to avoid any constitutional problems of 
confiscation. The current regulations do not address the 
situation of what a dealer should do if his license is 
revoked. Under the provisions of this bill, if a denial or 
revocation becomes final, then the dealer would have to do 
anyone of the following: register any registerable 
firearms in his possession, surrender to the Chief those 
firear1lls not registered plus all destructive devices, or 
lawfully dispose of or remove fro1ll the District of Columbia 
any firearms in which he has an interest. 
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G. Expanded Enforcement Provisions. 

Under the present Regulations (Article 55, see. 2) 
no penalty will befall a person who voluntarily aurrenders 
to the Police a firearm which is not registered, ao long as 
a proclaimed amnesty period is in effect. This bill would 
abolish the current amnesty and redemption regulations and 
allow for surrender of firearms to the Chief at any police 
station and at any time. The same provision is made 
regarding the voluntary surrender of ammunition. 

This bill also provides in section 803 that the Chief of 
Police publicize certain aspects of the Police regulations 
concerning firearms. These matters include: the elements 
of lawful possession, the limitations placed on holders of 
permits, the provisions for enforcement of the regulations, 
the provisions for voluntary surrender, and the means by 
which persons may aid the Police in enforcing the firearms 
regulations. 

The bill sets a new mandatory minimum penalty of 10 days 
imprisonment and a $300 fine for violation of certain key 
sections of the bill (section 201 (re: prohibition of 
possession of a destructive device or unregistered firearm), 
section 401 (re: prohibition of engaging in firearms 
business without firearms business license), section 501 
(re: limitations on sale or transfer of firearms), section 
601 (re: limitations on the sale of ammunition), and 
section 602 (re: limitations on the possession of 
ammunition». Under the current regulations there are no 
such mandatory sentencing provisions. The Committee 
reluctantly rejected higher penalties in an effort to remain 
within the delegated powers of D.C. Code, sees. 1-224, 1-
224a, 1-226, and 1-227 so as to be certain of the Council's 
authority. 

The foregoing considered, it should be apparent that 
this bill would not cause a confiscation law, would not 
amend any existing gun laws beyond the current D.C. Police 
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Regulations governing firearms, and would take nothing away 
from sportsmen and collectors. 

EXECUTIVE POSITION 

The Executive Branch position on Bill 1-164 is far from 
clear. From the time of its introduction on July 22, 1975 
until March, 1976, there was no communication from the 
Branch on this particular bill. 

On March 17, 1976, the Chairperson of your Committee 
sent a copy of a working draft containing most of the 
provisions of this bill, as amended, to the then Acting 
Corporation Counsel and to the Chief of Police inviting 
general comments, criticisms, and recommendations specifi­
cally requesting in each case certain information (Rxhibit 
C). Copies of the letters were sent to the Mayor's Special 
Assistant for Legislation. It was requested that any 
information be provided by March 23, 1976 at a roundtable 
discussion to be conducted by your committee. 

On March 23, 1976, a memorandum was received from the 
Acting Corporation Counsel the only critical comment of 
which was directed to a prOVision of the draft which would 
have limited prosecutoria1 plea bargaining (Exhibit D) • 
That prOVision is not part of the bill as -amended. 

On March 23, 1976, a memorandum was also received from 
the Chief of Police claiming inability to complete the 
statistical data and analysis by that time (Rxhibit E). The 
March 23, 1976 meeting was cancelled. 

On March 30, 1976, a six page memorandum was received 
from the Chief of Police responding to so many of the 
specific requests contained in the letter of March 17, 1976 
as addressed themselves to standards and procedures used in 
the enforcement of current regulations and to statistics 
(Exhibit F). 
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On April 6, 1976, when a mark-up session of your 
comaittee had been called, a memorandum was received from 
the Mayor's Special Assistant for Legislation indicating "a 
number of legally objectionable and administratively 
defective provisions" in the working draft--a nearly 
identical version of which was moved at that meeting as an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute (Exhibit G). The 
memorandum indicated that the Executive Branch was preparing 
a draft bill for the Committee's consideration "in the very 
near future". At the meeting, Mr. Chauncey Williams of the 
Office of J.egislation declined to cite what the Execu tive 
Branch found to be legally objectionable and/or adminis­
tratively deficient. The only "much needed change" in the 
existing law which Mr. Williams would identify was the 
requirement that persons register their firearms within 
forty-eight hours of arrival in the city. That meeting was 
recessed to give Mr. Williams a chance to ascertain by what 
time the Executive Branch could produce its draft bill. 
When the meeting resumed, Mr. Williams was unable to state a 
tiae but responded to an inquiry as to the ability of being 
ready in a week by saying that it could be done if one 
person worked upon the matter full time. The Committee 
thereupon set the matter over to April 15, 1976 requesting 
that it be provided with the Executive Branch's draft bill 
and other materials by the close of business on April 14, 
1976. 

No draft bill or other response from the Executive 
Branch was received by or on April 15. 1976 other than 
further response from the Chief of Police addressing the two 
sections of the Bill (203 and what is now 410) which had 
been specifically mentioned in the letter of March 17, 1976 
(Exhibit n). Mr. Robert Greenberg of the Office of General 
Counael of the Metropolitan Police Department 'appeared at 
the mark-up session on April 15, 1976 and was of great 
assistance. Of the 27 points in the Chief's memorandum, the 
Committee made amendments consistent with the Chief's 
comments to the amendment-in-the-nature-of-a-substitute 
before it in all respects except the following five (in none 
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of which are the Committee's positions any less stringent 
than the current regulations): 

1) The Committee rejected the suggestion that persons 
convicted of violation of provisions of the bill be later 
permitted to register firearms after a period of disquali­
fication sirilar to that required of those convicted of 
narcotics offensesa Your committee felt that one violation 
of the provisions of the bill was so serious as to indicate 
a peraanent disability to safely and lawfully handle 
firearms • 

2) Your committee rejected the suggestion that persons 
voluntarily entering mental hospitals should be as ineli­
gible as those committed involuntarily. Your committee 
feels that mere admission to a mental hospital does not 
indicate incapacity and that the fact of the voluntariness 
may indicate more of a presence of mind than an involuntary 
commitment. 

3) Your committee and th e Execu tive Branch represen­
tatives present at the meeting vere unable to formulate at 
the meeting any more specific standards for a disabling 
physical defect than are in the current regulations and 
which would be continued by the bill. 

4) The committee declined to make production of the 
firearm at a station at the time of application msndatory 
but chose to vest the Chief with discretion as in the 
current regulations. The Committee did not want to 
encourage guns on the streets in any fashion and felt that, 
if law enforcement needs dictated such production, the 
discretion afforded' the Chief enables it. 

S) Your committee rejected the suggestion that one 
charged with a misdemeanor of assault or threats should, by 
virtue of being so charged, be ineligible to register a 
firearm. Your committee accepted the idea of disquali­
fications upon indictment because there is a judicial 
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finding of probable cause. Your committee was here 
concerned with the interdependent eligibility-to-register 
and revocat ion sections which, if the Chief's suggestion 
were adopted. could unfairly result in a citizen's regis­
tration being revoked merely upon a charge of assault by 
another citizen. 

In the last footnote of the document, the Chief says: 
"These comments, as previously noted, were specifically 
requested. While we believe adoption of the suggestions 
made would greatly improve § 1203 and 408, we cont inue to 
believe the bill to be similarly deficient elsewhere to 
preclude supporting its passage. {Memorandum of Judy Rogers 
to Councilman Clarke dated April 6, 1976)." 

Nevertheless, after repeated invitation, no repre­
sentative of the Executive Branch would specify any 
objection or deficiency other than as hereinbefore 
mentioned·1' 

FISCAL IMPACT 

The bill would permit the Mayor to set application fees 
for firearm registration and firearms business licenges at 
whatever is needed to pay costs of administering the 
provisions of the bill. Therefore its administration would 
entail no cost except approximately $2500 for publication of 
information pursuant to the publicity program mandated by 
the bill. 

There would be a net savings, as the current 
registration fee is set at $2.00 by the current regulations. 
The Chief of Police estirated that cost at $20.00 to 
register a gun. At the current rate of about 4,000 
registrations per year, we are now sustaining a loss of 
about $72,000 per year. Thus the fiscal effect of passage 
of th,is bill over the next five years would be approximately 
a plus $357,500. 
($72,000 x 5 • $360,000 - $2,500 • $357,500). 

5/The hearings on Bills 1-24 and 1-42, the then Corporation 
- Counsel questioned as to the Council's authority to pass 

either of those measures (both of which had penalty sections 
beyond the scope of the old Council's authority to provide). 
The Office of Corporation Counsel has not addressed the 
authority to enact Bill 1-164. The question of the Council's 
authority to enact Bill 1-164, as amended, is treated in the 
section of this Report on "Impact on Existing Legislation", 
supra. 

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 21 of 294



o 

o 

c 

-
c 

o 

Bill No. 1-164, the "Firearms Control act of 1t17S" 
Page 21 
April 21, 1976 

SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS 

Section 101 of the bill sets forth the definitions of 
essential terms used in the bill. 

Subsection (a) of section 201 provides for a general ban 
on destructive devices and directs that no person shall own, 
possess, or have under his control a firearm. in the District 
of Columbia without a valid registration certificate being 
issued therefor to such person. In the case of an 
organization which owns any firearm, section 2nl directs 
that dual registrat ion be ob tained both in the name of the 
organization and in the name of the president or chief 
executive of such organization. This provision is intended 
to establish personal responsibility at a high level within 
the organization for compliance with this Article. 
Subsection (b) of section 201 of the bill would provide an 
exception for licensees in that they would not be bound by 
the general registration requirements in subsection (a) with 
respect to firearms kept by them purely as inventory in 
their bus inesses. 

Section 202 describes certain firearm.s which are 
unregisterable, namely any sawed-off shotgun, machine gun, 
short-barreled rifle and pistol not registered, or shotgun 
not registered and licensed, to the applicant pursuant to 
the regulations in effect immediately prior to the effective 
date of this bill. 

Section 203 identifies the criteria and processes by 
which persons and chief executives in any organization 
owning firearms shall conform in order to obtain a registra­
tion certificate. Subsection (a) of section 203 lists the 
criteria which must be met by applicants registration 
certificate. cates. The personal criteria set forth in 
subsection (a) of section 203 are designed to promote a 
situation in the District of Columbia wherein registerable 
firearms, being lethal by nature, can only be registered to 
persons whose personal and social histories do not indicate 
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a susceptibility on their parts to use any firearm in a 
manner which would be dangerous to themselves or to other 
persons. Subsection (b) of section 203 specifies the data 
which each applicant must provide for the Chief prior to his 
issuing any registration certificate. The burden is upon 
the applicant to provide the factual data required by 
subsection (b) to the Chief in order that the Chief be .able 
to perform his duties under this bill. Subsection (c) of 
section 203 prohibits any information contained in an 
application from being used as evidence in a crivinal 
proceeding against the applicant, except for prosecutions 
for perjury in violation of D.C. Code 122-2501 or for 
violation of section 705 of this bill as amended. 
Subsection (c) of section 203 also provides that if a final 
determination has been made to deny the issuan(!e of an 
application for a firearm, then the applicant shall have 
seven days within which to surrender the firearm, lawfully 
remove it from the District of Columbia, or otherwise 
lawfully dispose of such firearm. Subsection (d) of section 
203 affords the Chief the option of fingerprinting and 
taking a photograph of an applicant for a firearm 
registration certificate. Subsection (e) authorizes the 
Chief, whenever he deeDlS it advisable, to require an 
applicant to appear in person and to bring the firearm in 
question to the police department prior to the Chief's 
ruling on the application. Subsection (f) of section 203 
mandates that each application be executed in duplicate and 
that each application be attested to by the applicant. 

Section 204 provides that the registration certificate 
shall have an effective life-span of one year, thus 
establishing a system of annual registration. 

Section 205 authorizes and directs the Mayor to set the 
fee scale for any services rendered pursuant to sections 201 
through 210 of this bill in order to cover the cost to the 
District of Columbia government for providing such services 
such as the processing of registration applications. 
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Section 205 specifically makes fees for registration 
applications non-refundable. 

Section 206 establishes strict time frames within which 
applications must be filed. In particular, firearms 
registered or licensed under the Police Regulations in 
effect prior to the effective date of this bill DUst be 
reSistered within 60 days of the date upon which this bill 
becomes law. Otherwise a firearm must be registered within 
48 hours after it is legally received or acquired or brought 
into the District of Columbia. Of course a firearm 
registered pursuant to this bill must be re-registered prior 
to the expiration of the registration certificate. 

Section 207 sets a sixty-day time frame within which the 
Chief shall aake a ruling upon an application for a regis­
tration certificate. The Chief shall have 120 days to rule 
upon applications for a registration certificate which have 
been filed within the first sixty days after the effective 
date of this bill. 

Section 208 prescribes the grounds upon which a regis­
tration certificate shall be revoked. Generally, revocation 
shall be caused by a firearm becoming unregisterable under 
section 202, by the registrant becoming ineligible for 
registration under section 203(a), by failure to perform the 
duties set forth in section 210. or by the intentional 
falsification of information given to the Chief by the 
registrant. 

Subsection (a) of section 209 sets forth the procedures 
to be followed for the denial of a registration application 
or the revocation of a registration certificate. Subsection 
(a) provides due process protections to all registrants or 
applicants affected by this Article. The provision does not 
alter the doctrine that ownership of a firearm is a 
privilege and not a right. Subsection (b) of section 209 
delineates the legally permiSSible options available to an 
applicant or registrant after an order of denial or revo-
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cation has becoae final. Subsection Cc) of section 209 
requires the Chief to destroy all firearms which are not 
needed as evidence by any prosecutorial authorities of any 
jurisdiction or which cannot be lawfully returned to the 
rightful owner thereof. 

Subsection Ca) of section 210 of the bill sets forth 
additional �d�u�t�i�~�s� placed upon each person who has registered 
a firearm pursuant to these Regulations. Specifically, 
registrants shall report in writing to the Chief concerning 
the loss, theft, or destruction of the registration 
certificate or of the registered firearm within 48 hours of 
such event. Registrants shall also report within 48 hours 
any change of name or address from that recorded on the 
registration certificate. This latter duty is especially 
noteworthy for the president or chief executive of any 
organization which has registered its firearms. It is the 
intent of this subsection to insure that the Chief is kept 
well-inforllled of any change in the identity of the officer 
or an organization who is personally responsible for the 
oversight of the use of such organization's firearlll(s). 
Registrants must also inform the Chief in writing of the 
sale or transfer or other disposition of the firearm by the 
firearm by the registrant. Simultaneous with the notice to 
the Chief of the loss, theft, or other disposition of a 
firearlll, registrants must return to the Chief the regis­
tration certificate for any firearm which has been stolen, 
lost, destroyed, 'sold, or otherwise disposed of. Finally, a 
registrant must have in his possession a valid registration 
certificate and an applicant, whose applieation has not yet 
been acted upon pursuant to section 207, must have in his 
possession his application for a registration certifieate 
for each firearm possessed. Such registrants and applicants 
must exhibit the certificate or application, as the case may 
be, upon the lawful demand of any law enforcellent officer. 
Subsection Cb) of section 210 directs the Chief to inform 
each applicant for a registration certificate of the duties 
which flow from the provisions of this bill and which govern 
such applicant. 
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Section 301 of the bill estab lishes the duties of 
executors and administrators of estates containing firearms. 
If the estate contains a validly registered firearm, the 
fiduciary bas an ob ligat ion to report the death of the 
registrant to the Chief. If such report is timely, then the 
registration certificate remains valid until the lawful 
distribution or transfer of the firearm in question. In the 
case of an estate containing a validly registered firearm, 
the fiduciary is charged with all of the duties which this 
bill would have imposed upon the decedent if he or she were 
still alive, for example, the duties listed in section 210 
of the bill. In the case of an estate containing a firearm 
which is not validly registered, the fiduciary shall have 
the duty to surrender the firearm or lawfully dispose of 
such firearm as provided in subsection (b) of section 209 or 
in section 801 of tbe bill. However the eXecutor or 
administrator shall not be liable for the criminal penalties 
set forth in section 802 of the bill. 

Section 401 prohibits any person or organization from 
engaging in the business of selling, purchasing, or 
repairing firearms, ammunition, or destructive devices 
without first obtaining a license and limits the lawful 
scope of "such business according to the cla.ss of the license 
issued to the licensee. 

Section 402 defines the two classes of firearms business 
licenses: (1) a Class A license authorizes a business to 
engage in the sale, transfer, repair, and purchase of 
firearms and ammunition to any persons or organizations in 
accordance with the prOVisions of this bill, and (2) a Class 
B license authorizes a business to engage in the sale, 
transfer, repair, and purchase of firearms, ammunition and 
destructive devices only where the other party to the trans­
action is another licensee, as defined in the bill, or 
specified agents of the District of Columbia or the federal 
governments. 
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Section 403 specifies who is eligible to obtain each 
clas s of licens e des crib ed in sect ion 402. above. Class B 
licenses may be issued to persons who or to organizations 
whose officers meet the registration eligibility require­
ments and do not fail to perform any of the duties set forth 
in this bill. Class A lieenses are "grandfather" lieenses 
which ean only be issued to firearms businesses which have 
been lieensed pursuant to the D.C. regulations in effect 
prior to the effeetive date of this bill and which qualify 
for a Class A lieense in accordanee with the provisions of 
this bill. 

Subseetion (a) of section 404 regulates the eontents of 
applieations for firearms business licenses. Subsection <b) 
of seetion 404 provides a qualified evidentiary immunity for 
information elieited in applications for lieenses. 

Seetion 405 sets a sixty-day time frame within which the 
Chief shall make a ruling upon an application for a license. 
The Chief shall have one-hundred and twenty days to rule 
upon applieations for a license which have been filed within 
the first sixty days after the effective date of this bill. 

Section 406 authorizes and directs the Mayor to set the 
fee scale for any services rendered pursuant to sections 401 
through 413 of the bill in order to eover the eost to the 
District of Columbia government for providing such services 
sueh as the proeessing of applieations for lieenses. 
Seetion 406 specifically makes fees for lieense applications 
non-refundab Ie. 

Section 407 provides that the license shall have an 
effeetive life span of one year. 

Section 408 prescribes the grounds upon which a regis­
tration eertifieate shall be revoked. 

Subseetion <a) of seetion 409 sets forth the procedures 
to be followed with respect to denial of a license appli-
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cation or the revocation of a license. Subsection (a) 
provides due process protections to all licensees and 
applicants affected by this Article. Such provision does 
not alter the patent reality that carrying on a firearms 
business is a privilege and not a right. Suhsection (b) of 
section 408 delineates the legally permissible options 
available to an applicant or licensee after an order of 
denial or revocation has become final. Subsection (c) of 
section 409 directs the Chief to inform �e�~�c�h� applicant for a 
license of the duties which flow from the provisions of this 
bill and which gOVern the applicant. 

Section 410 specifies the types of monthly records which 
must be maintained by each licensee concerning the nature of 
the inventories kept and the sales. transfers. and repairs 
conducted in the course of his. her or its business. The 
Chief is directed' to monitor such records at reasonable 
regular intervals. Each record is to be kept for one yesr 
after the event recorded. 

Section 411 indicates the permissible manner for a 
licensee to keep or display his inventory. 

Section 412 provides that all firearms with which a 
licensee deals shall have identifying markings imbedded 
therein. 

Sect ion 413 directs th at licensees shall display th eir 
licenses in a prominent place where customers may easily see 
them. 

Section 501 of this bill specifically limits sales and 
transfers of firearms and destructive devices within the 
District of Columbia to the provisions contained in sections 
209(b) (re: legal dispOSition of firearm after denial or 
revocation of registration). S02 (re: permissible sales and 
transfers). and 801 (re: voluntary surrender) of this bill. 
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Section 502 defines the permissible sales or transfers 
within the District of Columbia under the bill. Peraissible 
sales under section 502 generally conform to the scope of 
the registration and licensing provisions of this bill. 
Subsection (a) of section 502 permits the sale or transfer 
of any registerable firearm to a Class B licensee. 
Subsection (b) of section 502 respects licit sales of any 
registered rifle to any Class A licensee. Subsection (c) of 
section 502 allows any Class A licensee to sell or transfer 
any pistol or shotgun, which is lawfully part of his 
inventory on the effective date of this bill, to any 
firearms business licensed by a non-D.C. jurisdiction so 
loug as the delivery of the pistol or shotgun to the 
purchaser or transferee is made outside the District of 
Columbia. Subsection (d) of section 502 allows any Class A 
licensee to sell or transfer any pistol or shotgun which is 
lawfully part of such licensee's inventory on the effective 
date of this bill to any Class B licensee. Subsection (e) 
of section 502 warrants the sale or transfer of a rifle by 
any licensee to any pers on or organizat ion provided tha t at 
least three days pass between the time the transaction is 
initiated by the prospective transferea's exhibition of an 
application(s) to register the subject rifle(s) to the 
transferor and the time the transaction is finally consum­
mated by delivery of the rifle(s). The three-day hold on 
the transaction affords the Chief the opportunity to review 
the registration application of the transferee and to stop 
or suspend the transaction in cases where the Chief finds 
cause to deny the registration application. Subsection (f) 
of section 502 generally permits any licensee to sell or 
transfer a firearm or destructive device to anyon-duty 
agent or employee of the federal or District of Columbia 
governments when such agent is acting within the scope of 
his duties in acquiring such firearm or destructive device. 
THUS THE ONLY FIREARM PURCHASABLE BY THE GENERAL ··PUBLIC 
'WOij'LD !! iRIP'LE. - -

Section 601 regulates the sale and transfer of firearm 
amaunition with the District of Columbia and provides 
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generally that only licensees can sell ammunition to non­
licensees. The necessary conditions for any sale or 
transfer of ammunition by licensees are: (1) the trans­
action must be made in a face-to-face transaction; (2) the 
purchaser or transferee must sign a receipt for the ammun­
ition and return such receipt for safe-keeping by the 
licensee; (3) the purchaser or transferee must show a 
legally authorized registration certificate to the licensee 
for the firearm for which ammunition is being sought; and 
(4) the ammunition being sold or transferred must be of the 
same caliber or gauge as the firearm described in the regis­
tration certificate. The latter two conditions would not 
apply in two cases: (a) where the purchaser or transferee 
is an on-duty agent of the federal or District of Columbia 
governments Who is acting within the scope of his duties 
when acquiring such ammunition, or (b) when the purchaser .or 
transferee is a certified ammunition collector Who is 
purchasing ammunition for his collection. 

Section 602 of this bill specifies the persons who may 
possess ammunition within the District of Columbia; namely, 
licensees, on-duty agents of the federal and District of 
Columbia governments, holders of valid registration certifi­
cates for firearms of the same gauge or caliber as the 
ammunition being possessed, and locally certified ammunition 
collecto rs. 

o Section 701 provides that nO firearm or ammunition may 
be used as security in a transaction and that no person may 
loan, borrow, give, or rent any firearm except to the person 
who is the registrant for such firearm. 

Section 702 specifies that all firearms shall be kept 
unloaded and disas semb led in th e District of Columbia except 
when such firearms are being used at registered firing 
ranges in D.C. and used at such ranges for recreational 
purposes. 
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Section 703 requires that any person who operates a 
firing range in the District of Co1umb'ia shall register the 
same with the Chief. 

Section 704 discloses that the provisions of this bill 
shall not apply to on-duty officers, agents, or employees of 
the federal or District of Columbia governments when such 
persons are acting within the scope of their erp10yment. 

Section 705 prohibits the intentional giving of false 
information in course of applying for a registration 
certificate or license or in the course of supplying any 
information pursuant to these regulations. Section �7�0�~� also 
makes it unlawful to forge or alter any application. regis­
tration certificate, license. or temporary evidence of 
registration generated pursuant to this bill. 

Section 801 provides a mechanism for the lawful 
surrender or abandoning of any firearm or ammunition to the 
Chief or to a Metropolitan police officer. Section 801 
provides immunity from arrest or prosecution for any person 
who-delivers any firearm or ammunition pursuant to the 
provisions contained in such section, but section 801 does 
not countenance the payment of any money to anyone in return 
for making such a delivery. 

Section 802 sets out two levels of penalties for 
violation of the provisions of this bill. Each violation of 
section 201 (re: prohibition of possession of a destructive 
device or unregistered firearm). section 401 (re: 
prohibition of engaging in firearms business without 
firearms business license), section 501 (re: limitations on 
sale or transfer of firearms). section 601 (re: limitations 
on the sale of ammunition). or section 602 (re: limitations 
on the possession of ammunition) is subject to the strict 
mandatory penalty of ten days imprisonment and a $300 fine. 
Any other violation of the bill is subject to a penalty of 
imprisonment of up to ten days or a fine of up to $300 or 
both. 
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Section 804 mandates a pub licity program to be contin­
uously conducted by the Chief in order to inform the 
citizens of the District of Columbia of the provisions of 
this bill and related matters. 

Section 901 repeals the current firearms regulations 
which are to be replaced by the provisions of this bill. 
This section also repeals the regulation authorizing a 
bounty to be paid as a redemption for firearms turned in to 
the Chiel by members of the public. 

Section 902 fixes the supplementary nature of the 
requirements and penalties of this bill in relation to the 
requirements and penalties contained in statutes of the 
District of Columbia and of the United States dealing with 
similar subject matter. 

Section 903 makes the individual sections or provisions 
of this bill severable from each other in terms of survival 
from any attack upon their validity. 

Section 904 provides the effective date for the enact­
ment of this bill. 

COMMITTEE ACTION 

On April 15, 1975, your committee convened in order to 
mark-up Chairperson Clarke's amendment in the nature of a 
substitute to Bill No. 1-164. On that date, your committee 
voted to report to the Council a bill which was basically 
comprised of the Clarke amendment-in-the-nature-of-a­
substitute with the incorporation of many of the changes 
suggested by the Chief of Police <as discussed in the 
"Executive Position" section of this report). The committee 
vote was as follows: two (2) in favor <Clarke and Dixon), 
none opposed. The committee also unanimously voted to 
direct the staff to prepare a draft report on the reported 
bill for later consideration by the committee. On 
WedneSday, April 21, 1976, your committee met to approve 
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this report and to affirm certain amendments to the reported 
bill of April 15. The following amendments were approved: 
(1) provision in sec. 20l(b) that licensees would not be 
required to register their inventories; (2) proviSion in 
sections 401 and 402(b) that destructive devices could be 
sold by Class B licensees; (3) allovance in section 4fl4(b) 
for evidentiary immunity for information contained on 
applications for licenses; (4) provision in section 4l0(c) 
to require licenses to preserve their section 410 records 
for 1 year; and (5) expansion of the limitations on 
ammunition sales or transfers in section 601 to all persons 
instead of merely to licensees. The foregoing amendments 
and this report vere approved unanimously; the vote being: 
tvo (2) in favor (Clarke and Dixon), none opposed. 
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I. BACKGROUND AND NEED

Bill 17-843,the FirearmsRegistrationAmendmentAct of 2008,amendsthe District of
ColumbiaFirearmsControlRegulationsAct of 1975,in light of theUnitedStatesSupremeCourt
decisionin District ofColumbiav. Heller, 128 S. Ct. 2783(2008).

HelIer case;Councilemergencybills

On June26, 2008, the United StatesSupremeCourt issueda 5-4 decisionin District of
Columbiav. Heller, 128 S. Ct. 2783 (2008),which heldthat the SecondAmendmentguarantees
an individual'sright to possessa firearm for the lawful purposeof self-defensewithin thehome.
In Heller, the Court struckdown two provisionsof the District's FirearmsControl Regulations
Act of 1975 (1975 Act) asunconstitutional.! First, the Court overturnedthe District's total ban
on handguns.Second,theCourtfoundthattheDistrict'ssafestorageprovision,requiringthatalI
firearmsincludingrifles andshotguns,bekept"unloadedanddisassembledor boundby atrigger

1 D.C. Law 1-85;D.C. Official Code§ 7-2501.01etseq.
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locks", is unconstitutionalbecauseit doesnot containanexplicit exceptionfor self-defense.The
Court stated: "[iJn sum, we hold that the District's ban on handgun possessionin the home
violatesthe SecondAmendment,asdoesits prohibition againstrenderingany lawful firearm in
thehomeoperablefor thepurposeof immediateself-defense.,,2

TheCouncilactedswiftly in responseto the Heller caseby adoptingtheFirearmsControl
EmergencyAmendmentAct of 2008(D.C. Act 17-422)on July 15th

, which wassignedinto law
by the Mayor on July 16th

. D.C. Act 17-422permittedthe registrationof pistols and explicitly
allowedan immediateself-defenseexceptionto thesafestorageprovisionof the law.

However,anotherprovision of the 1975 Act, which had not beenchallengedin Heller
and which was not addressedby the Supremecourt, effectively prohibited the registrationof
most semi-automaticpistols becausethe typical semi-automaticcan be fitted with a large
ammunitionmagazine(containingover 12 rounds)andthusis considereda machinegun asthat
term is definedin the 1975 Act. Pursuantto law, machinegunsareprohibitedweaponsin the
District of Columbia.

In order to addressthis concern,the Council passeda subsequentpiece of emergency
legislation,the SecondFirearmsControlEmergencyAmendmentAct of 2008(D.C. Act 17-502)
on September16th

, which wassignedinto law by the Mayor on the sameday. D.C. Act 17-502
changedthe definition of machinegun. This allowedfor the registrationof mostsemi-automatic
handgunsandrifles. D.C. Act 17-502alsoclarifiedthe law'ssafestorageprovisions.

Although the District notedduring litigation of the Heller casethat therehadneverbeen
anyprosecutionsunderthis provision,the Council believesthat a safestoragerequirementis an
important statementof policy and direction consistentwith acceptedfirearms training. The
District was,andcontinuesto be, concernedabouta potentialincreasein accidentalshootingsin
the homeandwantslaws that reflect standardgun safetypractices. Bestpracticesin otherstates
are to imposepenaltiesfor the recklessstorageof firearms when a minor accesses,or could
access,the firearm. Giventhe lackofprosecutionundertheDistrict's 1975safestoragelaw, and
theprimary goal of reducingthe likelihood of accidentalshootings,the Council believesthatthe
child accessprevention("CAP") law is thebetterapproach.

D.C. Act 17-502 also prohibits large capacityammunitionfeeding devices(suchas a
magazineor ammunition feed strip) similar to a provision in the now-lapsedfederal assault
weaponsban,so asto preventthe ability of an individual to fire a largequantityof ammunition
without havingto pauseto reload. This changebecamenecessarybecausethe Council changed
the definition of machinegun within the D.C. Official Code. D.C. Act 17-502also limited the
numberof handgunsanyoneindividual may registerat one time. Both MarylandandVirginia
generally limit handgunpurchasesto one-per-30-days,per individual. The Council adopted
similar languagein D.C. Act 17-502.

2 District o/Columbiav. Heller, 128 S. Ct 2783,2821-2822(2008).
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The Committeeheld onehearingon gun control generally,andtwo public hearingson
Bill 17-843specifically, in orderto receiveasmuchpublic commentaspossiblein crafting this
bill. The District sharesthe problemof gun violencewith other dense,urbanjurisdictions- a
problem which is quite different than the experiencein suburbanand rural America. The
District, however,has a unique distinction: as the nation'scapital it hostsa large presenceof
governmentand diplomatic officials. The Committee is cognizantof its duty to give law
enforcementevery tool to protectall citizens from violence,but also to protect theseofficials
from assassination.CathyLanier, Chiefof the MetropolitanPoliceDepartment,testifiedto this
fact beforeCongresson September9, 2008.3

On the last pageof its Heller opinion, the SupremeCourtacknowledged"the problemof
handgunviolencein this country,"andtheCourtnotedthat, "The Constitutionleavesthe District
of Columbiaa variety of tools for combatingthat problem,including somemeasuresregulating
handguns.,,4Keepingthis in mind, theCommitteehaskeptmostof theprovisionsfrom D.C. Act
17-502 intact, and hasaddedseveral additionalprovisions. The primary provisionsof Bill 17­
843 arediscussedbelow.

Registration

Thereis no comprehensivefederal systemof firearm registration. Federallaw prohibits
the useof the National InstantCriminal BackgroundCheckSystem(NICS) to createany system
for the registrationof firearms or firearms owners.s Nationally, however,sevenstatesand the
District of Columbia require registrationof some or all firearms. Nine stateshave statutes
prohibiting them from maintaininga registryof firearms.6 Hawaii andthe District are the only
statesthat requireall firearmsto be registered.However,manymajorcities, including Chicago,
Cleveland,andNew York, havea systemof firearm registration.

The Committeebelievesthat the District must maintain a strong firearms' registration
law becauseit is part of a sound gun policy. Registrationis critical becauseit: gives law
enforcementessentialinformation about firearm ownership, allows officers to determinein
advancewhetherindividuals involved in a call may havefirearms,facilitatesthe returnof lost or
stolen firearms to their rightful owners, assists law enforcementin determining whether

3 ChiefLanierstated,"The terroristattacksof SeptemberII th, 2001,demonstratedsomethingthatwe haveknown
for sometime: governmentfacilities, dignitaries,andpublic servantsareprimetargetsfor terrorists,bothforeign and
domestic.Protectinggovernmentofficials andinfrastructureis a challengefor everycity in theUnitedStates.But in
Washington,DC, the likelihood ofattackis higher,andthe challengesto protectingthe city aregreater.
The District'shigh concentrationof iconic �s�t�r�u�c�t�u�r�e�s�~�s�u�c�h asthenationalmonuments,the White House,and,of
course,the Capitol-makeit a highly attractivetarget." TestimonyofCathyL. Lanier,Hearingon theImpactof
ProposedLegislationon theDistrict ofColumbia's GunLaws,UnitedStatesHouseofRepresentatives, Committee
on Oversight& GovernmentReform,HonorableHenryA. Waxman,Chair, September9,2008,Page2.
4 (d. at 2822.
5 28 C.F.R.§ 25.9(b)(3).
6 Legal CommunityAgainstViolence,RegulatingGunsin America:An EvaluationandComparativeAnalysisof
Federal,StateandSelectedLocalGun Laws(hereafter"LCAV") (2ded.2008)at 190.
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registeredownersare eligible to possessfirearmsor havefallen into a prohibitedclass,permits
officers to chargeindividuals with a crime if an individual is in possessionof an unregistered
firearm,andpermitsofficersto seizeunregisteredweapons.

Somecritics of gun registrationcomplainthat only law abiding citizenscomply. Let's
assumearguendothattheyarecorrect. Registrationis enormouslybeneficialto law enforcement
becauseit readily identifiescriminals,andprovidesa meansto readilyarrestthem. Registration
alsoprovidesa meansto enhancecriminal penalties. For instance,police suspectgangactivity,
obtaina warrant,searcha house,but find only unregisteredweapons. Becauseof registration,
thepolicecanmakean arrest. Or, policeapprehendanarmed-robberysuspect.Not only will he
do time for the robbery, but he will do additional time becauseof the registrationlaw. By
separating the law abiding from the criminal, registration gives police additional law
enforcementpower.

Juliet Leftwich with the Legal CommunityAgainstViolence("LCAV"), testifiedduring
the OctoberI, 2008hearingthat while the District hasa goodregistrationlaw in place,it needs
to bestrengthened.In LCAV's opinion, themostimportantway to strengthenthe law would be
to requirethatregistrationberenewedannually. The Committeebelievesthatannualregistration
maybetoo burdensomefor gunowners,andinsteadbelievesthatregistrantsshouldattestto their
addressandpossessionof the firearmseverythreeyears. In addition,registrantsshouldundergo
a backgroundcheckevery six years. By having renewableregistrationof firearms,the District
will be able to bettertrack wherefirearmsare locatedandallow MPD to havea bettersenseof
whethera registeredgnu owner has becomeineligible to own a firearm (e.g. due to a felony
convictionor CPOin anotherstate).

In developing this provision with the Executive, the Committee envISIons that re­
registrationmay berelatively easy. The attestationof addressand firearmsin possessioncould
be doneby mail or on-line. MPD shouldnotifY theapplicantbut, muchlike DMV, theburdenis
on the registrantto re-registerregardlessof notice. The sexennialbackgroundcheck would
entail a fee (the FBI processingcharge)but might be handledagainby mail or on-line. The
backgroundcheck is critical, in our view, becauseit is more genuinethan NICs check (the
formerbeingbasedon fingerprints,thelatterbasedon identificationcard,which maybefalse).

SateStorageLaw -- CAP

As statedearlier, in D.C. Act 17-502, in order to ensurecompliancewith the ruling in
Heller, the Council amendedthe District's safe storageprovision. Bill 17-843 adopts the
languageof D.C. Act 17-502. The languageis basedon the CAP law in Connecticut. The
provisionstatesthat a personmay not keepor storea firearm on anypremisesthey control if a
minor can gain accessto the firearm, unlessthe personkeepsthe firearm in a securelylocked
box, securedcontainer,or in a locationwhich a reasonablepersonwould believeto besecure,or
if thepersoncarriesthe firearm on his personor within suchcloseproximity thathe canreadily
retrieveanduseit as if he carriedit on his person. Thepersonfacescivil andcriminal penalties
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if they fail to take theseprecautionsand either a minor gains accessto the firearm or injures
themselvesor others.7

Bill 17-843makestwo changesfrom thesecondemergencyregardingthe CAP provision.
First, the provisionappliesto all firearms,not just loadedfirearms. Second,it increasesthe age
of the minor from under 16 to under 18 yearsof age. The Committeebelievesthat the child
accesspreventionprovision is necessaryanduseful becausethe researchshowsthat CAP laws
areeffectiveat reducingunintentionalfirearm deathsamongchildren. LCAV testifiedbeforethe
Committeethat the presenceof unlockedgunsin the homeincreasesthe risk of both accidental
gun injuries and intentionalshootings. They cited a study showingthat more than75% of the
gunsusedin youthsuicideattemptsandunintentionalinjurieswerestoredin the residenceof the
victim, a relative, or a friend.8 LCAV also found that in stateswhereCAP laws had beenin
effect for at least one year, unintentional firearm deathsfell by 23% from 1990-94among
childrenunder15 yearsof age.9 Theyalsocite a 2005studyfinding that thepracticeof keeping
firearms locked and unloadedservesas a protective measureto reduce youth suicide and
unintentionalinjury in homeswith childrenandteenagerswheregunsarestored.1O

While thereareno CAP laws at the federal level, therearemore than two dozenstates
thathaveenactedlaws to keepgunsout of thehandsof children. The CAP lawsthroughoutthe
country range from imposing criminal liability when a minor gains accessto an improperly
stored firearm, to merely prohibiting personsfrom directly providing a firearm to a minor.
Fourteenstates,including Maryland, California, Connecticut,and Texas,have CAP laws that
impose criminal liability when a minor gains access to an improperly stored firearm.
Additionally, fifteen statesdefine the term 'minor' as someoneunder the age of 18. The
Committeebelievesthat the CAP law in Bill 17-843is a sensiblealternativeto the problematic
1975safestorageprovision,andthat it is vital in orderto safeguardthe livesof children.

BallisticsandMicrostamping

All firearms leaveuniquemarkingson the bullets and shell casingsthey fire. Ballistic
identification laws enablelaw enforcementto link bullets and shell casingsrecoveredat crime
scenesto the firearm that fired themby test firing the firearm. During the October151 hearing,
JoshHorwitz, ExecutiveDirector of the EducationalFund to Stop Gun Violence ("Ed Fund"),
testified on ballistics identification - specifically on a technology called "microstamping."
Microstampingcan identify the serialnumberof a firearm directly from an expendedcartridge
casefound at a crimescene. It utilizes lasertechnologyto engravemicroscopicmarkings(in the
form ofalphaandgeometriccodes)on the internalpartsofa firearm, e.g.thebreechfaceandthe
tip of the firing pin. When the firearm is fired, the markingsare stampedonto the cartridge.

7 TheCommitteePrint retainslanguageoriginally from the 1975Act asa statementofpolicy - that it is thepolicy of
theDistrict thatall firearms,regardlessofchild access,shouldbe storedunloadedandeitherdisassembledor
secured- but no criminal penaltyattachesto this andit usestheword "should."
8 JulietLeftwich, Legal CommunityAgainstViolence,Testimonyon Bill 17-843,FirearmsControlAmendmentAct
of2008,October1,2008,at 6.
9 LCAV,(2d ed.2008),at 233.
10 [d.
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According to the Ed Fund, microstamping is superior to traditional methods of ballistic
identificationbecausethe markingsare intentionally stampedonto the cartridge,versusrelying
on unintentionalmarkings. The markingsidentifYing importantinformationaboutthe firearm,
such as make, model, and serial numberof the weaponY The goal of microstampingis to
identifY a firearm the first time it is usedto commita crime.12 On October13, 2007,California
becamethe first statemandatingthemicrostampingof all newmodelsof semiautomatichandgun.
modelssold in the statebeginningin 2010. The legislationwas supportedby 65 police chiefs
throughoutCalifornia.

Traditionalmethodsof ballistic identification involve focusingon the tool markson the
interior surfaceof a firearm that aretransferredfrom the firearm to an expendedcartridgewhen
the firearm is fired. Theseunintentionalmarksarea productof the manufacturingprocess. For
decades,ballistic identification has relied on highly trained firearm examinersto analyzethe
marksby handto makematchesbetweena cartridgeanda recoveredfirearm. Around 10 years
ago the federal governmentcreated the national Integrated Ballistic Information Network
(NIBIN) programto allow for computer-assistedsearchesof digital imagesofcartridgesfound at
crime scenes.Accordingto the Ed Fund,theproblemwith NIB IN is that it "relies on the same
unintentionalmarkingsusedby firearm examinersand cannot lead investigatorsdirectly to a
specific firearm and its serial number,unlessthat weaponis eventuallyrecovered.,,13Unlessa
weaponhasbeenusedbeforein a crime, andrecovered,andthereforeenteredinto NIBIN, law
enforcement will learn relatively little from a newly-recovered shell casing. With
microstamping,however,law enforcementwill almostimmediatelyknowtheprecisegunandits
purchaserfrom the newly recoveredshell casing,if from a semiautomaticpistol, evenif never
beforeusedin a crime,andevenif neverhavingbeenenteredinto NIBIN.

This problemis highlightedby whathasoccurredin the Stateof Marylandover thepast
eight years. Maryland createdthe Maryland IntegratedBallistics Identification System("MD­
IBIS") programin 2000,at a cumulativecostof $2.5 million. A September2004reportby the
Maryland StatePoliceForensicScienceDivision found that "[ c]ontinuingproblemsincludethe
failure of the MD-IBIS to provideanymeaningfulhits. Therehavebeenno crime investigations
that havebeenenhanced orexpeditedthroughtheuseof MD-IBIS...It is recommendedthat this
Programbesuspended...,,14

Despitethe resultsin Maryland, MPD insiststhat a DC-IBIS will work better. At the
October I sl hearing,Chief Lanier testified that she believesthat the District will have better
successthan Maryland becauseMPD would use trained firearms examiners(unlike what
occurredin Maryland)andsinceMPD is test-firingall weaponsto retrieveballistics,theDistrict
would not have the problem of dealersnot submitting authenticcasings(as was the casein
Maryland). In addition,ChiefLanier testifiedthat the District would havebetterrepresentation
of crime sceneevidencethaneitherMarylandor New York becauselocal jurisdictionsprocess

II TestimonyofJoshuaHorwitz, ExecutiveDirector,EducationalFundto StopGunViolence,Public Hearingon
Bill 17-843,FirearmsControlAmendmentAct0>/2008,OctoberI 2008 at 2.
12 ' ,

!d.
13 !d at I.

14 MarylandSlatePolice,ForensicScienceDivision, MD-IBIS ProgressReport,September2004.
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most crime scenes. Chief Lanier statedthat becauseMPD would be tracking both registered
guns and crime sceneevidence,there will be increasedprobability of a hit. Additionally,
microstampingis not asusefulfor revolvers(sincerarelyarerevolvershellcasingsleft at a crime
scene),and microstampingwill apply only to newly manufacturedpistols. For the reasons
articulated by Chief Lanier during the hearing, the Committee has decided to retain the
emergencyacts' requirementthat MPD conductballistic identificationaspartof the registration
processfor all handguns.

AssaultWeapons

The proliferation and use of assaultweaponsposesa threat to the health, safety, and
securityof all citizensof the District. Assaultweaponsaremilitary-styleweaponsof war, made
for offensivemilitary use. The Committeeconcurswith the federalBureauofAlcohol, Tobacco,
FirearmsandExplosives'(ATF) descriptionof assaultweaponsas"massproducedmayhem,,,15
and ATF's finding that assaultweaponsare disproportionatelylikely to be usedby criminals.
The Committeealso agreeswith ATF that assaultweapons"are not generally recognizedas
particularly suitableor readily adaptableto sportingpurposes"underthe testestablishedby the
federal Gun Control Act of 1968.16 Assault weaponshave no legitimate use as self-defense
weapons,and would in fact increasethe dangerto law-abidingusersand innocentbystandersif
kept in thehomeor usedin self-defensesituations.

As statedin the aboveparagraph,assaultweaponsare military-style weaponsmadefor
offensive military use. They are designedwith military featuresto allow rapid and accurate
sprayfiring. They arenot designedfor sport,but to kill peoplequickly andefficiently. Assault
weaponsalso havefeaturessuchaspistol grips andthe ability to accepta detachablemagazine.
Pistol grips help stabilize theweaponduring rapid fire andallow the shooterto spray-firefrom
the hip position. Assault weaponsare generally equippedwith large-capacityammunition
magazinesthat allow the shooterto fire many more rounds than conventionalfirearms. In
addition, featuressuchas barrel shroudson assaultpistolsprotectthe shooter'shandsfrom the
heatgeneratedby firing manyroundsin rapidsuccession.

During the Committee'sOctober1,2008hearing,Brian Siebel,SeniorAttorneywith the
Brady Centerto PreventGunViolencetestifiedon behalfof the BradyCenteron theneedfor an
assaultweaponsban. The Brady Centertestifiedthat law enforcementofficers areat particular
risk from assaultweaponsdue to their high firepower - which often times leaves officers
outgunnedby criminals. They cited severalhigh-profile shootingsinvolving law enforcement
againstcriminalswith assaultweapons- includinga 1994 incidentat MPD headquartersthat left
one MPD officer and two FBI agentsdeadand anotherFBI agentseriouslywounded.17 The
BradyCenterfurther testifiedthatassaultweaponsposea risk to civilians andhomelandsecurity
- the latter beinga problemthat is uniqueto the District, sinceit is the nation'scapital.Assault
weaponsare preferredby terrorists,and would poseextraordinaryrisks to citizens,government

IS ATF, AssaultWeaponsProfile 19 (1994).
16 1d. at 20.
17 TestimonyofBrian J. Siebel,SeniorAttorney,BradyCenterto PreventGunViolence,Bill 17-843,October1,
2008at3.
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officials, visiting dignitaries, and law enforcementif they were allowed in the District of
Columbia.

Further,the proliferation anduseof .50 BMG rifles, as definedin Bill 17-843,posesa
clearandpresentterroristthreatto the health,safety,andsecurityof all residentsof, andvisitors
to, the District, basedupon findings that those firearms have such a high capacity for long
distanceand highly destructivefirepower that they pose an unacceptablerisk of death and
serious injury of human beings, destructionor serious damageof vital public and private
buildings,civilian, police, governmentandmilitary vehicles,powergenerationandtransmission
facilities and transportationinfrastructure. The Committeealso finds that theseweaponsare
particularlydangerousandhaveno legitimateusefor self-defense.

Seven states currently ban assault weapons - California, New Jersey, Hawaii,
Connecticut,Maryland,Massachusetts,andNew York. Californiaexpandedits ban in 2000to
includeall semiautomaticrifles or pistols that havethe ability to accepta detachablemagazine
andcontainoneof a seriesof military-style features. The Committeehasadoptedthe California
languagein Bill 17-843.

In addingan assaultweaponsbanto Bill 17-843,the Committeebelievesthat it hasnot
impingedon the Constitutionalrights of law-abidingcitizensof the District of Columbiato own
and use legitimate self-defensefirearms within the home. The Committeefinds that assault
weaponsand.50 BMG rifles area minutefraction of the firearmsavailablein the United States,
theyhaveneverbeenin commonuse,theyaredangerousandunusual,andtheyposeanespecial
problemfor public safetyin thenation'scapital.

UnsafePistols

During the OctoberI, 2008 hearingon Bill 17-843,Daniel Webster,Co-Directorof the
JohnsHopkins Centerfor Gun Policy and Research,testified on numerousaspectsof firearms
laws. Mr. Webstersuggestedthe Committeeprohibit "unsafehandguns."Thesearea category
of handgunscharacterizedby their very small size, concealability,and poor construction,e.g.
"saturdaynight specials." Unsafe handgunsaremoreproneto accidentaldischarge,lack safety
devicesto preventunintendeddischarge,misfire, and are prone to firing when dropped. In
addition, these types of guns are disproportionatelyfavored by criminals (becauseof their
cheapnessand concealability),and are less accurateand less reliable for self defense. Mr.
Websteralso testifiedthat five states,including Maryland,havebannedtheseunsafeguns. He
statedthathis researchon Maryland'sbanon thesegunsshowsthatthe law wasassociatedwith
40 fewerhomicidesperyearduringthefirst 9 yearsthelaw wasin place.

California hasenacteda comprehensiveschemeto identify and testhandgunsto ensure
thattheymeetminimum standardsfor safety. Testingincludes:identificationof safetydevices,a
firing requirementto assessthe propensityfor misfiring, anda drop testto assessthepropensity
to fire when dropped. Pursuantto California Penal Code section 12131, the California
Departmentof Justicedevelopedandupdatesa rosterof approvedfirearmsthatmay lawfully be
sold in California becausethey havemet all standardsto determinethat they are not unsafe
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•
handguns.The Committeehasaddeda provisionin Bill 17-843that statesthatno handgunthat
is not on the California Roster of Approved Firearms as of January I, 2009, may be
manufactured,sold, given, loaned,exposedfor sale,transferred,or importedinto theDistrict of
Columbia. In addition to incorporating the current California roster, the CommitteePrint
authorizestheChiefofPoliceto continuallyupdatetherosterthroughrulemaking.

OtherProvisions

In addition to the above mentionedprovisions, Bill 17-843 also includes provisions
dealingwith a numberof otherpublic safetyissues. Someof the more significantof theseare
discussedbelow. Seethesection-by-sectionanalysisfor others.

Bill 17-843would makepermanentrevisionsmadein the SecondEmergency(D.C. Act
17-502)permitting the registrationof semiautomaticpistols. The 1975 law defined"machine
gun" by capacity (over 12 rounds) rather than action (automaticv. semiautomatic). Thus,
"machinegun" included almostall semiautomaticweaponsbecausethey are capableof taking
(although not originally sold with) extended magazines. To fix this problem, since
semiautomaticpistolsarea commonandpopularweapon,Bill 17-843redefines"machinegun."
To deal with the capacity issue,the bill prohibits large capacitymagazines("large capacity
ammunitionfeedingdevices"),borrowinglanguagefrom thenow-lapsedfederalassaultweapons
banandcurrentCalifornialaw. AlthoughtheCommitteeheardtestimonythatmagazinecapacity
of up to 20 roundsis not uncommonand"reasonable,"andthat anexpertcouldreload10 round
clips within "seconds,"the Committeeagreeswith the Chiefof Police that the 2 or 3 second
pauseto reloadcanbe of critical benefitto law enforcement,andthat magazinesholdingsover
10 rounds are more about firepower than self-defense. Limiting fire power and desiring to
advantagethe police, especiallygiven homelandsecurityissuesin the District, the Committee
recommendsthebanonextendedclips.

The committeeprint alsoupdatesthe law regardingdisqualificationsto registration. In
the 1975 act, the Council prohibitedfelons andmentally ill, for instance,from beingallowedto
registera firearm. Bill 17-843 addsto the disqualificationsbeing convictedof an intrafamily
offense. Researchshowsthereis a higherincidenceof gunviolenceby perpetratorsof domestic
violence. Similarly, being the respondentto a civil protectionorder correlatesto domestic
violence(andhigherrisk for gun violence). In this regardthe bill tracksfederal law with some
modifications. The bill also specifies that "mental disorder" (not just commitment) is a
disqualification. The Committeemakesthesechangesbecauseit believesa more effective
approachto controllinggunviolencein lieu of completeprohibition,post-Heller,is to disqualify
individualsathigherrisk ofmisusinga firearm (e.g. in suicide,or rage).

The committeeprint retainsauthorization,first enactedin D.C. Act 17-422,for the Chief
of Police to set a fee for conductingballistic identification procedures. The Committeeis
concernedthat the total costto registera firearm not be undulyburdensome,and it is expected
that the aggregatecostwill be closeto $100. But thereis a cost for fingerprinting, the ballistic
test, processing,and to maintain a database. The print usesthe phrase"reasonablefees" to
emphasizethatthegovernmentmusthold downthecostto theprivatecitizen.
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The committeeprint also retains, from the secondemergency,the one-gun-per-month
registrationprovision. Studiesshowthat laws restrictingmultiple purchasesor salesof firearms
are designedto reducethe numberof gunsenteringthe illegal marketand to stemthe flow of
firearmsbetweenstates. Jurisdictionswith weakerfirearmslawsmayattractgun traffickerswho
makemultiple purchasesandresellthe gunsin jurisdictionswith strongerfirearmslaws. Studies
also showthat handgunssold in multiple salesto the sameindividual purchaserare frequently
used in crime. Three states,California, Maryland, and Virginia, have laws limiting firearm
purchasesor salesto onepermonth.

Conclusion

The Committeebelievesthat the abovestatedprovisionsin Bill 17-843comply with the
United StatesSupremeCourt'sdecisionin District ofColumbiav. Heller, while at thesametime
allow the District to protectits citizensandmaximizepublic safetywith reasonableandsensible
gun policy. The Committee recommendsapproval of Bill 17-843, the "Firearms Control
AmendmentAct of 2008"asamended.

II. LEGISLATIVE CHRONOLOGY

June26, 2008

July 1, 2008

July 2, 2008

July 11, 2008

July 15, 2008

August1, 2008

August22,2008

United StatesSupremeCourtdecidesDistrict ofColumbiav. Heller.

Bill 17-843,the "FirearmsControl AmendmentAct of 2008 is introduced
by CouncilmemberMendelson,and is co-introducedby ChairmanGray
and CouncilmembersAlexander,Barry, Bowser, Brown, Catania,Cheh,
Evans,Graham,Schwartz,Thomas,andWells.

Committeeholdspublic oversighthearingon"The UnitedStatesSupreme
Court'sdecisionin District ofColumbiav. Heller."

Noticeoflntentto Act on Bill 17-843is publishedin theD.C. Register.

Council unanimouslyadopts D.C. Act 17-422, the "Firearms Control
EmergencyAmendmentAct of2008."

NoticeofPublicHearingis publishedin theD.C. Register.

Notice of aSecondPublicHearingis publishedin theD.C. Register.

September16,2008 Council unanimously adopts D.C. Act 17-502, the "Second Firearms
ControlEmergencyAmendmentAct of 2008."

September18,2008 The Committeeon Public Safetyandthe Judiciaryholdsa public hearing
on Bill 17-843.
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OctoberI, 2008

October7, 2008

The Committeeon Public Safetyandthe Judiciaryholdsa secondpublic
hearingon Bill 17-843.

Council unanimouslyadopts (on final reading) D.C. Act 17-536, the
"FirearmsControlTemporaryAmendmentAct of 2008."

November25,2008 TheCommitteeon Public SafetyandtheJudiciarymarks-upBill 17-843.

III. POSITIONOF THE EXECUTIVE

PeterNickles, Attorney Generalfor the District of Columbia,andCathyLanier, Chiefof
Police of the Metropolitan Police Department,testified on behalf of the Executive. The
ExecutivesupportsBill 17-843,asamended.

IV. SUMMARY OFTESTIMONY

The Committeeon Public Safetyandthe Judiciaryheld two public hearingson Bill 17­
843. The first hearingwas on Thursday,September18, 2008 and the secondhearingwas on
Wednesday,October I, 2008. The testimony summarizedbelow is from both hearings. In
addition, the Committeereceivedseveralwritten statementsfrom individualsand organizations
unableto testify duringthe September18th hearing. Thesestatementsaresummarizedbelowand
aswell.

September18, 2008

David White,Public Witness,testified thathesupportslessrestrictivegun lawsso thathe
can better protect himself and his family. He statedthat he was pleasedwith the stepsthe
Council hadtakenso far.

Dick AnthonyHeller, Public Witness,testifiedthat he supportslessrestrictivegun laws
becausecriminals don't follow laws, and since terroristshave weapons,citizens should have
themaswell in orderto defendthemselves.

Ron Moten, Co-Founder,Peaceoholics,testified in supportof stricter gun laws, Mr.
Motenstatedthathe is in favor of stricterpenaltiesfor personswho sell gunsto children.

Dane vonBreichenruchardt,President,U.S. Bill of Rights Foundation, testified in
supportof lessrestrictivegun laws. Mr. vonBreichenruchardtstatedthathis views aresimilar to
Mr, Heller andthathe wantstheCouncil to obeytheU.S. SupremeCourt'sdecisionin theHeller
case.

RobertMoore, Public Witness,testified that he wanted to seethe processto register
long-armsmademoreconvenientor abolished.
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Tim Little, Public Witness, testified as to the problems he encounteredwith the
registrationprocessand urgedMPD to considera streamlinedprocess. He also statedthat he
supportsthe actionsthe Council has taken to comply with Heller, especiallythe child access
preventionprovision.

DeborahJaneAnderson,Public Witness,testifiedthat shesupportslessrestrictivegun
laws. Ms. Andersonstatedthat shehasbeena crimevictim morethanonce,andfor that reason
wants the Council to passgun laws that would allow all personsthe right to carry their guns
outsideof thehome.

Mark Anderson,Public Witness,testifiedthathe supportslessrestrictivegun laws. Mr.
Anderson stated that the Council should not make gun ownership overly inconvenientand
expensive,andthatsafestorageprovisionscannot beadequatelyaddressedthroughlegislation.

Amy McVey, Co-Founderand President, CapitaIGunOwners.org,testified that gun
ownership does not make one a criminal, and that she supports less restrictive gun laws.
Specifically,Ms McVey statedthatshewantsthe law changedto allow opencarry, andthat she
would like the firearm registrationprocessstreamlined.

GeorgeLyon, Co-Founder,CapitaIGunOwners.org,testified that he had a numberof
suggestionsfor thepermanentlegislation,includingrepealingtheprohibitionon defensiveuseof
firearms by citizens, adopting gun safety programs for the public schools, adopting a
nondiscretionaryprovision for licensing persons to carry handguns,streamlining the gun
registrationprocess,andrepealingthe limitation on non-lethalweapons.

PaulaMiller, CapiJalGunOwners.org,testifiedin supportof lessrestrictivegunlaws.

Gillian St. Lawrence,CapitaIGunOwners.org,testified that shesupportsthe Council's
efforts to allow the registrationof semiautomatichandguns,but that shewould like to seeother
changesmadeto the law, namelystreamliningthegunregistrationprocess.

Ricardo Royal, National President,CommunityAssociationfor Firearms Education,
testifiedthe Committeeshouldamendthe law sothat the District's transportationlaws are in line
with federalstandards,andthatthe law shouldbe strengthenedregardingtrainingrequirements.

J. Bradley Jansen, Director, Center for Financial Privacy and Human Rights,
testified that the Council must approachthe gun control questionas it would the rest of the
enumeratedrights, suchas the right to freedomof speech,assembly,association,etc. He stated
that failure to actappropriatelymayjeopardizehomerule for the District.

RichardGardner,Attorneyfor Mr. Heller, testifiedthat he supportslessrestrictivegun
lawsandthat the Council shouldfully complywith theHeller decision.

Janae Grant, ANC Commissioner,5All, submitted a written statementin general
supportof Bill 17-843. Ms. Grantsuggestedlengthenthe numberofdaysbeforea registrantcan
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registeradditionalfirearms,from 30 daysto 90 days. Shealsosupportsballistic testing,the safe
storageprovision,andtrainingrequirements.

Alex Sutono, submitted a written statementIII support of allowing semiautomatic
handgunsto beregisteredin theDistrict.

LeeFoullon, submitteda written statementin supportof revisingBill 17-843to permit
thesaleor transferof Curio andRelic firearms.

Jake McGuigan, Director of GovernmentRelations, National Shooting Sports
Foundation,Inc., submittedseveralstatementsandinformationpapers. TheNational Shooting
SportsFoundationdoesnot supportballistic testing,microstarnping,or one-gun-per-monthlaws.

October1. 2008

JoshuaHorwitz, ExecutiveDirector, EducationalFundto StopGun Violence,testified
in supportof Bill 17-843,with amendments.Specifically,Mr. Horwitz testified to the benefits
of microstampingand why it augmentstraditional methodsof ballistic identification. Mr.
Horwitz stated that microstarnpingenhancestraditional methods of ballistic identification
becausethe intentionalmarkingsaredesignedto bestableandeasilyextractable.

JulietLeftwich,LegalDirector, LegalCommunityAgainstViolence,testifiedin support
of Bill 17-843, with amendments.Ms. Leftwich testifiedon the benefitsof registeringfirearms,
licensing of gun owners, firearms safety training, better regulation of firearms dealers,safe
storage- specificallychild accesspreventionlaws,andwaitingperiods. Ms. Leftwich suggested
that the CommitteeamendBill 17-843 so that the CAP provisionappliesto childrenunderthe
ageof 18,versusundertheageof 16, asis in theemergencyandtemporarylegislation.

Brian Siebel,SeniorAttorney,Brady Campaignto PreventGun Violence,testified in
supportof Bill 17-843,with amendments.Mr. Siebeltestifiedon the dangerousnessof assault
weapons,specifically how these weaponspose a threat to citizens, law enforcement,and
homelandsecurity. He alsotestifiedon theneedto banthe .50caliberBMO sniperrifle because
of thehugerisk this weaponposesto public safety.

Daniel Webster,Co-Director, JohnsHopkins Centerfor Gun Policy and Research,
testifiedin supportof Bill 17-843,with amendments.Mr. Webstertestifiedthat the Committee
shouldamendBill 17-843 to prohibit domesticviolence offendersfrom being able to possess
firearms, and that the bill should prohibit "junk guns" - such as Saturdaynight specials­
becauseoftheuniquedangersuchweaponsposeto thepublic.

PeterNickles,ActingAttorneyGeneral,District ofColumbia,testifiedin supportofBill
17-843,with amendments.Mr. Nickles testified that Bill 17-843be amendedto: (I) align the
District's transportationlaws with federal standards;(2) provide for the revocationof firearms
registrationsfor all personsubjectto a CPO; (3) clarify thatpublic andprivatepropertyowners
in the District havethe authority to prohibit the possessionof firearms on their property; (4)
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extendtheprovisionsof the CAP law to otherclassesof individuals;and(5) strengthenpenalties
for possessingunlawful ammunitionand illegally possessingfirearms outside of a person's
home.

CathyLanier, ChiefofPolice, Metropolitan Police Department,testified in supportof
Bill 17-843, with amendments. Chief Lanier testified that she believes that MPD should
continueto perform ballistic testingon registeredfirearms,and that the CAP laws shouldbe
reinforcedwith an educationalcomponent. Further,Chief Lanier testified that the registration
processfor firearmsis vital andenhancespublic safety,andthattherewould berealpublic safety
benefitsto requiringfirearmsto bere-registered.

V. IMP ACT ON EXISTING LAW

Bill 17-843 would amend the Firearms Control RegulationsAct of 1975 effective
September24, 1976(D.C. Law 1-85; D.C. Official Code§ 7-2501.01,et seq.)In understanding
legislative intent, it is important to read as well this Committee'sreport on Bill 17-593, the
"InoperablePistol AmendmentAct of 2008." Bill 17-593is beingrecommendedtogetherwith
Bill 17-843,bothdealingwith theregulationof firearmsin theDistrict.

VI. FISCAL IMPACT

The Committee has requesteda Fiscal Impact Statementfrom the Chief Financial
Officer. Attached, however, is the CFO's fiscal impact statementon the SecondFirearms
Control EmergencyAmendmentAct -- an emergencyversionof Bill 17-843. The Committee
believesthat funds aresufficient in the FY 2009budgetandthe proposedFY 2010throughFY
2013budgetandfinancial planto implementBill 17-843.

VII. SECTION-BY-SECTIONANALYSIS

SectionI

Section2

statestheshorttitle of Bill 17-843.

(a) amendsdefinitions.
(I) Revises"firearm"; seeBill 17-593.
(2) Adds"intrafamily offense."
(3) Revises"machinegun."
(4) Revises"pistol" consistentwith theCommittee'swork on Bill 17-593.
(5) Revises"shotgun" to allow the samebarrel length (18 inches)as permitted

underfederal law. By requiringa 20 inch barrel, the District hasbeenout of
stepwith commonpractice.

(6) Adds "assaultweapon,""magazine,""capacity," ".50 BMO rifle," and ".50
BMO Cartridge."
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(b)(I) Revisestransportrequirementsto be consistentwith the provisionsin D.C.
CodeTitle 22, Chapter45.
(2) Adds provision allowing temporarypossessionwithin a home by another
person,for immediateself-defense,if the other personwithin the home is not
otherwiseprohibitedfrom possessingfirearms. Thereasonfor this provisionis to
allow a personwithin thehome,who is not the registrantof the firearm, to usethe
firearm for self-defense.
(c) Revises7-2502.02to permit the registrationof handguns,pursuantto Heller,
andto prohibit the registrationof unsafefirearms,assaultweapons,and.50 BMO
rifles.
(d)(I) Changesfrom 5 yearsto 10 yearstheprohibitionon registrationof firearms
variousprohibitedclassesof persons,andaddspersonsconvictedof "intrafamily
offense"beingprohibitedfrom registeringfirearms. Addsmentaldisorderwithin
immediatelypreceding5 yearsas a disqualificationto registration. Revisestest
applicantsmust take to emphasizefamiliarity with use, handling, and storage.
Adds as a disqualifier to registration/possessionthe registranthaving beenthe
subjectof a CPO.
(2) RequiresChief of Police to conducta ballistics test for eachpistol being
registered,limits registrationto onepistol per registrantper 30 day period, and
authorizestheChieftoestablisha reasonablefee.
(e)(l) TheChiefmayrequireanypersonapplyingfor a registrationcertificateto
befingerprintedif, in hisjudgment,this is necessaryto conductanefficient and
adequateinvestigationinto themattersdescribedin § 7-2502.03.Any personwho
hasbeenfingerprintedby theChiefwithin 6 years(changingfrom 5 years)prior
to submittingtheapplicationneednot, in theChiefsdiscretion,be fmgerprinted
againif heoffersothersatisfactoryproofof identity.
(2) Revisestransportrequirementsto beconsistentwith theprovisionsin § 22­
4501 etseq.
(f) AuthorizestheChieftooffer adiscounton registrationfeesofup to 50%for
anyregistrantwho hascompleteda coursein firearmssafetyandproficiency.
TheCommitteewantsthepublic policy to encouragegunownersto be
knowledgeablein firearmssafetyandproficientin their use. Thus,anearlier
subsection«d)(I)) revisestheemphasisof theregistrationtest,andthis
subsectionallowsa small financial incentivefor greatertraining.
(g) Providesfor re-registration,by requiringthatregistrationcertificatesexpire
threeyearsfrom thedateof issuance.AlthoughMPD shallmail renewalnotices
to registrants,therequirementis analogousto motorvehicleregistration:theduty
to renewis solelyon the registrantregardlessofwhatMPD or the U.S.Mail does.
This subsectionalsorequiresthatall existingregistrations(pre-Heller) be re­
registeredwithin threeyears. In this way, theMPD shallhaveonup-to-date
registrationdatabase.
(h) This subsectionamendstheexistinglaw to establisha two-tier systemof
penaltiesfor failure to reportachangeofaddressor a lost, missing,or stolen
firearm. Thefirst offenseis a civil fine of$500. Thesecondoffenseshall result
in revocationof theregistration.
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Section3

Section4

Section5

(i) Requiresmicrostampingon all semiautomaticpistolssoldafterDecember31,
2010.
G) Prohibitsunsafefirearms(adefinedterm) from beingbroughtinto theDistrict
or registeredafterDecember31,2008. A felony penaltyattachesto this
provision.
(k) Prohibitspossessionoflargecapacityammunitionfeedingdevices.
(I) Revisesthesafestoragerequirementto bea child accesspreventionlaw,
consistentwith manyotherstates.A felony penaltyattachesis violation leadsto
injury or death.
(m) Codifiesright of theDistrict governmentandprivatepropertyownersto
prohibit or restrictthepossessionof firearmsontheirproperty. Althoughthere
arefew instanceswherethis issuecouldarise,giventhe restrictionson carrying
firearmsin Title 22 asamended,on situationcouldbea residentiallandlordwho
doesnot wanthis tenantscarryingfirearmswithin their apartments.
(n) AmendsD.C. Code§ 7-2551.01to conformthedefinition of "assaultweapon"
to thenewdefinition in § 7-2501.01.

Savingsclause.

Fiscalimpactstatement.

Effectivedate.

VIII. COMMITTEE ACTION

On November 25, 2008, the Committeeon Public Safety and the Judiciary met to
considerBill 17-843,the "FirearmsRegistrationAmendmentAct of 2008." The meetingwas
called to order at 10:50 a.m., and Bill 17-843 was number seven on the agenda. After
ascertaininga quorum(ChairmanMendelsonand CouncilmembersAlexander,Bowser,Cheh,
andEvanspresent),hemovedtheprint with leavefor technical changes.During theopportunity
for discussion,CouncilmemberChehraisedconcernswith provisionsdealing with public and
private property owners, training, reporting lost or stolen firearms, and personswith mental
illness being prohibited from registering. Chairman Mendelson agreedto work with
CouncilmemberChehon amendmentsto the print for first reading. After the opportunity for
discussion,the vote on the print was unanimous(ChairmanMendelsonand Councilmembers
Alexander,Bowser,Cheh,andEvansvoting aye). He thenmovedthe reportwith leavefor staff
to make technical and editorial changes. After opportunity for discussion, the vote was
unanimous(ChairmanMendelsonand CouncilmembersAlexander,Bowser, Cheh, and Evans
voting aye). Themeetingadjournedat 11 :53 a.m.

IX. ATTACHMENTS

1. Bill 17-843asintroduced.
2. Selectedtestimonyandcomments.
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COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
1350PennsylvaniaAvenue,N.W.

Washinjtton, D.C. 20004
Memorandum

To:

From:

Date:

Subject:

July 7, 2008

ReferralofProposedLegislation

Notice is giventhattheattachedproposedlegislationwasintroducedin the
LegislativeMeetingonTuesday,July 01,2008.Copiesareavailablein Room
10, theLegislativeServicesDivision.

TITLE: "FirearmsControlAmendmentAct of 2008",B17-0843

INTRODUCEDBY: CouncilmembersMendelson,Evans,Schwartz,
Catania,Brown, Graham,Cheh,Thomas,Wells,
Barry,Bowser,AlexanderandChairmanGray

TheChairmanis referringthis legislationto theCommitteeonPublicSafety
andtheJudiciary.

Attachment

cc: GeneralCounsel
BudgetDirector
LegislativeServices
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cilmemberDavidCatania 12

A BILL
15
16

17

IN THE COUNCIL OFTHE DISTRICT OFCOLUMBIA 18
19
20

ChairmanVincentGray,CouncilmembersPhil Mendelson,CarolSchwartz,Jim Graham 21
YvetteAlexanderMarionBarry,Muriel Bowser,JackEvans,Harry Thomas,Jr.,Mary Cheh,and 22
DavidCataniaintroducedthefollowing bill, whichwasreferredto theConnmtteeon 23

24

To amendtheFirearmsControlRegulationsAct of 1975to repealtheprohibitiononthe 25
registrationofpistols,to requireaballisticsrecordfor eachregisteredpistol, to requirea 26
waitingperiodwhenregisteringa firearm,and to establishaself-defenseexceptionto the 27
requirementfor safestorageof firearmsin thehome. 28

BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OFTHE DISTRICTOFCOLUMBIA, thatthis 29

Act maybecitedasthe"FirearmsControlAmendmentAct of2008". 30

1
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Section2. TheFirearmsControl RegulationsAct of 1975,effectiveSeptember24, 1976 1

(D.C. Law 1-85;D.C. Official Code §7-2501.01,etseq.)is amendedasfollows: 2

(a) Section202(D.C. Official Code §7-2502.02)is amendedasfollows: 3

(1) Subsection(a)(4) is repealed;and 4

(2) Subsection(b) is repealed. 5

(b) A newsection203ais addedto readasfollows: 6

"203a. BallisticsRecord. 7

"For eachpistol subjectto anapplicationfor aregistrationcertificatethe 8

Chiefshallobtainanaccurateballisticsprint.". 9

follows:

(c) Section206(a)(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.06(a»is amendedto readas

"(a) An applicationfor aregistrationcertificateshallbefiled, anda

10

11

12

registrationcertificateissued,prior to a personor organizationhavingpossessionofthefireann 13

in theDistrict. TheChiefmayauthorizepossessionofa fireannwithout aregistrationcertificate 14

havingbeenissuedonly if anapplicationfor aregistrationcertificatehasbeenfiled andsuch 15

otherrequirementshavebeenmetastheChiefprescribesbyregulation.". 16

(d) Section702 (D.C. Official Code§ 7-2507.02)is amendedto readasfollows: 17

"Sec.702. Exceptfor law enforcementpersonneldescribedin section 18

201(b)(1),eachregistrantshallkeepanyfireannin his orherpossessionunloadedandeither 19

disassembledor boundby atriggerlock or similardeviceunlesssuchfireannis keptathis or her 20

placeofbusiness,or while beingusedfor lawful recreationalpurposeswithin theDistrict of 21

Columbia,or for thepurposeof innnediateself-defensein his or herhome.". 22

2
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Sec.3. FiscalImpactStatement. 1

TheCounciladoptsthefiscal impactstatementin thecommitteereportasthefiscal 2

impactstatementrequiredby section602(c)(3)of theDistrict ofColumbiaHomeRuleAct, 3

approvedDecember24,1974(87 Stat.813,D.C. Official Code§ 1-206(02(c)(3». 4

Section4. EffectiveDate. 5

This Act shalltakeeffectfollowing approvalby theMayor (or in theeventofvetoby the 6

Mayor, actionby theCouncil to overridetheveto),a30-dayperiodofCongressionalreviewas 7

providedin section602(c)(2)of theDistrict ofColumbiaHomeRille Act, approvedDecember 8

24, 1973(87 Stat.813;D.C. Official Code§ 1-206.02(c)(2»,andpublicationin theDistrict of 9

ColumbiaRegister. 10

3
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Good morning, Chairman Mendelson and members of the Committee on Public Safety

and the Judiciary. I appreciate this opportunity to speak to you today on the critical issue of

firearm laws in the District of Columbia.

My name is Joshua Horwitz and I am the Executive Director of the Educational Fund to

Stop Gun Violence (Ed Fund). The Ed Fund is a national non-profit organization in

Washington, D.C., that seeks to secure freedom from gun violence through research, strategic

engagement and effective policy advocacy.

I would like to focus my remarks today on the topic of comprehensive ballistics

identification-specifically on a technology called "microstamping." We recommend that the

District of Columbia require all new semiautomatic pistols sold in the city to be microstamped

starting in 2011. This would assist law enforcement in identifying gun traffickers, discourage

straw purchasers, and help solve gun crimes. Equally important, microstamping is an

inexpensive technology that requires no new databases and produces no burden for law­

abiding gun owners. The technology is utilized only when a gun is used in a crime.

Currently deployed ballistics technology focuses on the tool marks on the interior

surface of a firearm that are transferred from the firearm to an expended cartridge during the

firing process. These unintentional tool marks are a by-product of the manufacturing process.

For over 100 years, highly trained firearm examiners examined these marks by hand to make

matches between a cartridge(s) found at a crime scene and a recovered firearm. Starting

about ten years ago, the federal government created the National Integrated Ballistic

Information Network (NIBIN) program to allow for computer-assisted searches of digital images

of cartridges found at crime scenes.

NIBIN, however, relies on the same unintentional markings used by firearm examiners

and cannot lead investigators directly to a specific firearm and its serial number, unless that

weapon is eventually recovered. A firearm serial number is a key investigative tool because

law enforcement uses it to trace a weapon back to its original seller and purchaser.

1
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Microstamping represents an evolution in ballistic identification because it can identify

the serial number of a firearm directly from an expended cartridge case found at a crime

scene. Originally created in the 1990s by Todd Lizotte and Orest Ohar, microstamping uses

precise laser teshnology to engrave intentional microscopic markings on the internal

mechanisms of a semiautomatic pistol (e.g., the breech face and the tip of the firing pin).

When the handgun is fired, these engravings are stamped onto the cartridge-identifying

essential information including the make, model and serial number of the weapon in the form

of alphanumeric and geometric codes. Information extracted from these codes can be used to

trace a firearm used in a violent crime, even if the crime gun itself is never recovered.

The elegance of the technology is that it uses the same natural forces that create the

unintentional markings traditionally analyzed by firearm examiners. By intentionally stamping a

code on cartridges, however, microstamp-equipped firearms provide investigators with more

deliberate information than unintentional marks ever could. The goal of microstamping is to

identify a firearm the first time it is used to commit a crime.

That's an important goal in a country where approximately 40% of homicide cases go

unsolved.1 At many shooting scenes, a crime gun is never recovered, and far too often NIBIN

fails to exploit ballistic evidence that is recovered (i.e., expended cartridge casings). For

example, the city of Boston reported a total of 1,301 crimes involving shootings in 2006.

Investigators at 636 of these crime scenes recovered only shell casings, and not the crime gun

itself.2 In cases such as these, microstamping can provide essential leads to investigators.

With any new, innovative technology, there are going to be questions concerning the

effectiveness and durability of the process and microstamping has not been immune to

naysayers. One line of criticism has focused on whether the technology can withstand wear

and tear under the violent conditions that exist within the chamber of a firearm. In order to

1 New York Times Editorial,"A Crime-Fighting Opportunity:' February 15, 2008,
http://www.nvtimes.com/2008/02/15/opinion/15fri3.html
2 Boston Police Department

2
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answer such claims, the technology has undergone numerous, rigorous tests with firearms

including the Colt.45 (1911), S&W 4006, Ruger Mark III, SIG P229, AR-15, and AK-47.
3

A series of studies conducted by microstamping's inventors have shown that firearms

utilizing the latest generation of the technology consistently produce identifiable codes even

after thousands of rounds of firing. For example, in 2007 Lizotte and Ohar fired over 2,500

rounds from a microstamped Smith and Wesson .40 caliber semiautomatic handgun using five

different brands of ammunition. The results were impressive, with all eight digits of the

alphanumeric code legible 97% of the time using both optical microscopy and scanning

electron microscopy and with breech face markings successfully transferred to cartridge

casings 96% of the time.4 Taking firing pin and breech face markings together, all eight digits

were identifiable in every single case.

Lizotte and Ohar were sUbsequently able to fire the same Smith & Wesson handgun in

excess of 5,000 rounds and still produce identifiable marks. They also recently tested a used

.45 Colt semi-automatic pistol with over 1,500 rounds and achieved identifiable marks over

95% of the time using optical microscopy.5

Independent forensic scientist Lucien Haag has also tested the durability of

microstamping and found that even with the firearms involved operating under extremely high

pressure, the microstamped impressions made on cartridges were still visible even after

thousands of rounds were fired.6

3 Todd E. Lizotte and Orest Ohar. "Forensic Firearm Identification of Semiautomatic Handguns Using Laser
Formed Microstamping Elements: Peer-reviewed paper presented at the 2008 SPIE (The International Society
for Optical Engineering) Annual Optics and Technology Conference. San Diego, California, September 3. 2008,
http://www.csgv.org/atf/cf/%7B79FD0842-518D-42AC-8228-
AE59B7990689%7D/Forensic%20Firearm%20Identification%200f%20Semiautomatic%20Handguns%20­
%20Lizotte.pdf
4 Press Release from NanoMark Technologies, "New Test Affirms Validity of Microstamping Technology: May 24,
2007. http://www.csgv.org/atf/cf/%7B79FD0842-518D-42AC-8228-
AE59B7990689%7D/L1Z0TTE%20TEST%20RELEASE%205-25-07.PDF
5 Lizotte and Ohar, "Forensic Firearm Identification of Semiautomatic Handguns Using Laser Formed
Microstamping Elements"
8 Lucien Haag. "Ballistic ID Tagging and Microstamping-Performance in Practice." Presentation before Third
Meeting of the Committee on Assessing the Feasibility, Accuracy, and Technical Capability of a National Ballistics
Database: December 9. 2004

3
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These endurance challenges achieved impressive results even though they test-fired far

more rounds than would be expended by the typical crime gun. In reality, semiautomatic

handguns have the shortest median "time-to-crime" of any firearm type? and crime guns are

frequently recovered with fewer than 20 total rounds fired.s

Additionally, microstamped engravings on the firing pin and breech face of a handgun

contain several "counter-measures" in order to prevent against tampering. These include

redundant gear and/or radial marks on the firing pin, as well as marks on the breech face.

Simply eradicating anyone set of these marks (which is no easy feat for the common criminal)

is insufficient to defeat the technology.

Microstamped semiautomatic pistols would also serve as a deterrent to illegal gun

trafficking. First, the technology would help to curb "straw purchases." In a straw purchase, a

prohibited purchaser recruits an individual(s) with a clean criminal record to pass a background

check and purchase firearms for him/her. Microstamping would allow police to automatically

link a shell casing found at a crime scene to this original purchaser. Straw purchasers would

be far less likely to purchase firearms for convicted felons and other prohibited buyers if they

believed those guns could be easily traced back to them after being used in crimes. Second,

microstamping would help identify traffickers by providing more crime gun trace data for law

enforcement to analyze.

I would also stress the ease with which microstamping technology can be integrated

into the District's current ballistics systems. Microstamping does not require the creation of

any new database of gun owners or ballistics information. It simply improves the usefulness of

an existing tracing system by adding more information to that system. Microstampingdoes not

collect any new personal information from gun owners or limit gun ownership in any way, and

therefore has no Second Amendment implications whatsoever.

7 Department of Justice, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, "Crime Gun Trace Reports (2000): National
Report," JUly 2002, p. 32, http://www.atf.govlfirearms/ycgii/20001
, Fox Butterfield, "Sniper Case Fuels a Debate Over Firearm Fingerprinting," New York Times, October 18, 2002,
hltp:lIguery.nytimes.com/gstlfuJlpage.html?res=9C02EODE133DF93BA25753C1A9649C8B63&n=Top/Referencel
Times%20Topics/Subjects/Jlldentification%20Devices .

4

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 59 of 294



The cost of implementing the technology is minimal as well. Laser Light Technologies,

Inc., a laser micromachining and engraving company based in Missouri, has priced the

microstamp engraving process at a maximum of $6.00 per handgun. As an additional benefit

to manufacturers, the patent holders of the technology have announced they will provide a

royalty-free license for the microstamping of semiautomatic handguns sold for civilian use in

the United States and its territories.

Enthusiasm for the technology is spreading rapidly across the country. On October 13,

2007, California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed first-of-its-kind microstamping

legislation into law, mandating the microstamping of all new models of semiautomatic handgun

models sold in the state beginning in 2010. The legislation was publicly supported by 65 police

chiefs and sheriffs across California, including L.A. County Sheriff Lee Baca who stated, "The

Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department Homicide Bureau has hundreds of unsolved cases

where the only evidence left at the scene of the crime were expended bullet casings. If these

casings had imprinted information on them from the firearm, our investigators would have an

exceptional chance of solving these heinous crimes."g The California Police Chiefs Association

(CPCA) and the Peace Officers Research Association of California (PORAC) also supported

the bill.

Following the example set by California, several other states are now considering

microstamping legislation, including Wisconsin, New Jersey, Illinois, and Connecticut and New

York (where a bill passed the state assembly earlier this year). Microstamping bills have also

been introduced in the U.S. Senate and House of Representatives by Senator Edward M.

Kennedy and Respective Xavier Becerra, respectively.

As this committee works to change the District's firearms laws in the wake of the

Supreme Court's decision in District of Columbia v. Heller, I would strongly advise you to

consider the multiple benefits of microstamping. It is a forward-thinking technology that holds

9 Press Release from Assemblyman Mike Feuer, "Gun Microstamping Demonstration Conducted Today," August
14, 2007, htlp:l/democrats.assembly.ca. gov/m embers/a42/newsroom/20070814AD42PR01. htm
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tremendous promise to augment the city's crime-solving capabilities and bring peace and

justice to victims and survivors of gun violence.

I thank you for conducting this hearing for the benefit of your constituents and look

forward to you questions.
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Goodmorning. My nameis JulietLeftwich andI amtheLegalDirectorofLegal
CommunityAgainstViolence(LCAV), anationallaw centerformedin thewakeof an
assaultweaponmassacreat a SanFranciscolaw firm in 1993. We providefree legal
assistanceto stateandlocal governmentsseekingto adoptor defendlawsto reducegun
violence. We alsotrackall federal,all stateandmanylocal gunlaws. In addition,we
engagein educationaloutreachandadvocacy,producingreports,analysesandmodel
laws.l LCAV's website,www.Icav.org,isthemostcomprehensiveresourceonU.S.
firearmslaws in eitherprint or electronicform.

LCAV hashelpedmanystateandlocal policymakersdevelopanddraft strong,legally
defensiblelawsto reducefirearm-relateddeathsandinjuries. I'm pleasedto behere
todayto provideour recommendationsregardingthewaysWashington,D.C. can
strengthenits gunlaws in the aftermathof the U.S. SupremeCourt'sdecisionin District
a/Columbiav. Heller.

AlthoughI supporteachof theideasdiscussedby theotherexpertwitnesseson this panel
today,my testimonywill focuson laws relatingto registrationof firearms,licensingof
gunowners/firearmssafetytraining,firearmsdealers,safestorageandwaiting periods.

Registrationof Firearms

Strongregistrationlawsarethe cornerstoneof responsiblegunpolicy. Theselawsare
critical becausethey

• Furnishlaw enforcementwith essentialinformationaboutfirearm ownership,
facilitating fastandreliabletracingofcrimeguns;

• Protectlaw enforcementofficers respondingto calls for assistance(e.g.,in
domesticviolenceincidents)by allowing theofficersto determine,in advance,
whetherthe individualsinvolvedpossessfirearms;

• Facilitatethe returnoflostor stolenfirearmsto their lawful owners;
• Reduceillegal gunssalesandpossessionby ensuring,throughperiodic

backgroundchecks,thatall registered ownersareeligible to possessfirearms
underapplicablefederal,stateandlocal law; and

• Permitlaw enforcementto chargeanindividual with a crimeif heor sheis in
possessionof anunregisteredgun,andto seizetheunregisteredweapon.

Opinionpolls showoverwhelmingpublic supportfor registrationlaws. A 200I national
poll showed83%of respondents,including72%ofgunowners,favor registrationfor
newly-purchasedhandguns.2

Although theDistrict of Columbiacurrentlyhasa firearm registrationsystemin place,
registrationis only requiredon a one-timebasis. As a result,personswho initially passa

I See,e.g.,LegalCommunityAgainstViolence,RegutatingGunsin America:An Evaluationand
ComparativeAnalysisofFederat,StateandSelectedLocalGunLaws(2d cd. 2008).
2 Lake,Snell,Perry& Associates,Inc. Poll, EducationalFundto StopGun Violence(May 15-21,
2001).
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backgroundcheckmaysubsequentlybecomeineligible to possessfireanns(e.g.,because
ofa criminal conviction),yet remainin possessionof thosefireanns.

Themostimportantway to strengthentheDistrict'sregistrationlawswould beto require
that registrationberenewedannuallyaftertheownerundergoesa backgroundcheck.
This would helpensurethatpersonswho havefallen into a prohibitedclassdo not
continueto possessfireanns. It would alsoincreasegunowneraccountabilityand
responsibilityby requiringgunownersto accountfor their firearmson a yearlybasis.
Annual renewalof registrationwould not imposeanundueburdenon gunowners- it
couldbecompletedthroughthemail at a reasonablecost.

This recommendationis consistentwith the SupremeCourt'sruling in theHeller
decision. In thatdecision,theCourtnarrowly heldthatthe SecondAmendment
guaranteestheright of individualsto possesshandgunsin thehomefor self-defense.
Registrationlawsdo not interferewith that right.

A varietyof registrationlawshavebeenadoptedby stateandlocal governments
throughoutthenation,includingHawaii, California,Michigan,3Chicago,Cleveland,
New York City andOmaha.4

LicensingGunOwners/FireannsOwnerSafetyTraining

Lawsrequiringgunownersto obtaina license(or pennit)andto undergosafetytraining
havetwo primarygoals: 1) to reducethenumberofunintentionalshootingsby ensuring
thatgunownersknow howto safelyuseandstorefireanns;and2) to increase
compliancewith existingfireannslawsby requiringgunownersto demonstrate
knowledgeof thoselaws.

Americansstronglysupportlicensinglaws. A nationwidepoll conductedin 200I found
that85%of respondents- including73%of gunowners- favoredlawsrequiring
purchasersto obtaina pennitbeforebuyinga handgun.s

AlthoughtheDistrict doesnot currentlyrequiregunownersto obtaina separatelicense,
the District's registrationlawscontainsomelicense-likeprovisions. Specifically,those
lawsrequireanapplicantfor a registrationcertificateto "demonstratesatisfactorilya
knowledgeof thelawsof theDistrict ofColumbiapertainingto fireannsandthesafeand

3 Mich. CompoLaws§ 28.429. While Michigandoesnot requireregistrationperse,it doesreqnire
personsacquiringhandguusto presentthehandgunto local law enforcementfor a safetyinspection.
If thepersonpresentingthehandgunis eligible to possessit, a certificateof inspectionwill beissued
reflectinghis or hername,age,address,descriptionandsignature,aswell asa full descriptionof the
handgun.Copiesof thecertificatearekept by stateandlocal law enforcement,therebycreatinga
recordof all legally acquiredhandgunspossessedin thestateandtheirowners.
4 SeeLegalCommunityAgainstViolence,supranoteI, at 190-195.
5 Lake,Snell,Perry& Associates,Inc., supranote2.
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responsibleuseof the samein accordancewith testsandstandardsprescribedby the
Chief.,,6

TheDistrict'slawscouldbestrengthenedthroughtheenactmentof eithera separate
licensinglaw or anamendmentto theexistingregistrationprovisionsrequiringapplicants
to successfullycompletea firearmssafetytrainingcourse. We recommendthatthe
courseincludeclassroominstructionon thesafehandling,useandstorageof firearms,
andon federalandDistrict lawspertainingto gunsales,possession,transportationand
self-defenseuse. Thecourseshouldalsoincludelive firing instructionto ensurethatthe
applicantknowshowto safelyfire theweapon. Applicantsshouldberequiredto pass
written andhands-ontestsprior to completingthecourse.

Reasonablelicensing/firearmssafetytraininglawshavebeenadoptedwidely by stateand
local governmentsthroughouttheUnitedStates/anddo not violatetheHeller decision.

Licensinglawsaremosteffectivewhencombinedwith registrationlaws (discussed
above). A 200I studyanalyzingthe firearmtracingdataofcrimegunsrecoveredin 25
U.S. cities revealedthatstateswith someform ofbothregistrationandlicensingsystems
havegreatersuccesskeepingfirearmsinitially soldby dealersin thestatefrom being
recoveredin crimesthanstateswithout suchsystemsin place.8 This suggeststhat
licensingandregistrationlawsmaymakeit moredifficult for criminals,juvenilesand
otherprohibitedpurchasersto obtainguns.

An OpinionResearchCorporationInternationalpoll in 200I, found that82%of the
respondentssupportedlaws requiringthe licensingandregistrationofhandguns.9 A
nationwidepoll conductedin May of2001 foundthat70%of therespondentsmistakenly
believedthata systemof licensingandregistrationalreadyexists.1O

FirearmsDealers

BureauofAlcohol, Tobacco,FirearmsandExplosives(ATF) recordsfrom November
2007indicatethat5 firearmsdealersoperatedin theDistrict at thattime.I I We would
anticipatethat thatnumberwould grow in responseto theHeller decision.

6 D.C. CodeAnn. § 7-2502.03(a)(10).
7 SeeLegalCommnnityAgainstViolence,supranoteI, at178-186.
8 DanielW. Websteret aI., RelationshipBetweenLkensing,Registration,andOtherGunSalesLaws
andtheSourceStatea/CrimeGuns,7 Inj. Prevention184,188-89(2001).Thestudyincluded
jurisdictionswith concealedcarrypermitsanddealersalesreporting,which haveelementsof
licensingor registrationbutarenotcomprehensivelicensingor registrationsystems.
9 Lois Hess,Editorial, BushUnderminingGunControlLaws,BaIt. Sun,July 31,2001,at IIA,
availableat htlp:l!www.commondreams.org!viewsOII0731-Q3.htm.
10 Lake,Snell,Perry& Associates,Inc.,supranote2.
11 Bureauof Alcohol, Tobacco,Firearms& Explosives,U.S. Departmentof Justice,FederalFirearms
LicenseeList (Class01 Dealers)(reportissuedNov. 16,2007).
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It is very importantthattheDistrict regulatedealersbecausesolittle regulationexistsat
the federallevel, andbecausedealersarea significantsourceofcrimegunsnationwide.
Currentfederaldealerregulations- andtheenforcementof thoseregulations- are
insufficientto ensurethat thepublic is safefrom unscrupulousdealers. In Juneof2000,
ATF issueda comprehensivereportof firearmstrafficking in this country. Thatreport
analyzed1,530trafficking investigationsduringthe�~�e�r�i�o�d July 1996throughDecember
1998,involving morethan84,000divertedfirearms. 2 ATF found thatfirearmsdealers
wereassociatedwith the largestnumberof traffickedguns- over40,000- andconcluded
that the fact thatdealershave"accessto largenumbersof firearmsmakesthema
particularthreatto public safetywhentheyfail to complywith thelaw.,,13

Moreover,a2004reportof the U.S. DepartmentofJusticeOffice of the Inspector
GeneralfoundthatATF's complianceinspectionsof firearmsdealersare"infrequentand
of inconsistentquality, andfollow-up inspectionsandadverseactionshavebeen
sporadic,"evenwherenumerousor seriousviolationswerefound.14 Anotherstudyfound
that in 2000-2002,ATF prosecutedonly 88 corruptgundealersnationwide.ls

TheDistrict alreadyregulatesfirearmsdealersto someextent. ExistingDistrict laws
couldbesignificantlystrengthened,however,by requiringdealersto:

• Conductemployeebackgroundchecks(currently,thereis no way for adealerto
know whetherhis/heremployeesareprohibitedfrom possessingfirearms);

• Immediatelyreportthe loss/theftofall firearmsor ammunition;
• Conductanannualinventoryof all firearmsandammunitionandprovidea sworn

affidavit with the inventorylist to thePoliceDepartment;
• Videotapeall firearm salestransactions;
• Install burglaralarmson theirpremises;
• Posta conspicuousnoticeadvisingcustomersof theDistrict's safestoragelaws,

andthatbackgroundchecksarerequiredfor all guntransfers;and
• Sell a trigger lock or otherlocking devicewith eachfirearm (ideally thelaw

would requirethat the locking devicebeon therosterof devicesapprovedby
California,Marylandor Massachusetts,sincethequality of locking devicesvaries
greatly).

Lawsregulatingfirearmsdealersareconsistentwith theSecondAmendment. In fact, the
Heller decisionexplicitly sanctionedlaws imposingconditionson thecommercialsaleof
firearms.16

12 Bureauof Alcohol, TobaccoandFirearms,u.s.Departmentof theTreasury,Following theGun:
EnforcingFederalLawsAgainstFirearmsTraffickersix (June2000).
13 Id. at x.
14 Office of theInspectorGeneral,EvaluationandInspectionsDivision, U.S. Departmentof Justice,
InspectionofFirearmsDealersby theBureauofAlcohol, Tobacco,FirearmsandExplosivesi (July
2004).
15 Americans forGunSafetyFoundation,TheEnforcementGap: FederalGunLawsIgnored4 (May
2003).

16 District o/Columbiav. Heller, 128S. Ct. 2783,2817(2008).
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Many stateandlocal lawsthroughouttheUnitedStatesregulatefireannsdealers.17

SafeStorageLaws

Researchershavefoundthatmillions ofchildrenlive in homeswith easilyaccessible
guns. A 2000studyoffireannstoragepatternsin U.S. homesfoundthat "[o]fthe homes
with childrenandfireanns,55%werereportedto haveI or morefirearmsin anunlocked
place,"and43%reportedkeepinggunswithout a trigger lock in anunlockedplace.IS A
2005studyon adult firearm storagepracticesin U.S. homes foundthatover 1.69million
childrenandyouthunderage18 areliving in homeswith loadedandunlockedfirearms.19

Thepresenceofunlockedgunsin thehomeincreasestherisk ofbothaccidentalgun
injuriesandintentionalshootings.Onestudyfoundthatmorethan75%of thegunsused
in youthsuicideattemptsandunintentionalinjurieswerestoredin the residenceof the
victim, a relative,or a friend.2o At leasttwo studieshavefoundthatthe risk of suicide
increasesin homeswheregunsarekept loadedand/orunlocked?l

In Octoberof2000,the U.S. SecretServicepublisheda studyof 37 schoolshootingsin
26 states.Thatstudyfoundthat in morethan65%ofthecases,theattackergot thegun
from his or herown homeor thatofa relative.22

Daniel Webster,anotherexperton this panel,hasalsoprovidedtheCommitteewith
citationsto severalstudiesdemonstratingthatsafestoragelaws,alsoknownasChild
AccessPrevention(CAP) laws,helppreventunintentionalinjuriesto children.23

The SecondEmergencyLegislationenactedby theDistrict requiresindividualsto store
loadedgunssafelyif theyknow or shouldknowthata child 15 yearsofageor younger
might gainaccessto thoseweapons.

J7 SeeLegalCommunityAgainstViolence,supranote1, at 149-159.
18 Mark A. Schusteret al., Firearm StoragePatternsin U.S. Homeswith Children,90 Am. J. Pub.
Health588,590(Apr. 2000).
19 CatberineA. Okoroet al., PrevalenceofHouseholdFirearmsandFirearm-StoragePracticesIn the
50StatesandtheDistrict ofColumbia: Findingsfrom theBehavioralRiskFactorSurveillanceSystem,
2002,116Pediatricse370,e371-o372(Sept.2005),at
bttp://pediatrics.aappublications.org/cgi/content/fuIVI16/3/o370.
20David C. Grossman,DonaldT. Reay& StepbanieA. Baker,Self-InflictedandUnintentional
FirearmInjuriesAmongChildrenandAdolescents:TheSourceoftheFirearm, 153Arch. Pediatr.
Adolesc.Med. 875,875(Aug. 1999).
21 MatthewMiller & David Hemenway,TheRelationshipBetweenFirearmsandSuicide: A Reviewof
theLiterature,4 Aggression& Violent Behavior59,62-65(1999)(summarizingthefindings of

.multiple studies).
22 UnitedStatesSecretService,U.S.Departmentof theTreasury,An InterimReporton thePrevention
ofTargetedViolencein Schools6 (Oct. 2000).
23 See,e.g.,PeterCummingset al.,StateGunSafeStorageLawsandChildMortality Dueto Firearms,
278JAMA 1084,1084(Oct. 1997)(finding tbat in twelvestateswhereCAP lawshadbeenin effect
for at leastoneyear,unintentionalfirearm deathsfell by 23% from 1990-94amongchildrennnder
15yearsof age).
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TheDistrict couldsignificantlystrengthenits CAP law by makingtwo changes.First, we
recommendthatthe law applyto all firearms-loadedor unloaded- becauseevenan
unloadedgunin thehandsof achild is extremelydangerous.Second,the law should
applyto childrenwho areundertheageof 18 (ratherthanthoseIS yearsof ageand
under),becauseolderteenagersarein aparticularlyhigh risk agegroupfor gun
violence.24

Lawsrequiringthat firearmsbestoredsafelydo notviolatethe SecondAmendment. In
fact, in Heller, the SupremeCourtstatedthat its decisionshouldnotbereadto suggest
"the invalidity oflawsregulatingthestorageof firearmsto preventaccidents.',25The
District'ssafestoragelaw is consistentwith Heller becauseit allowsgunowners,asone
of thestorageoptions,to carrytheir gunson theirpersonor within suchcloseproximity
thattheycanreadilyretrieveandusethemasif thegunswerecarriedon theirperson.
Thus,the law allows for gunsto beusedin self-defense.

More thantwo dozenstateshaveenactedlawsto helpkeepgunsout of the handsof
children.26

Waiting Periods

Laws imposingwaitingperiodsrequirethata certainnumberofdayselapsebetweenthe
time a firearm is purchasedandis physicallytransferredto thepurchaser.Thepurposeof
a waiting periodis to: I) give law enforcementofficials sufficienttime to performa
backgroundcheck;and2) providea "coolingoff" periodto helpguardagainstimpulsive
actsof violence.

Washington,D.C. currentlyhasa48-hourwaitingperiod.27 We recommendthatthis
waitingperiodbeextended(e.g.,for aperiodofat least5 days). Reasonablewaiting
periodsdo not violatethe SecondAmendment.

Twelvestateshaveenactedwaitingperiodsthatapplyto thepurchaseof someor all
firearms. Thosewaiting periodsrangein lengthfrom 24 hours(for thesaleof long guns
in Illinois) to 14 days(for thesaleof all firearmsin Hawaii).28

24 In 2005, 2,623teensages15 through19werekilled with firearms. U.S. Departmentof Realthand
RumanServices,Ceutersfor DiseaseControlandPrevention,NationalCenterfor Injury Prevention
andControl,Web-BasedInjury StatisticsQuery& ReportingSystem(WISQARS),WISQARSInjury
Mortality Reports,1999-2005(2008),at http://webappa.cdc.gov/sasweb/ncipc/mortratel0sy.html.
25 District o/Columbiav. Heller, supranote16,at2820. -
26 SeeLegalCommunityAgainstVioleuce,supranote1, at234-240.
27 D.C. CodeAnn. § 22-4508.
28 SeeLegalCommunityAgainstViolence,supranote1, at 134-138.
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Conclusion

LCAV applaudsWashington,D.C. for its long historyof leadershipin the importantand
challengingareaof gunviolenceprevention.We believetheDistrict hasa great
opportunityhere- to look at its lawswith a fresheye,andto enactstrong,legally
defensiblelawsto protectthosewho live andwork in andvisit our nation'sCapitol.

LCAV knowsthatpolicymakersacrossthecountrywill be looking to the lawsthe
District enactsasmodelsfor their own legislation. We pledgeto assistthe District in any
way we canasit movesforward duringthis process.

Thankyou very muchfor allowing meto addressyou today.
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Thank you, ChainnanMendelsonand other membersof the Council, for inviting the
BradyCenterto PreventGunViolenceto speakat this importantcommitteehearing.

The Brady Centerto PreventGun Violence and the Brady Campaignto PreventGun
Violence are the nation'slargestorganizationsworking for sensiblegun policies. The Legal
Action Projectof theBradyCenterrepresentsvictims of gun violenceanddefendsgun laws in
thecourts.

In addition to the other measuresbeing suggestedhere today, which we support, the
BradyCenterandBradyCampaign stronglyurgethe Council to passan assaultweaponsban,a
ban on .50 calibersniperrifles, andretainits recently-passedbanon high-capacityammunition
magazines,aspart of its processof strengtheningthe District's gun laws in light of theHeller'
decision.

TheNeedfor An AssaultWeaponsBan

Assaultweaponshadbeenbannedfor morethan30 yearsunderthebroaderD.C. banon
all semiautomaticweapons. However,now that thatbanhasbeenrepealed,an assaultweapon
ban is neededto protect the peopleof the District, visitors, and law enforcementfrom these
particularlydangerousweapons. An assaultweaponsbanwould continueto allow law-abiding
citizensto havecommonpistolsin theirhomesfor self-defense,andwould remainin compliance
with theHeller decision. We believeit is imperativefor the Council,now that it haslegalized
commonsemiautomaticpistols,to restoreabanonmilitary-styleassaultweapons.

AssaultWeaponsAre "MassProducedMayhem"

Assault weaponsare semiautomaticversions of fully automatic guns designedfor
military use. Evensemiautomaticassaultweaponsunleashextraordinaryfirepower. WhenSan
Jose,California,policetest-firedan UZI, a 30-roundmagazinewas emptiedin slightly lessthan
two secondson full automatic,while the samemagazinewas emptiedin just five secondson
semiautomatic.

TheBureauofAlcohol, Tobacco,FirearmsandExplosives("ATF") hasdescribedassault
weaponsin starkterms.

"
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Assaultweaponswere designedfor rapid fire, closequartershootingat human
beings. That is why theywereput togethertheway theywere. You will not find
these guns in a duck blind or at the Olympics. They are mass produced
mayhem.I

Assaultweaponshavedistinct featuresthatseparatethemfrom sportingfirearms.2 While
hunting rifles are designedto be fired from the shoulderand dependupon the accuracyof a
preciselyaimedprojectile, the military featuresof semiautomaticassaultweaponsaredesigned
to enhancetheir capacityto shootmultiple humantargetsvery rapidly. Assaultweaponsare
generallyequippedwith large-<:apacityarmnunitionmagazinesthat allow the shooterto fire 20,
50, or evenmore than 100 roundswithout having to reload. Pistol grips on assaultrifles and
shotgunshelp stabilizetheweaponduringrapid fire andallow the shooterto spray-firefrom the
hip position. Barrel shroudson assaultpistols protect the shooter'shands from the heat
generatedby firing manyroundsin rapid succession.Far from beingsimply "cosmetic," these
featuresall contributeto the unique function of any assaultweaponto deliver extraordinary
firepower. Theyareuniquelymilitary features,with no sportingpurposewhatsoever.

Accordingly,AIF hasconcludedthatassaultweapons"arenot generallyrecognizedas
particularlysuitablefor or readilyadaptableto sportingpurposes"andinstead"areattractiveto
certaincriminalS.,,3 AIF's analysisofgunstracedto crimeshowedthatassaultweapons"are
preferredbycriminalsoverlaw abidingcitizenseightto one.... Accessto themshifts the
balanceofpowerto thelawless.'04

It is no accidentthatwhena madman,GianLuigi Ferri,decidedto assaultthelaw offices
at 101 CaliforniaStreetin SanFrancisco,hearmedhimselfwith two TEC-9 assaultwealons
with 50 roundmagazines,which enabledhim to kill eightpeopleandwoundsix others. Or that
theColumbinehigh schoolshooterswho killed 12 studentsandateacherincludedaTEC-9
assaultweaponin their arsenal.Or thatJamesHubertyusedanUZI assaultpistol anda shotgun
to ki1121 peopleandwound19 othersat aMcDonald'sin SanYsidro, California.6 Or that
PatrickPurdyusedanAK-47 assaultrifle to kill five childrenandwound29 othersandateacher
at anelementarySchoolin Stockton,California. Equippedwith a75-round"drum" magazine,
Purdywasableto shoot106roundsin lessthantwo minutes.7 The list goeson.

1 ATF, AssaultWeaponsProfile 19 (1994)(emphasisadded).

2 [d. at 20.

3 DEP'TOFTREAsURY,Studyon theSportingSuitabilityofModifiedSemiautomaticAssaultRifles38 (1998).
4

ATF, AssaultWeaponsProfile, supranote I, at 19-20.

5 Ferri UsedGunsThat'California BanDoesNotForbid, SAN FRANCISCOEXAMINER, July4, 1993.

6 SatelliteCollegeCampusHelpsto Heal theScarsat SanYsidroMassacre,LosANGELESTIMES, Mar. 30, 1989;
A 77-MinuteMomentin History That Will NeverBeForgotten,Los ANGELESTIMES, July 16, 1989.

7 TheKinds ofGunsSchoolKiller Used,SAN FRANCISCOCHRONICLE,Jan. 19, 1989;MichaelTaylor & Leslie
Guevarra,MyteriousScrawlingsandSlogans,SchoolKiller's LastDays,ToyArmyin hisRoom,SANFRANCISCO
CHRONICLE, Jan. 19, 1989.
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AssaultWeaponsThreatenLaw Enforcement

Law enforcementofficers areat particularrisk from theseweaponsbecauseof their high
firepower,which oftenleavesthemoutgunnedby criminals. A researcherfor theDepartmentof
Justicefound that

assaultweaponsaccountfor a larger shareof guns usedin mass·murdersand
murdersof police, crimesfor which weaponswith greaterfirepowerwould seem
particularlyuseful.8

Assaultweaponshaveevenbeenusedin a brazenattackat D.C. PoliceHeadquarters.On
November22, 1994,amanarmedwith aMAC-II assaultpistol walkedinto MetropolitanPolice
headquartersandshotandkilled SergeantHenryDaly andFBIAgentsMike Miller andMartha
Martinez. The shooterseriouslywoundedFBI Agent JohnKuchtaand shot at couches,walls,
computers,anddesksbeforeshootingandkilling himselfwith AgentMartinez'sgun.9

In addition,numerouslaw enforcementofficershavebeenkilled with high-firepower
assaultweapons.Hereareafew recentexamples:

• Philadelphia,PA. May 3, 2008. Officer StephenLiczbinski was shot and killed by an
assaultrifle as he was respondingto a robberyat a Bank of Americabranch. Threemen
robbedthe bank andwere fleeing when Officer Liczbinski stoppedtheir car and exitedhis
patrol car. At that time, one of the bank robbersopenedfire with an SKS assaultrifle,
striking Liczbinski numeroustimes. One suspectwas eventuallyshot and killed by police
andtheothertwo suspectswerearrestedandchargedwith murder.10

• Miami, Florida. September13, 2007. Police spotteda vehicle driving erratically and
followed it until it stoppedin a residentialcomplex. Thesuspectgot out andhoppeda fence
to the rearof thehome;the officers exitedtheirpatrol carandwent to the front of thehome
and were grantedpermissionto searchby a female resident. The suspectgrabbeda high­
powered,military-grade rifle and fired at the police officers through a window, killing
Officer JoseSomohano.Thesuspectthenexitedthehouseandshotthreeotherofficersashe
escaped.The shooterwascaughtlater that daybut would not relinquishhis assaultrifle so
hewasshotandkilled bypoliceofficers.I I

8 ChristopherS. Koper, UpdatedAssessmentoftheFederalAssaultWeaponsBan: Impactson GunMarketsand
Gun Violence,1994-2003,U. Penn.JerryLeeCenterof Criminology87 (June2004).

9 BrianReilly, Copkillers' gunssimilar; handgunconvertedtofiercer weapon,THE WASHINGTON TIMES, May I,
1995.

10 JosephA. Gambardello,Liczbinskisuspect'sgirlfriend to standtrial, PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER, July 17, 2008;
Officershot,killed afterbankrobbery,NBC 10.COM,May 3, 2008;SergeantStephenLiczbinski, www.odmp.org,
availableat: http://www.odmp.orglofficer/l9359-sergeant-stephen-liczbinski(lastvisited Sept.30, 2008).

II David Ovalle et. ai., Themurderandthemanhuntstanedin a SouthMiami-Dadetownhouse,zigzagged..., MIAMI
HERALD, Sept.15,2007.
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• Chantilly,Virginia. May 8, 2006. A teenagerwith anAK-47 and5 handgunsengagedin a
firefight at a policestationin suburbanVirginia, killing DetectiveVicky Armel immediately
andwoundingtwo otherofficers, oneof whom, Officer Michael Garbarino,died nine days
laterfrom his injuries.12

Thethreatposedto law enforcementis onereasonwhymajorlaw enforcement
organizationsareunitedin supportingbanson assaultweapons.

AssaultWeaponsThreatenCivilians

Assaultweaponshavealsobeenusedto massacreandterrorizecivilians. Who canforget
thenightmarewe lived throughin theDistrict of Columbiaandsurroundingco=unitiesduring
the attackscommittedby the D.C. snipers. Their weaponof choice? A BushmasterXM-15
assaultrifle.

There have been hundredsof other shootingscommittedwith semiautomaticassault
weapons.Here,we list justa few recentexamples:

• Arvada& ColoradoSprings,Colorado. December9, 2007. Onemanwith anassaultrifle
attackeda missionarytraining centerin Arvadaanda churchin ColoradoSprings. He killed
two people and injured two others in Arvada, and killed two and injured threeothers,
including two teenagesisters,in ColoradoSprings. He died after being shotby a security
guardandthenshootinghimself.13

• Omaha.Nebraska. December5, 2007. Nine peoplewere shot to deathand five others
were injured after a 20-year-oldshooter,armedwith a military-style assaultrifle, attacked
shoppersin adepartmentstorein aNebraskarnall.14

.

• Indianapolis, Indiana. June 2, 2006. Seven family members,four adults and three
children,wereshotandkilled in their homeby a robberarmedwith an assaultrifle. Nearly
30 shell casingswerefound.IS

• Tyler, Texas.February25, 2005. A gunmanwith a history of domesticviolence and a
felony conviction,who wasreportedlyfighting with his ex-wife overchild supportfor their
two youngestchildren,shotover50 roundsfrom anSKS assaultrifle on thestepsofhis local
courthousewhen his ex-wife exited the building. His ex-wife was killed along with a
bystanderwho tried to shoot the gunman. The shooter's23-year-oldson and three law
enforcementofficerswerewoundedduring the shooting,includinga28-year-olddeputywho

12 IanUrbina,Fatalpolicestationattachshockstranquil community,NEWYORK TlMES, May 10,2006;Officer
Killed, BOSTONGLOBE, May 18,2006.

13 Erin Emery,Reportdetailschurchshooting,thedocumentchroniclesthedaysleadingup to theDec. 9 deathsof
four youngpeople,DENVERPOST,Mar. 13,2008.

14 TheAmericanWay,REGISTER-GUARD,Dec. 17,2007.

15 AshleyM. Heher,Suspectin slayingof?family memberssurrenders/ Indianapolispolicesayhehadnowhere
elseto go, HOUSTONCHRONICLE,June4, 2006. .
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wasin gravecondition. The gunmanfled thescenebutwaspursuedandshotbypolicewhen
heexitedhis carandshottowardofficers.16

• Akron, Ohio. February24, 2005: A manshotandkilled his girlfriend andherseven-year
old sonusinganAR-15 assaultweapon,thenfired morethanonehundredroundsat a dozen
law enforcementofficers as he fled the murderscene. The gunmanwas arrestedthe next
morninginsidethe apartmentof aKent StateUniversity student,who healsomurderedwith
the AR-15 assaultweapon. Police subsequentlyseized21 weaponskept by the suspect,
includinganUzi andanAK-47.J7

AssaultWeaponsThreatenHomelandSecurity

These weaponspose particular and severerisks for homelandsecurity here in the
Nation's Capital. The extraordinaryfirepower of theseweaponscould wreak havoc at any
numberof high-profile sites or eventsthat occur in Washington,or victimize any numberof
high-profiletargets,from governmentofficials to foreigndignitaries.

And makeno mistake:theseweaponshavegreatappealfor terrorists. The oft-seenfile
footage of OsamaBin Laden, aiming his AK-47 at an unknown target, is now a familiar
reminderof the incontrovertibleconnectionbetweenterrorismandassault weapons.

The ChicagoTribunehasreportedthat, found amongthe moundsof rubbleat a training
facility in Kabul for aradicalPakistan-basedIslamicterroristorganization,wasa manualentitled
"How Can I Train Myself for Jihad" containingan entire sectionon ''FirearmsTraining.,,18
Tellingly, the manualsingles out the United Statesfor its easy availability of firearms and
stipulatesthat al-Qaedamembersliving in the United States"obtain an assaultweaponlegally,
preferablyAK-47 or variations."

Terroristshaveusedassaultweaponsin numerousattacks. I am going to mentionjust
onethat is closeto home.

• Langley,Virginia. January25, 1993. PakistaninationalMir Ainial Kasi killed two CIA
employeesand woundedthreeothersoutsidethe entranceto CIA headquartersin Langley,
Virginia. Kasi useda Chinese-madesemiautomaticAK-47 assaultrifle equippedwith a 30­
roundmagazinepurchasedfrom a NorthernVirginia gun store.19 After fleeing the country,
hewasarrestedin Pakistanin 1997.20

16 Bill Hanna& JackDouglasJr.,Rampagein Tyler leavesthreedeadJourwounded,FORTWORTH STAR­
TELEGRAM, Feb.25, 2005;JackDouglasJr. & Bill Hanna,Policeorderemergencytraceon weaponusedin
shootings,FORTWORTH STAR-TELEGRAM,FEB.26,2005.

17 Ed Meyer,Police eyesemiautomaticrifles, Brimfieldofficials wantto bepreparedafter recentshootingrampage
thatkilled 3people,AKRON BEACON JOURNAL, Feb.24, 2005.

" PaulSalopek,A Chilling Lookinto Terror's Lair, CHICAGO1'RIBUNE, Nov. 18, 2001.

19 CIA Killings PromptScrutinyon 2 Fronts; Faiifax LoopholeExpeditedGunPurchase,WASHINGTONPOST,Feb.
II, 1993.

20 RobertO'Harrow,Jr., Kansi'sShadowyStayin US. Leavesa HazyPortrait, WASHINGTON POST,Mar. 3,1993.
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.50 Caliber Sniper Rifles PoseSeriousDangers

Fifty calibersniperrifles alsoposean extraordinaryrisk in theDistrict. In 1987,Barrett
FirearmsManufacturingInc., patentedits self-described"armor-penetrating" .50 caliberBMG
sniper rifle.21 Capableof destroying armoredpersonnelcarriers,aircraft and bulk fuel and
ammunition sites, the .50 caliber sniper rifle is now proliferating in the civilian market.22
Accurateat up to 2,000yards,it caninflict effectivedamageto targetsover four miles away.23
With morepoweron impactthenanyothersemi-automaticrifle legally availableon the civilian
market,24 the .50 caliber representsa serious threat to local law enforcementand national
security. A 2004 report on airport securityat Los AngelesInternationalAirport warnedthat
terroristscould use.50-calibersniperrifles to targetparkedandtaxiing airplanes"firing over 50
shots in five minutes.,,25 The Council shouldtake action to prohibit the possessionof these
weaponsin civilian hands..

High-Capacity MagazinesIncreaseFirepower

Thethreatposedby military-styleassaultweaponsis increasedsignificantlyif theycan
beequippedwith high-capacityammunitionmagazines,definedasthoseacceptingmorethanten
rounds. The 1994-2004federalbanon assaultweaponsalsobannedthesemagazines.By
permittinga shooterto fire morethan tenroundswithout reloading,theygreatlyincreasethe
firepowerofmassshooters.For example,theshooterat Virginia Techequippedhimselfwith
numeroushigh-capacitymagazinesofup to 30 rounds,which enabledhim to getoff nearly200
roundsin his attack. In self-defensesituations,too muchfirepoweris a hazard,becausethe
tendencyis for defendersto keepfiring until all bulletshavebeenexpended,whichposesgrave
risks to othersin thehousehold,passersby,andbystanders.

AssaultWeaponsBansAlready In Place

Six statescurrentlybanassaultweapons.ThoseincludeCalifornia,whichpassedthe
nation'sfirst statewidebanin May 1989,aswell asNewJersey(1990),Hawaii (1991),
Connecticut(1993),Maryland(1994),Massachusetts(1998),andNew York (2000). California
expandedits banin 2000to includeall semiautomaticrifles or pistolsthathavetheability to
accepta detachablemagazineandcontainanyoneofaseriesofmilitary-stylefeatures.We
stronglysupportthat legislationasamodelfor theDistrict ofColumbia.

21 CarolynMarshall,California BansLargeCaliber Guns,andtheBattleis on, NEW YORK TIMES, Jan.4, 2005.

22 See,GovernmentAccountingOffice for U.S. HouseofRepresentatives,CommitteeonGovernmentRefonn,Long
Range50 CaliberSniperWeapons4 (May 3, 1999).

23 Id.

24 Id. at 3.

25 DonaldStevens,Near Term Optionsfor ImprovingSecurityat LosAngelesInternationalAirport, RAND (2004).

6

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 75 of 294



In addition, from 1994-2004,there was a federal ban on assaultweapons. Plus, as
mentionedabove,ATF currentlybansassaultweaponsfrom being imported into this country
becausetheyarenot weaponssuitablefor sportingpurposes.

BanningAssaultWeaponsandSniperRifles Is Consistentwith Heller

A ban on assaultweaponsand .50 caliber sniper rifles would be constitutionaland
consistentwith the SupremeCourt's decisionin District of Columbia v. Heller. In D.C. v.
Heller, the SupremeCourt narrowly definedthe SecondAmendmentas protectingthe right of
law-abidingcitizensto keepanduseguns in the homefor self-defense.At the sametime, the
Court indicatedthat the right to keepandbeararmsis limited in anumberof ways. The Court
madeclearthat the SecondAmendmentdoesnot entitlecitizensto anyandall guns. Certainly,
military-styleassaultweaponsand.50 calibersniperrifles arenot apartof this right. TheCourt
heldthatnot all "arms"areprotected.

We also recognizeanotherimportant limitation on the right to keep and carry
arms. [US. v.] Miller said, as we have explained,that the sorts of weapons
protectedwerethose"in commonuseat the time." We think that limitation is
fairly supportedby thehistorical tradition of prohibitingcarryingof "dangerous
andunusualweapons.',26

Assault weaponsand .50 caliber sniper rifles are certainly "dangerousand unusual
weapons"accordingto anyreasonableanalysisof thatphrase. Theyaremilitary-style offensive
weaponsdesignedto slaughterhumanbeings. This differentiatesthem from all huntingrifles
and shotguns,aswell as commonhandguns,which areoften usedin crime but havealsobeen
usedin self-defense. .

Moreover,assaultweaponsand .50 caliber sniperrifles are not "in co=onuse." As
semiautomaticversionsof machinegunsdevelopedfor useduring the World Warsof the 20th

Century,assaultweaponsarea relativelyrecentinvention. Plus,AIF hastwice concluded,after
thoroughanalysesin 1989 and 1998, that assaultweaponshaveno sportingpurpose. And the
Barrett .50 caliber sniperrifles was patenteda meretwenty-oneyearsago, and was madefor
military, not civilian use.

Finally, assaultweaponbanshavebeenchallengedin court, buthaveneverbeenstruck
downasunconstitutionalundertheSecondAmendmentor underright to beararmsprovisionsin
stateconstitutions.27

Conclusion

Outsideofthemilitary or law enforcement,assaultweaponsand.50calibersniperrifles
haveno placein civilized society. We would urgetheD.C. Councilto adoptabanon these
weapons.Thankyou.

26 District ofColumhiav. Heller, 128S.C!. 2783 (2008).

27 See,e.g,Benjaminv. Bailey, 662A,2d 1226(Conn. 1995);Robertsonv. Denver,874 P.2d325(Colo. 1994);
Arno/dv. City ofC/eve/and,616N,E.2d(Ohio 1993).
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DanielW. Webster,Co-Director,JohnsHopkinsCenterfor GunPolicyandResearch
Testimouyon firearm salesregnlationsbeforetheDistrict of Columbia'sCouncilCommitteeOn
Public SafetyandtheJudiciary,October1, 2008

ChairmanMendelsonandcouncilmembers,thankyou for inviting meto testilY today. I amhereto urge
theCouncil to developa comprehensivesetof policiesandproceduresfor regulatinggunsthatare
groundedin thebestavailablesciencerelevantto protectingpublic safety. I amanassociateprofessor
andco-directorof theCenterfor GunPolicyandResearchat theJohnsHopkinsBloombergSchoolof
PublicHealth. I havestudiedgunviolenceandits preventionfor 20 yearsandhaveworkedwith several
citiesontheir efforts to curb gunviolence.

Theprimarygoalof theDistrict'sgun laws shouldbeto maximizepublic safetywithout preventingtruly
law-abiding,mentally-stableadultsto possessfIrearms.Themosteffectivegunpolicieswill I) proscribe
themostdangerouspeoplefrom possessingfIrearms;and2) establishaccountabilitymeasuresto
discourageillegal transferto andacquisitionby thoseproscribedindividuals. Unfortunately,federallaw
andmoststatelaws allow criminalsconvictedof misdemeanorcrimesinvolving violence,weapons,
drugs,andalcoholabuseto legally acquireasmanyfIrearmsastheyplease.Currentlaw in theDistrict of
Columbiawisely prohibitscriminalsconvictedof crimesinvolving violenceand/orgunsor anyone
convictedof anoffenseinvolving illegal drugswithin thepastfIve yearsto possessfIrearmsregardlessof
whethertheconvictionswerefor feloniesor misdemeanors.Prior researchhasshownthatyoungmen
with misdemeanorconvictionswho werelegallyableto purchasehandgunswentonto commitcrimes
involving violenceat a ratethatwas 2- to 10-timeshigher(dependingon theprior offense)thanthatof
menwho weretruly law-abidingwhentheypurchaseda handgun.!Prohibitionsof fIrearm ownershipby
violent misdemeanantsis associatedwith lowerratesofviolenceby this high-riskgroup2andhasbroad
public support,evenamonggunowners.'

While the standardsfor fIrearm registrantsin theDistrict ofColumbiaareappropriate,theycouldbe
improvedby denyingregistrationto individualswho have2 or moreviolationsfor driving while
intoxicated.In additionto havingdemonstrateda historyof recklessbehaviorthatthreatenspublic safety,
repeatDUIIDWI offendershaveveryhigh ratesof substanceabuseandotherpsychiatricdisorders.4• s,6

Suchoffendershavelessself-control'andhavehigherratesof repeatedarrests8 - not a groupthatshould
be trustedwith fIrearms.

Anothergroupof individualswho shouldbeprohibitedfrom possessingfIrearms(but aren'tcurrently
prohibited)becausetheyarea clearthreatto others,including innocentchildren,aredomesticviolence
offenders.I co-authoreda largestudyto determinewhatfactorsmostcontributedto lethaloutcomesfrom
domesticviolence.Abuser'sownershipof a firearm increasedtherisk of homicidefive-fold, morethan
anyotherrisk factorwe identifIed"Federallaw andmanystatelawsprohibit firearmpossessionby
personsrestrainedby protectiveordersissuedby courtsto protectvictims of domesticviolence.Research
hasdemonstratedthatthesepoliciessavelives.1O Becausetheseordersrarelylastmorethan 12 months
despitea moreenduringthreat,I recommendthattheoffendershouldbeproscribedfrom possessing
fIrearmsin theDistrict for a five-yearperiodasis thecasenow for drugoffenders.

In additionto settinghigh standardsfor legal fIrearm ownership,theDistrict shouldhavea setof
regulationsandenforcementproceduresto reducethelikelihood thatdangerouspeoplecanobtain
firearms.My own researchdemonstratesthattherateatwhich newgunsaredivertedto criminalscanbe
signifIcantlyreducedby regulation,oversight,andscrutinythatretail gunshopsreceive.n,12,13, 14,IS The
District shouldsetthehighestof standardsfor obtainingandretaininga licenseto sell fIrearms.In
additionto standardrecord-keepingrequirementsto ensureaccountability,I urgetheCouncil to make
mostof the firearmssalespoliciesthatWal-Mart (theworld's largestretail sellerof fIrearms)is
implementingmandatoryfor all firearmdealers.Theseincludepoint-of-salesecuritycameras,criminal
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backgroundchecksof employees,requirementsthatdealerssafelylock up their guns,employeetraining
to identitY fake IDs andillegal strawpurchases,andregularauditsof inventory.Twentygunstoresagreed
to adoptthesemeasuresaftertheywerecaughtmakinggunsalesof questionablelegalityaspartof their
legal settlementwith New York City. I analyzedsalesandcrimegunrecoverydatafor thedealerswho
hadbeenkeepingindividualizedgun salesrecordsanddocumentedadramaticdecreasein the risk that a
gun sold by thedealerswould subsequentlyberecoveredfrom criminals.I'

In MarylandandVirginia andthroughouttheU.S., therehavebeencasesin which gundealerswere
allowedto retaintheir licensesfor manyyearsdespiterackinguphundredsof firearmsalesviolations,
failing to accountfor hundredsof guns,andbeinga well-knownconduitfor gunsinto thecriminal
market.TheDistrict shouldavoid suchtravestiesby requiringgundealersto conductandsubmita list of
gunsin their inventory whentheyrenewtheir licensesannually,andto reportany lossor theftof firearms
immediatelyupondiscoveringmissingfirearms.In addition,theDistrict shouldallow theMetropolitan
PoliceDepartmentto suspend,revoke,or denyrenewalof a licenseto sell firearmsto gundealerswho do
not complywith regulations.

Privategunownersmustbeheldaccountablefor sellingto individualswho do not havea valid licenseto
own a firearmandwho havenot passedabackgroundcheck.Gunownersshouldalsoberequiredto keep
their gunslockedup whentheyarenotbeingusedto preventaccessto children,teens,or thieves.In
additionto reducingaccidentalshootings,l6,17, 18 my researchhasshownthatsafegunstoragelaws
significantlyreduceadolescentsuicides.19 Someof this researchhasindicatedthatso-calledChild Access
Preventionlawsaremosteffectivewhenpenaltiesarestrong.17

, 18 Thus,I believethereis good
justificationto allow for felony prosecutionwhena gunowners'failure to complywith theCAP law
resultsin injury to others,to penalizeunsafegunstoragethatenablesa minor to accessthe firearm, andto
requiregundealersto postsignsremindinggunpurchasersof their duty to keepgunssafelystoredto
preventchild access,

Thefinal recommendation,supportedby researchI haveled, is thattheDistrict ofColumbiashouldban
thesaleandpossessionof "junk guns"- acategoryofhandgunscharacterizedby theirvery small sizeand
concealabilityandpoorconstruction.Five states,includingMaryland,havebannedjunk guns(though
throughsomewhatdifferentapproachesor criteria)becausetheyareproneto misflTe, flTe whendropped,
andaredisproportionatelyinvolved in crime.My colleaguesandI studiedtheeffectofa largegundealer
nearMilwaukeewho, afterreceivingbadpublicity for the largenumberof his gunsthatwerebeinglinked
to violent crimes,voluntarilydecidedto stopsellingjunk guns.We found thatthis changein salespolicy
led to 77% reductionin thenumberof newgunssoldby thedealerthatweresoonrecoveredfrom
criminals.12 My researchon Maryland'sbanof thesegunsdemonstratedthatthe law wasassociatedwith
40 fewerhomicidesperyearduringthe flTst 9 yearsthe law wasin place.2°
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GoodmorningChairmanMendelson,membersof theCommitteeon Public

SafetyandtheJudiciary,membersof theCouncilof theDistrict ofColumbia,andguests.

I amPeterJ. Nickles,Acting AttorneyGeneralfor theDistrict ofColumbia,andI am

pleasedto appearbeforeyou this morningto discussBill 17-843,the"FirearmsControl

AmendmentAct of2008."

OnJune26, 2008,theU.S. SupremeCourt issuedits decisionin District of

Columbiav. Heller. As you know, theCourtheld that two particularaspectsofDistrict

law violatedtheSecondAmendment.Thefirst wasabroadbanonprivatepossessionof

handguns.Thesecondwasaprovisionon safestorageof firearmsthatwasfound to have

no self-defenseexception,sothathomeownerscouldneverusea gunin self-defense.

Immediatelyuponreceiptof thedecision,theMayorandtheCouncilbegana processto

addressbothissuesandto considerwhatotherlegislativeor regulatoryactionsshouldbe

takento achievethenecessarybalancingofcompetinginterestsbetweengunownersand

thepublic'sright to beprotectedfrom increasedgunviolence. As a first step,emergency

legislationwaspassedandemergencyregulationswerepromulgatedwhichbothbecame

effectiveon July 16th-lessthanthreeweeksafterthedecision- to addressthetwo

issuesspecificallycoveredby theHeller decision. Pursuantto thatemergencyaction,

manyresidents,includingMr. Heller,beganandcompleteda registrationprocessthat

resultedin thoseresidentsobtainingregistrationsfor pistolsfor usein self-defensewithin

their homes.

In additionto thenewpistol registrationlegislation,it wasdetermined thatthe

District neededto reviseits zoningregulationsastheyappliedto retail gundealers.

Emergencyregulationsto require retailgundealersto completea specialexception

2
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processandto satisfyreasonablesiting andsafetyrequirementsweresubmittedto the

ZoningCommission,which approvedthemandsetthe permanentregulationfor a public

hearing.

Thosetwo actionswerethefirst stepin theDistrict'sresponseto theHeller

decision. ThesecondstepoccurredwhentheMayorandtheCouncil recognizedthatthe

initial emergencyactionsrequiredadditionalprovisionsto addresslegitimateconcerns

raisedby District residentsonbothsidesof this issue. Theconcernsfocusedon whether

theemergencymeasureswereoverly restrictiveandwhethertheDistrict's laws shouldbe

revisedto addresstheseconcerns.In response,theMayorandtheCouncilagreedon

revisionsthatwereenactedin theSecondFirearmsControl EmergencyAmendmentAct

of2008on September16, 2008. Thoserevisionsincluded:1) providingauthorityfor the

registrationofsemi-automaticfirearmswhich arenot equippedwith a high capacity

ammunitionfeedingdevice;2) outlawingammunitionfeedingdevicesthat canholdmore

than10 shotsofammunition;and3) revisingtheDistrict'ssafestoragelawsto moveto a

Child AccessPreventionprohibitionto providecriminal liability for gun ownerswho fail

to keeptheir firearmssecuredwhenminorsarepresent.

This hearing,andtheonetheCommitteeconductedon September18,2008,

representsthethird stepin theDistrict'songoingprocessto reviseits firearmslaws. The

Committeehashearda numberofsuggestedchangesor additionsto our laws. I would

like to suggestthefollowing changes:1) aligningthemethodof transportingregistered

firearmswith federalstandardsandprovidingthatonly registeredownersmaylegally

transportfirearms;2) providingfor therevocationof firearmsregistrationsfor all persons

subjectto a Civil PlOtectionOrderasthattermis definedin District law; 3) clarifying

3
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thatpublic andprivatepropertyownersin theDistrict havetheauthorityto prohibit the

possessionof firearmsontheirproperty;4) extendingtheprovisionsof theChild Access

Prevention(CAP)prohibitionto otherclassesof individualsthata gun ownershould

reasonablyknow mighthaveaccessto theowner'sfirearms,suchaspersonswith mental

healthissuesandconvictedfelons,andrevisingtheageofminority regardingCAP

provisionsin thecurrentemergencyactto raiseit from 16 to 18 yearsofage;and5) .

strengtheningpenaltiesfor possessingunlawful ammunitionandillegally possessing

firearmsoutsideof aperson'shome.

CONCLUSION

I appreciatetheopportunityto presentmy viewsat this point in theprocess.I

pledgethe full supportofmy Office to assisttheMayor andCouncilwith anylegal

assistanceandadvicethatis requiredastheDistrict continuestheprocessofrevisingits

firearmsstatutesandregulations. I amhappyto answeranyquestionsyoumayhave.

4
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Goodmorning,ChairmanMendelson,Councilmembers,communitymembers,andguests.My
nameis CathyLanier,andI amChiefof theMetropolitanPoliceDepartment.I ampleasedto
testifybeforeyou todayaboutthe importantissueof firearmsregulationin theDistrict ofColumbia.

TheDistrict haslong wrestledwith theepidemicofgunviolencethatplaguesour
neighborhoods.TheMetropolitanPoliceDepartmentandourpartnersin thecriminaljusticesystem
arecontinuallyworkingto developandimplementbetterstrategiesto preventgunviolence,and
arrestandprosecuteviolent criminal offenders. Amongthe initiativesaretheGunRecoveryUnit
andtheGunStatprogram. In November2007,I reinstitutedtheGunRecoveryUnit, staffedwith
officerswith enhancedtrainingon identifying andrecoveringillegal guns. In Marchof this year,
Mayor FentylaunchedtheGunStatprogram,a collaborativeinformationsharingprocessamong
local criminaljusticeagencies,includingpolice,prosecutors,SuperiorCourt,CourtServicesand
OffenderSupervisionAgency(CSOSA)andDC PretrialServicesAgency.GunStattracksguncases
from arrestto prosecution,allowing criminaljusticepartnersto identify repeatoffenders,follow
trends,andcreatelaw enforcementstrategiesto preventgun-relatedcrimes. We areseeingpositive
resultsfrom theseandotherefforts; sofar in 2008,violent guncrimesaredown 12 percent.

However,we havefoundourselvesfacedwith anewchallengesincetheSupremeCourtissued
its decisionin District ofColumbiavs. Heller. Let therebeno misunderstanding:thereis no
questionofwhetherwe will complywith theCourtruling. TheMetropolitanPoliceDepartmenthas
workedcloselywith Mayor Fenty,Acting AttorneyGeneralNicklesandothersin the
Administrationto ensurethatour lawsandpoliciesarein compliancewith theCourtdecision. But
we arestill working to determinetheappropriatelevel of regulationfor legally ownedfirearms. For
example,whatstepsmight havethegreatestbenefitsfor public safety? Which oneswill bethe
mostcost-effective?We arestill exploringthesequestionsaswe work to bring thefirearms
registrationprocessinto the21st century.

As you know, thereareno easyconsensusanswersonthis hotly debatedtopic. Thelawsand
regulationsvary greatlyfrom stateto state,andin somecases,from city to city. Theimpactof
firearmson communitiesalsovariesamongjurisdictions,but somestudieshavefoundcommon
outcomesthatsuggesta direct link betweenaccessto legalgunsandincreasedviolence. According
to theBureauofAlcohol, Tobacco,FirearmsandExplosives- morecommonlyknownasATF ­
mostgunsusedin crimesareobtainedfrom legitimatechannels- gunstoresor gunshows. A 2007
studyconductedby theHarvardInjury ControlResearchCenterfounda directrelationshipbetween
legal gunownershipandhomiciderates. This first nationallyrepresentativestudyfound thatgun­
relatedhomicideratesamongchildren,andamongwomenandmenofall ages,arehigherin states
wheremorehouseholdshaveguns.Accordingto theresearchers,theresultssuggestthat"household
firearmsmaybeanimportantsourceof gunsusedto kill children,womenandmen,bothonthe
streetandin theirhomes."l Thesefindings suggestthatthe issueswe aregrapplingwith today
regardingregulatinggunswill havea direct impactonpublic safety.

Thefact that very few legal gunshavebeeninvolved in crimesin theDistrict, becausethereare
sofew legally ownedfirearms,shouldnot changethis conclusion. Themajority ofhandguns

I HarvardSchoolof Public Health(2007,January14). StatesWith HigherLevelsofOunOwnershipHaveHigher
Homicide Rates.ScienceDaily. .C"(),'l ')71); ;: �:�~�:�.�:�:�: i )":Hn
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registeredin DC overthepastdecadearein thepossessionof former law enforcementofficersand
licensedsecurityagencies,a groupwith a higherlevel of trainingandunderstandingof theneedto
safeguardfirearmsthanthe generalpublic. Thereforeit would bea seriousmistaketo assumethat
we do not needto beconcernedaboutlegally registeredfirearmsbasedon this limited experience.
We havemadereal progressin driving downthehomicideratein the District overthepastseveral
years;we wantto do everythingpossibleto continuethattrend.

In additionto the violent crimethatwe seein our city everyday,we mustalsoguardagainst
potentialterroristacts. I will not spendtoo muchtime on this today,but asI testifiedin September
beforethe HouseCommitteeon Oversight& GovernmentReform,terroristswill takegreatstepsto
ensuretheystaywithin the law up to anduntil theyattempta terroristattack.For instance,the9/11
Commissionfoundthatmanyof the9/1 I hijackersacquiredsomeform oflegalU.S. identification.

Therefore,it doesseemappropriatefor DC to considergunregistrationasa viablemeansto
reducepotentialgunviolence.TheDistrict'sregistrationprocessservesfour key purposes:
verifying theeligibility of the ownerto legallypossessthefirearm; ensuringthatownershavea
commonbodyof knowledge;providinga certificatethatenableslaw enforcementto readilyidentify
legal firearmsandthe rightful owners;andestablishinga meansof trackinglegal firearmsthatmay
be lost, stolen,or usedin a crime.

It is critical thatthe city beableto verify the eligibility of a personto possessa firearm. The
criminal backgroundcheckperformedby MPD, which is basedon fingerprints, ismoreeffective
thanthatperformedby a gundealer,which is merelybasedon a socialsecuritynumber.Indeed,a
studypublishedthis summerfound thatstatesthatperformlocal-levelbackgroundchecksfor
firearmshavelowerhomicideandsuicideratesthanstatesthatrely only on a federalbackground
check.Local-level checkswereassociatedwith a 22-percentlowerhomiciderateanda27 percent
lower suicideratein adultsaged21 yearsor older.2

Two goalsof the registrationprocessarevery similar to standarddriver'slicenseprocesses.
First, it is a meansofensuringthatall registrantssharethesamebasiclevel ofknowledge. I think
we all agreethatgunregistrantsshouldknow therelevantlaws andregulations. In addition,two
issuesthatmerit furtherconsiderationarewhetherthe city alsoneedsto ensurethatownerssharea
commonunderstandingof safetymeasures,aswell asa certainlevel ofproficiencyat usingguns. I
amnot readyto suggestthatthecity requirefirearmproficiencyto own one.Unlike a driver's
license,firearmregistrationdoesnotgive the ownerpermissionto usethegunonpublic spacein
the city.

However,I believethecity hasan importantrole in providingeducationon firearmssafetyto a
registrant. In additionto criminal gunviolence,thecity shouldalsobevery concernedabouta
potentialincreasein accidentalinjuriesandtheir impactonpublic healthandeconomicoutcomes.
For instance,a 2007surveyof families with childrenandhouseholdfirearmsfoundthat lessthan30
percentstoretheir firearmssafelyin their residence.3 Moreover,parentsneedto beconcernednot

2 MedicalCollegeof Wisconsin(2008,June3). FirearmSuicideandHomicideRatesAssociatedwith Level of
�~�a�c�k�g�r�o�u�n�d Check. ScienceDaily.;_!,EE:_:,__�\�:�\�?�·�·�~�~�:�"�\�:�,�:�i�.�-�;�.�D�~�~�_�,�-�~�0�;�±�i�j�}�,�_�l�.�:�.�c�~�1�_�1�}�,�I�o�;�~�A�~�s�'�s�,�~�(�j�U�8�.�J�L�<�U�H�i�{�L�Q�.�0�3�1�-�,�i�l�~�]�)�l�W�J

WakeForestUniversityBaptistMedial Center(2007.June5). FewFamiliesReportSafeFirearmStorage,According
to Survey. ScienceDaily. �,�~�;�.�'�_�i�_�"�'�:�J�(�,�:�~�9�.�~�j�J�y�.�c�:�~�~�l�n�:�:�r�~�J�Q�8�~�~�s�c�J�Q�9�2�~�Q�l�i�D�1�U�Q�t�,�H�:�9�q�[�L�=�:�-�-�-�,�,�"�i�Q�J�J�t�L�n
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justwith their own firearms,but with firearmsin homeswheretheir childrenvisit. AlthoughI think
thechild accessprovisionsthatarecurrentlylaw aresound,theyshouldbereinforcedwith
education.I would recommendthatsomesafetyinformationbecommunicatedspecificallyto gun
registrants,in additionto broaderpublic informationcampaigns.Oneoption is to mirror the
Marylandrequirementthatapplicantswatcha videobeforereceivingtheir registration. This could
potentiallybedoneat firearmsdealers,online,or at theMPD FirearmsRegistrationSection.

Also similar to thedriver'slicenseprocess,MPD issuesa certificatewith a photographof the
ownerto all firearmsregistrants.Registrantsarerequiredto havethis certificatein their possession
whenevertheyhavethe firearmin their possession.A registrantmustalsoexhibit thelicenseupon
requestofa law enforcementofficer. I firmly believethatthis certificatewith photoidentificationis
critical to public safetyin the District. Without this, in manyinstancesit will be far moredifficult
for officers to readilydistinguishbetweena registeredownerlegally transportinga firearm, and
someonecarryinganillegal firearm.

Lastly, theregistrationprocessallowsusto identifY andtracklegalfirearmsthatmaybe lost,
stolen,or usedin a crime. Giventhat legalgunsareindeedusedin crimesandassociatedwith
higherhomiciderates,I think thereis a clearreasonfor theDistrict to continueto registerfirearms.
However,thereis somedebateaboutwhetherthetechnologyis capableofhelpingusto link legal
gunsto guncrimes. Thedebatefocuseson thepotentialof two technologiesto helpmakethis link:
oneusesballisticsimagesandtheother,microstamping.

TheATF usesballisticsimagesto help solvecrimesby supportingaNational Integrated
Ballistic InformationNetwork- or NIBIN, a nationaldatabaseofessentiallydigital picturesof
bulletsandcartridgecasings. Whennewballisticsimagesofcrimesceneevidenceis enteredinto
NIB IN, trainedfirearmsexaminerslook for "hits," a linkageof two differentcrimescene
investigationsthroughNIBIN wherepreviouslytherehadbeenno knownconnection.Accordingto
the ATF, therehavebeentensof thousandsof "hits" throughNIB IN, linking criminalsto multiple
crimes,enablingus to holdoffendersaccountableandto bring closureto victims andtheir families.
MPD hasrecordedmorethan800hits overthepastsevenyears.

To beclear,theNIBIN methodcomparesballisticsacrosscrimescenes,not to ballisticsrecords
for legally purchasedfirearms. MarylandandNew York, however,useanIntegratedBallistic
IdentificationSystem- or IBIS, to trackballisticsimagesof legally registeredfirearms.It hasbeen
reportedthat theyhavehadvery fewhits againstregisteredfirearmsfrom crime sceneevidence. I
will explainin a momentsomeofthereasonswhy this mightbe. But it is importantto notethat
MPD wasableto getsolid evidencein ahigh-profilecasebasedon crimesceneevidencerun
throughMaryland'sdatabaseonregisteredfirearms. I amsuremanyof you rememberthetriple.
homicidethatoccurredin theColonelBrooks'Tavernin 2003. MPD wasableto link theoffenders
to thecrimewhenthe crimesceneevidencehit againsta firearm legally registeredin Maryland.
Thegunhadbeenpurchasedby thecousinof oneoftheperpetrators.Despitethe fact thatwe did
not havethegunthatwasused,theballisticsandotherevidencewassostrongthatonesuspect
committedsuicideandtwo pledguilty. Theonly suspectwho went to trial wasconvicted.

While MarylandandNew York maynothavehadmanyhits usingthe IBIS method,I believe
thatthe District mayhavebetterresultswith sucha systemfor a coupleof reasons.Thescienceof
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firearmsexaminationis basedontheunique"toolmarks"thata firearm leaveson a fued bulletand
casing.Extensiveexperiencein thecriminaljusticefield indicatesthatthetoolmarksleft by a
firearmaresodistinctasto beessentiallyunique.On apracticallevel, this meansthatalthough
thereis no mathematicalcertaintyofa "match"generatedby NIBIN or IBIS, the programnarrows
thesearch,andthentrainedprofessionalscompareimages. MarylandandNewYork mayhave
limited successwith IBIS becauseofpracticesthat increasetheerrorratesin the"hits." For
instance,in Maryland,laboratorytechnicianswho werenot qualified firearmsexaminerscaptured
the ballisticsimages,which overallprobablydecreasedthequality of theimages. In contrast,MPD
would usetrainedfirearmsexaminers.Anotherissuemaybetheauthenticityof thecartridge
casingsenteredinto thedatabaseof registeredfirearms.Both MarylandandNew York entercasings
submittedby gun dealers,andMarylandhasfoundat leastonedealerthatwas not submitting
authenticcasings.SinceMPD is firing all weaponsto retrievetheballistics,we would not havethat
problem.We arealsoableto increasethe likelihood ofmatchesby firing two typesofbullets:both
copperandnickel. Becausethemetalliccompositionof thebullet canhavean impactonthe image,
havingimagesfrom multiple typesofbulletswould maketheDistrict databasemorerobust.

TheDistrict would alsohavea morerobustrepresentationof crimesceneevidencethaneither
Marylandor New York. TheMarylandandNew York StatePolicemaintaintheir databasesfor the
legally registeredfirearms,but localjurisdictionsprocessmostcrimescenes.Manyofthem,
includingNew York City, do not enterall crime sceneballisticsagainstIBIS. In theDistrict, MPD
would betrackingboththeregisteredgunsandthecrimesceneevidence,therebyincreasingthe
probabilityof a hit.

ThusI think thereareseveralwaysthatMPD could improvetheuseof IBIS andachievebetter
results. Nevertheless,beforewe purchaseanIBIS systemfor usewith our firearmsregistration,I
wantto be surethatwe will beableto useit efficiently. Onepotential drawbackto theIBIS system
is thatourability to useold ballisticsevidencealreadyin NIBIN maybe limited. TheDepartment
would needto requestpermissionfrom ATF to bring NIBIN datainto IBIS. I amsubmittingthis
requestto ATF at thesametime thatmy staffis talking with New York andMarylandaboutother
procedurestheymaybeusing.

Althoughthereareseveralconcernsaboutthevalueofusingballisticsto link crimescene
evidencewith registeredfuearms,it doesnot seemthatmicrostampingis readyto replaceballistics
testingyet. Microstampingtechnologyusesa laserto etchapatternor codeontotheheadofa
firing pin or anotherinternalsurfaceofa firearm. Like thetraditional firearmstool marks,
microstampsleavea markon a cartridgecase. It appearsthatseveralstudieson microstamping
havereacheddifferentconclusions.Most recently,a studyby theForensicScienceGraduateGroup
at UniversityofCalifornia-Davisindicatedthatthetechnologyis feasible,but its performanceand
durabilityvaried.4 Thereweresomequestionsaboutthevalidity of thestudywhenthefindings
werefirst released.Thefact thatthefmdingswerereleasedat apolitically sensitivetime- during
thedebatein theCalifornialegislatureon microstamping- mayhavecontributedto a sharp
reactionto it. But the studyhasnowbeensubjectto peerreviewandhasbeenofficially released
with thesupportof theuniversitypresident.

4 Universityof California- Davis(2008,May 16). FireannsMicrostampingFeasiblebut Variable,StudyFinds.
ScienceDaily. �\�\�'�\�'�~�\�} �i�~�Q�)�5�J�~�+�i�J�,�2�_�;�)�1�)�.�}�1�J�m
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After readingmaterialson this technology,I canonly cometo thesameconclusionasUC­
Davisaswell asthewell-regardedNationalResearchCouncil: moreresearchshouldbeconducted
beforewe adoptthetechnology.TheDepartmentwill certainlycontinueto exploreit. As you
know, I amstronglycommittedto ensuringthatMPD hasthetechnologythatsupportsourmission.
I look forward to meetingwith someof theproponentsof thetechnologyheretoday. In the
meantime,until morequestionsaboutthetechnologyareanswered,I stronglyrecommendthat
MPD continueto collectballisticssamplesfor registeredfIrearmsfor thetime being. Restassured,
I certainlywantto resolvethis questionexpeditiously,but I do notwantto makea hastydecision. It
wouldbefoolish to act too precipitouslyandlosetheopportunityto capturethecasingsfrom the
fIrearmsbeingregisterednow.

In conclusion,I think thattheregistrationprocessfor fIrearmsis vital andenhancespublic
safety. It enablesMPD to verify eligibility througha local backgroundcheck,aprocessthathas
beenfound to reducehomiciderates. It alsoprovidesanopportunityto educateregistrantsabout
vital laws,responsibilities,andsafety. TheregistrationcertifIcatehelpsMPD to identify illegal
fIrearms,while the ballisticstestingcanhelpMPD to investigateandsolvecrimes.

Beyondthevalueof the initial registration,I think therewouldbereal public safetybenefItsto
requiringfirearmsto bere-registeredeveryfive years.This would enableMPD to verify thatthe
ownerhasmaintainedeligibility, andto updatetheregistrationcertificatewith theownerscurrent
addressandpicture. It would alsohelpto ensurethatpeopleaccuratelyreportwhenfIrearmsare
lost or stolen. We would not, however,needto conductanotherballisticstestduringthis process.
But I believeit is soundpublic policy to establishtherequirementnow, with thecommitmentto
developanefficientandeffectiveprocessin thefuture.

Thank you for theopportunityto presentthis statementfor the record.I will behappyto answer
anyquestionsthatyou have.
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ChairmanWaxman,membersof the Committee,staff, andguests:my nameis CathyLanier,and

I amtheChiefof Policeof theMetropolitanPoliceDepartmentof theDistrict of Columbia.

Thankyou for theopportunityto presentthis statementon the likely impactofH.R. 6691 on

public safetyin theNation'sCapital.

To beginwith, I would like to briefly sharewith you whathashappenedin Washington,DC,

sincetheUS SupremeCourt issuedits decisionin DistrictofColumbiav. Heller. TheDistrict

government- boththeExecutiveandtheLegislativebranches- fully respectsthe Supreme

Court'sdecision.We havedemonstratedthatrespectby takingquick actionto passlegislation

andemergencyregulationsto enableregistrationofhandgunsandto ensurethatresidentsalready

possessingunregisteredhandgunscouldregisterthemwithout fearof criminal liability under

District law. Thecurrentlegislationandregulationsareonly temporary-validfor 90 and120

days,respectively-andremainworks in progress.TheCouncilof theDistrict ofColumbiawill

beholdingahearingnextweekto continueto elicit commentfrom thepublic andwill amendthe

temporarylegislationon September16th andenactpermanentlegislationsoonafter. Today's

hearing is anotherimportantopportunityto heara varietyof viewpointson this issue.

After theCourtruling, I mobilizedmy staffto ensurethatMPD's4,000swornmembersandthe

public wereimmediatelyeducatedaboutthe impactof theruling. Within hoursof thedecision,I

heldaconferencecall with my CommandStaff, andinformedtheentireforce of thecontentof

thedecisionvia a teletype,our internaldaily newsletter,andon "TemperatureBoards,"which

aretelevisionscreensat MPD facilities broadcasting vitalinformationto the force 24-hoursa

day. This messagewasreinforcedby a trainingvideoon the impactof thedecisionthatofficers

beganviewing within daysof the ruling. At the sametime, I issuedapersonalmessageto the

public on communitylist-serves,postedinformationon our website,andcreateda 24-hour

public hotline. Sincethe regulationswereissued,theDepartmenthasregistered23 handguns.

We expectthis volumeto increasenowthatthereis a firearmsdealerin theDistrict ofColumbia

with a FederalFirearmsLicense.

* * * *

1
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Turningto H.R. 6691,I havegraveconcernsabouttheproposedbill; which wouldpreventthe

District of Columbiafrom registeringfirearms,or takingmanyotherreasonableandcommonly­

usedsteps-takenby statesandmunicipalitiesacrossthecountry-toregulateor limit

possessionanduseof firearms. In layman'sterms,this meansthatanyonenotprohibitedby

Federallawfrom possessinga firearmcouldlegally own a small,easilyconcealed,semi­

automatichandgun,or couldcarrya semi-automaticrifle onthestreet,eitherof which couldbe

capableof firing up to 30 roundsof ammunitionwithout reloading.

In my professionalopinion, if H.R. 6691 werepassed,it wouldbe far moredifficult for MPD

andFederallawenforcementagenciesin theDistrict of Columbiato ensuresafetyandsecurity

in theNation'sCapital. I saythis not justasa policeofficer, but assomeonewith extensive

experiencein homelandsecurityandcounterterrorism.As RepresentativeNortonmentioned,

afterSeptember11th
, I servedastheCommanderof MPD's SpecialOperationsDivision for four

years,andI wasthe first CommandingOfficer of theDepartment'sOffice ofHomelandSecurity

andCounterterrorism.In thatcapacity,I workedextensivelywith a multi-agencytaskforceof

local andFederallaw enforcementagenciesto planandimplementsecurityfor critical events

like the PresidentInaugural. In short,I havespenta greatdealoftime working with national

expertsto analyzeterrorthreatsanddevelopwaysto combatthem,especiallyherein the

Nation'scapital.

The terroristattacksof September11th
, 200I, demonstratedsomethingthatwe haveknownfor

sometime: governmentfacilities, dignitaries,andpublic servantsareprimetargetsfor terrorists,

both foreignanddomestic.Protectinggovernmentofficials andinfrastructureis a challengefor

everycity in the United States.But in Washington,DC, the likelihoodofattackis higher,andthe

challengesto protectingthecity aregreater.

TheDistrict'shigh concentrationof iconic structures-suchasthenationalmonuments,the

White House,and,of course,theCapitol-makeit a highly attractivetarget.Thehigh-profile

humantargets-fromtheNation'stop electedleadersto themorethan400 foreigndignitaries

thatmakeofficial visits to DC eachyear-arealsoanobviousandattractivetarget. In addition,

any Federalbuilding or careerpublic servantis a potentialtarget.We haveseenthis in numerous

2
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attacks-fromtheOklahomaCity bombingto the 1993shootingsoutsideof CIA headquartersat

Langley. And oversees,eventhe familiesofhigh-profile leadersandpublic servantsarea

frequenttargetofterrorists. I hopethatwe neverseethat in the UnitedStates,butwith themany

importantU.S. officials andforeign dignitaries herein thecity, it is a possibilitywe needto

recognize.Moreover,it is not just well-coordinatedterroristattackswe needto securethecity

against. We mustalsoconsidertheunsophisticated"lone wolf' terrorist,angryat theUS

Governmentfor a seeminglysmallmatter,suchasthesizeofa tax refund.

Thesecondkey vulnerability is dueto the sheervolumeof securemotorcadestravelingin

Washingtonon anygivenday. Giventhedaily movementsaroundthecity of thePresident,Vice

President,andtheir families, andthe fact thatalmost3,000foreigndignitariesspendtime in our

city eachyear-theroutesfor theirmovementscannotbeshutdown,astheyarein othercities.

As youknow from your own districts,whenthePresidentandVice Presidenttraveloutsideof

Washington,roadsareclearedofall traffic, parkedcars,andsuch,andspectatorsareoftenkept

behindbarricades.We don'tdo this in DC becauseshuttingdowntheroutesfor every

motorcadewould makeit virtually impossibleto navigatemuchofthecity on a continuousbasis,

andwe don'twanttheNation'scapitalto takeonthecharacterofanarmedfortress. This

freedom,however,comeswith thecostofhighervulnerability-bothfor theofficials and

dignitaries,andthe generalpopulation. In attemptedandsuccessfulassassinationsaroundthe

world, the first stepin attackingamotorcadeis frequentlyto takeout thesecuritydetailwith

semi-automaticandautomaticfirearms.This forcesthemotorcadeto stop,at whichpoint the

terroristcanuseexplosivesto attackthearmoredvehiclescarryingthetargetedindividual.

In additionto assistingthe SecretServicewith daily movementsof thePresidentandVice

Presidentaroundthecity, andprotectingforeigndignitaries,MPD alsoprovidessecuritysupport

for morethan4,000specialeventsannually. Someoftheeventsaresmall-alow-profile protest

or foot race-andthethreatof a terroristattackat oneof thesemayberelatively low. However,

the risksassociatedwith othereventsaresignificant. I would askyou to consider,for example,

two eventsfamiliar to almosteveryAmerican,and,I believe,extremelyimportantto thecity and

to thenation-the4th of July celebrationon theNationalMall andthePresidentialInauguration.

Hundredsof thousandsofAmericanswill beherefor thesepublic events. Imaginehowdifficult

3
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it will be for law enforcementto safeguardthepublic, not to mentionthe newPresidentat the

InauguralParade,if carryingsemi-automaticrifles wereto suddenlybecomelegal in

Washington.

As anotherexample,I'd remindtheCommitteeof the 8,000delegateswho cometo Washington

from aroundthe world eachfall for a meetingof theBoardsof Governorsof theInternational

MonetaryFundandWorld Bank. Thedelegatesstayat 16hotelsaroundthecity. Evenunder

currentlaw, newchallengesto protectingthedelegatesfrom terroristthreatsariseeachyear.

Thatrisk would grow exponentiallyif we hadto alsoprotectthemfrom a legally-armed"lone

wolf' gunmanstayingin or working at oneoftheirhotels.

If thesescenariosscareyou-theyshould. Theyscareme. We all havean immediateconcern

for any life threatenedor lost in a terroristevent. But herein theNation'sCapital,we mustalso

recognizethatanyterroristincident,no matterhow small,would garnerworld-wideattention

andcouldhavesignificantinternationalimplications. I amcertainthatthe broaderrepercussions

of anincidentin thecity is alsoofgraveconcernto everyonein this room.

Finally, on apersonallevel, thethoughtofa memberof theMetropolitanPoliceDepartmentor

any law enforcementofficer beinginjuredor killed duringsuchanincidentworriesmegreatly.

The safetyof themenandwomenofMPD servingthis city andcountryaremy responsibility,

andI takethis responsibilityvery seriously. My Departmentdevotessignificantresourcesto

trying to preventsuchanevent. Providingeasyaccessto deadly semi-automaticfirearmsand

high capacityammunitionclips andallowing themto becarriedin a largenumberofplaces

outsidethe homewill makethisjob muchmoredangerousanddifficult.

* * * *

It is clearto meandothersengagedeveryday in securingDC againstterrorismthatour city is

unique. TheFederalgovernmentalreadyacknowledgesthatauthorizingthegeneralpublic to

carry firearmsin certainplacesis not in thegeneralinterest. For instance,asa law enforcement

officer, I cancarrymy gunalmosteverywherein thecountry. I cancarryit in schools,on

4
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airplanes,andmostpublic buildings.But ironically, uponenteringthe SupremeCourtto hearthe

argumentsin the Heller case,I learnedthateventheChiefofPoliceof theDistrict ofColumbia

cannotcarrya gun into theCourt. TheFederalGovernmentconsidersthe Courtbuilding to beso

sensitivethat,no matterwho you are,you cannotwearyour firearm in thebuilding.

I would arguethatsimilar cautionshouldapplyto theDistrict of Columbia. SupremeCourt

JusticeScalia,writing themajority decisionfor theCourt,acknowledgedthat"[L]aws forbidding

thecarryingof firearmsin sensitiveplacessuchasschoolsandgovernmentbuildings"are

constitutional.

TheDistrict of Columbia,astheseatof theFederalgovernment,with its multitudeofcritical

official andsymbolicbuildings,monuments,andevents,andhigh-profilepublic officials

traversingits streetseveryday, is acity filled with "sensitive"places. Our lawsshouldreflect

thatreality.

Thankyou againfor the opportunityto appearbeforeyou today. I wouldbepleasedto answer

anyquestionsthatyou have.

* * * *'

5
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Office of the ChiefFinancialOfficer

***
NatwarM. Gandhi
ChiefFinancialOftil:cr

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

REFERENCE:

Conclusion

TheHonorableVincentC. Gray
Chairman,Councilof theDistrict of Columbia

�N�a�t�w�a�~

Chief�F�i�i�l�t�i�K�:�i�a�l�.�:�Q�!�!�~

SEP 16 ZOC8

FiscalImpactStatement:"FirearmsControlTemporaryAmendment
Act of 2008"

Bill Number17-887,Amendmentin theNatureof a Substitute

Fundsaresufficient in theFY 2008 budgetandtheproposedFY 2009throughFY 2012budget
and financial plan to implement the proposedlegislation. Implementationof the proposed
legislationwould result in initial expendituresof $1.95 million and annualcostsof $860,000.
Resourceswill bemadeavailableto fund this legislationbut theshift in resourceusewould have
an operationalimpact on the Metropolitan Police Department(MPD). In addition, while a
registration fee for regislering firearms is not reflected in the proposedlegislation, it is
anticipatedthat a fee will be implementedin sucha way to offset someof the future costsof
fireannsregistration.

Background

Theproposedlegislationwould amendmultiple sectionsof D.C. Official Codeto allow District
residentsto registerpistolsfor usein self-defensewithin the registrant'shome. Specifically,the
proposedlegislationwould:

• Allow a District residentto registera pistol for usein self-defensewithin the registrant's
home(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.02);

1350PennsylvaniaAvenue.N.W.. Suile203.WashingtonDC 20004(202)727-2476
www.efo.de.gov
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• Pennita District residentwho holdsavalid registrationfor a firearm to forgo obtaininga
licenseto carry the firearm within the resident'sabode,while the firearm is beingused
for recreationalpurposes,while the firearm is keptat the registrant'sbusiness,or while
the fireannis in transportfor a lawful purpose(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.02);

• Requirethe Chiefof the MetropolitanPoliceDepartment(Chic!) to conducta ballistics
identificationprocedureon all registeredpistols(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.03);

• Limit registrationto no more than one pistol per registrantduring any30-dayperiod
(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.03);

• Prohibitapersonfrom carryingarifle or shotgunin theDistrict (D.C. Official Code§ 22­
4504);

• Requireeachfirearm registrantto keepthat firearm in hisor herpossessionunloadedand
eitherdisassembledor securedby a trigger lock, gun safe, locked box, or othersecure
device(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2507.02);

• Clarify the District's firearms storagepolicy and provide for penaltiesfor "reckless
storage"of a firearm accessibleby a minor (i.e. under 16 yearsof age) (D.C. Official
Code§ 7-2507.02);

• Revisethe definition of "machinegun" to allow semi-automatichandgunsto fall under
"firearms"thatarepennittedto beregistered(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2501.01);and

• Prohibit any personin the District from possessing,selling, or transferringany large
capacityammunitionfeeding device(i.e. capableof acceptingmore than 10 roundsof
ammunition)(D.C. Official Code§7-2506.01).

FinancialPlanImpact

Fundsaresufficient in the FY 2008budgetandthe proposedFY 2009throughFY 2012budget
and financial plan to implement the proposedlegislation. Implementationof the proposed
legislationwould result in initial expendituresof $1.95 million and annualcostsof $860,000.
Resourceswill bemadeavailableto fund this legislationbut theshifl'in resourceusewould have
anoperationalimpacton theMetropolitanPoliceDepartment(MPD).

Initial costs to implement the legislation would total $1.95 million and would include the
following. which would beincurredin FY 2008:

• Ballistics Identification:$1,081,467
o Bullet testingcomponent
o Cartridgetestingcomponent
o Wiring/cablingcomponent
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o Testingsupplies
o Mobile bulletcapturingdevices

• Personnel:$608,202
o 5DS-9Compensationfor FirearmsExaminationUnit
o 2 DS-9Compensationfor GunRegistrationUnit

• Examination SecureSpace:$258,000

MPD will useexistingresourcesto fund $660,000of theballisticsidentificationequipment.The
additional funding ($422,000) required to purchaseand implement the ballistics testing
equipmentwould comefrom availablefunds in the masterequipmentleasepurchaseprogram.
This proposedtemporaryamendment,like the emergencylegislation approvedin July 2008,
would be implementedimmediately,and existingpersonnelwould be usedto staff the firearms
examinationand gun registrationunits. Although the useof existing staff doesnot result in a
fiscal impact, it doesresult in shifting resourcesawayfrom otherdutieswithin MPD. Thecost
of additionalspacewouldbecoveredby fundsfrom theOffice ofPropertyManagement.

In addition, while a registrationfee for registeringfirearms is not reflected in the proposed
legislation,it is anticipatedthat a fee will be implementedin sucha way to offset someof the
futurecostsoffirearmsregistration.
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A BILL

17-843

IN THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

I

2

3

4

To amendtheFirearmsControlRegulationsAct of 1975to revisethedefinitionofmachinegun,to 5
adda definition of assaultweaponandprohibit assaultweapons,to providea self-defense 6
exemptionfor possessionof a firearm registeredto anotherpersonwithin the home, to 7
providefor theregistrationofpistolsfor usein self-defensewithin thehome,to provide that 8
apersonholdingavalid registrationfor a firearmshallnotberequiredto obtaina licenseto 9
canythe firearm within the registrant'shomeor placeof business,while being usedfor 10
lawful recreationalpurposes,or while beingtransportedfor a lawful purpose inaccordance 11
with aDistrict or federalstatute,to extendtheprohibitiononregisteringfirearmsto persons 12
with drug convictionsof tenyearsprior to applicationto personswho havecommittedan 13
intrafamily offense,and to personswith mental disordersand a history of violence, to 14
establisharegistrationlimit ofonepistol perregistrantper30days,to clarify theprocessof 15
revocationofaregistrationcertificate,toprohibitlargecapacityammunitionfeedingdevices, 16
to provide a processfor the renewal of registrationcertificates,to provide that semi- 17
automaticpistols manufacturedand sold in the District be microstamped,to clarify the 18
firearms storagepolicy, and to establishpenaltiesfor the recklessstorageof a firearm 19
accessibleby a minor; to providea savingsclausewith regardto the reviseddefinition of 20
machinegun. 21

BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, Thatthis 22

actmaybecitedasthe"FirearmsRegistrationAmendmentAct of2008". 23

Sec.2. TheFirearmsControlRegulationsAct of 1975,effectiveSeptember24, 1976 24

(D.C. Law 1-85;D.C. Official Code§ 7-2501.01etseq.),is amendedasfollows: 25

(a) Section101 (D.C. Official Code§ 7-2501.01)is amendedasfollows: 26

(1) Paragraph(9) is amendedby striking thephrase"any weaponwhich will, or is 27

I
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designedor redesigned,madeor remade,readilyconvertedor restored,andintendedto," and I

insertingthephrase"anyweapon,regardlessof operability,which will, or is designedor 2

redesigned,madeor remade,readilyconverted,restored,or repaired,or is intendedto," in its 3

place. 4

(2) A newparagraph(9A) is addedto readasfollows: 5

"(9A) "Intrafamily offense"shallhavethesamemeaningasprovidedin D.C. 6

Official Code§ 16-1001(8).". 7

(3) Paragraph(10) is amendedto readasfollows: 8

"(10) "Machinegun" meansanyfirearmwhichshoots,is designedto shoot,or can 9

bereadilyrestoredto shoot,automaticallymorethanoneshot,without manualreloading,by a 10

singlefunctionof thetrigger. Theterm"machinegun" shallalsoincludetheframeor receiverof II

anysuchfirearm, anypartdesignedandintendedsolelyandexclusively,or combinationofparts 12

designedandintended,for usein convertinga firearm into amachinegun,andanycombination 13

ofpartsfrom which a machineguncanbeassembledif suchpartsarein thepossessionor under 14

thecontrolofaperson.". IS

(4) Paragraph(12) is amendedby strikingtheword "hand"andinsertingthe 16

phrase"handor with a barrellessthan12 inchesin length" in its place. 17

(5) Paragraph(15) is amendedby striking thephrase"20 inchesin length'both 18

timesit appearsandinsertingthephrase"18 inchesin length" in its place. 19

(6) Paragraphs(19) through(23) areaddedto readasfollows: 20

2
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(19) "Assaultweapon"meansthefollowing semiautomaticfirearmsdesignatedin I

paragraphs(a) through(d): 2

(a) All ofthefollowing specifiedrifles: (I) All AK seriesincluding,but not limited to, 3

themodelsidentifiedasfollows: (A) Madein ChinaAK, AKM, AKS, AK47, AK47S, 56, 56S, 4

84S,and86S.(B) Norinco (all models).(C) PolyTechnologies(all models).(D) MAADI AK47 5

andARM. (E) Mitchell (all models).(2) UZI andGalil. (3) BerettaAR-70. (4) CETME Sporter. 6

(5) Colt AR-15 series.(6) DaewooK-I, K-2, Max I, Max 2, AR 100,andARllO C. (7) Fabrique 7

NationaleFAL, LAR, FNC, 308Match,andSporter.(8) MAS 223. (9) HK-91, HK-93, HK-94, 8

andHK-PSG-I (10) Thefollowing MAC types:(A) RPBIndustriesInc. sMIO andsMII. (B) 9

SWD IncorporatedMIl. (II) SKSwith detachablemagazine.(12) SIGAMT, PE-57,SG550, 10

andSG551. (13) SpringfieldArmory BM59 andSAR-48.(14) SterlingMK-6. (IS) SteyerAUG, II

SteyrAUG. (16) ValmetM62S,M7IS, andM78S.(17) Armalite AR-180. (18) Bushmaster 12

AssaultRifle. (19) Calico M-900. (20) J&R ENG M-68. (21) WeaverArms Nighthawk. 13

(b) All of the following specifiedpistols:(I) UZI. (2) EncomMP-9 andMP-45. (3) The 14

following MAC types:(A) RPBIndustriesInc. sMIO andsMII. (B) SWD Incorporated-II. IS

AdvanceArmamentInc. M-II. (D) Military ArmamentCorp. IngramM-II. (4) IntratecTEC-9 16

andTEC-DC9.(5) SitesSpectre.(6) SterlingMK-7. (7) CalicoM-950. (8) BushmasterPistol. 17

(c) All of the following specifiedshotguns:(I) FranchiSPAS12 andLAW 12. (2) 18

Striker 12. TheStreetsweepertype SISInc. SS/12. 19

3
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(d) Theterm"series"includesall othermodelsthatarevariations,with minor differences, 1

of thosemodelslisted in subdivision(a), regardlessof themanufacturer. 2

(e) Notwithstandingparagraphs(a) through(d), "assaultweapon"shallalsomeananyof 3

the following: (I) A semiautomatic,centerfirerifle thathasthecapacityto accepta detachable 4

magazineandanyoneof the following: (A) A pistol grip thatprotrudesconspicuouslybeneath 5

theactionof theweapon.(B) A thumbholestock.(C) A folding or telescopingstock.(D) A 6

grenadelauncheror flare launcher.(E) A flash suppressor.(F) A forward pistol grip. (2) A 7

semiautomatic,centerfirerifle thathasa fixed magazinewith thecapacityto acceptmorethan10 8

rounds.(3) A semiautomatic,centerfirerifle thathasanoverall lengthoflessthan30 inches.(4) 9

A semiautomaticpistol thathasthecapacityto accepta detachablemagazineandanyoneof the 10

following: (A) A threadedbarrel,capableof acceptinga flash suppressor,forwardhandgrip,or 11

silencer.(B) A secondhandgrip.(C) A shroudthat is attachedto, or partiallyor completely 12

encircles,thebarrelthatallowsthebearerto fire theweaponwithout burninghis or herhand, 13

excepta slidethatenclosesthebarrel.(D) Thecapacityto accepta detachablemagazineat some 14

locationoutsideof thepistol grip. (5) A semiautomaticpistol with a fixed magazinethathasthe 15

capacityto acceptmorethan10rounds.(6) A semiautomaticshotgunthathasbothof the 16

following: (A) A folding or telescopingstock.(B) A pistol grip thatprotrudesconspicuously 17

beneaththeactionof theweapon,thumbholestock,or verticalhandgrip.(7) A semiautomatic 18

shotgunthathastheability to accepta detachablemagazine.(8) Any shotgunwith a revolving 19

cylinder. 20

4
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(f) The Council finds a significaotpublic purposein exemptingpistolsthataredesigned I

expresslyfor usein Olympic targetshootingevents.Therefore,thosepistolsthataresaoctioned 2

by the InternationalOlympic Committeeaodby USA Shooting,thenationalgoverningbodyfor 3

internationalshootingcompetitionin theUnitedStates,aodthatareusedfor Olympic target 4

shootingpurposesat thetime theactaddingthis subdivisionis enacted,aodthatwould 5

otherwisefall within thedefinition of "assaultweapon"pursuaotto this sectionareexempt,as 6

providedin paragraphs(g) aod(h). 7

(g) "Assaultweapon"doesnot includeeitherofthefollowing: (I) Any aotiquefirearm. 8

(2) Any of the following pistols,becausetheyareconsistentwith thesignificaotpublic purpose 9

expressedin subdivision(f): 10

MANUFACTURER MODEL CALIBER 11
BENELLI MP90 .22LR 12
BENELLI MP90 .32 S&WLONG 13
BENELLI MP95 .22LR 14
BENELLI MP95 .32 S&WLONG 15
HAMMERLI 280 .22LR 16
HAMMERLI 280 .32S&WLONG 17
HAMMERLI SP20 .22LR 18
HAMMERLI SP20 .32S&WLONG 19
PARDINI GPO .22 SHORT 20

GP-SCHUMANN
PARDINI .22 SHORT 21

PARDINI HP .32 S&WLONG 22
PARDINI MP .32 S&WLONG 23
PARDINI SP .22LR 24

5
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PARDINI
WALTHER
WALTHER
WALTHER
WALTHER

SPE
GSP
GSP
OSP
OSP-2000

.22LR

.22LR

.32S&WLONG

.22 SHORT

.22 SHORT

I
2
3
4
5

(h) TheMayormayexemptnewmodelsof competitivepistolsthatwould otherwise 6

fall within thedefinition of "assaultweapon"pursuantto this sectionfrom beingclassifiedasan 7

assaultweapon.Theexemptcompetitivepistolsmaybebasedon recommendationsby USA 8

Shootingconsistentwith the regulationscontainedin theUSA ShootingOfficial Rulesor may 9

bebasedon therecommendationor rulesofanyotherorganizationthatthedepartmentdeems 10

relevant. II

(20) "Magazine"shallmeananyammunitionfeedingdevice. 12

(21) "Capacityto acceptmorethan10rounds"shallmeancapableofaccommodating 13

morethan10 rounds,but shallnotbeconstruedto includea feedingdevicethathasbeen 14

permanentlyalteredsothat it cannotaccommodatemorethan10rounds. IS

(22) ".50 BMG rifle" meansacenterfire rifle thatcanfire a .50BMG cartridgeandis not 16

alreadyanassaultweaponor amachinegun,butdoesnot includeanyantiquefirearm. 17

(23) ".50 BMG cartridge"meansacartridgethatis designedandintendedto befired from 18

acenterfire rifle andthatmeetsall of the following criteria: (I) It hasanoverall lengthof5.54 19

inchesfrom thebaseto the tip of thebullet. (2) Thebulletdiameterfor thecartridgeis from .510 20

6
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to, andincluding, .511 inch. (3) Thecasebasediameterfor thecartridgeis from .800inchto, and I

including, .804inch. (4) Thecartridgecaselengthis 3.91 inches. 2

(b) Section201(b)(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.01(b))is amendedasfollows: 3

(I) Paragraph(3) is amendedby striking thephrase"thatsuchweaponshallbe 4

unloaded,securelywrapped,andcarriedin openview" andinsertingthephrase"thatsuch 5

weaponshallbetransportedin accordancewith section4b ofAn Act To controlthepossession, 6

sale,transferanduseofpistolsandotherdangerousweaponsin theDistrict ofColumbia,to 7

providepenalties,to prescriberulesof evidence,andfor otherpurposes;or" in its place. 8

(2) A newparagraph(4) to readasfollows: 9

"(4) Any personwho temporarilypossessesa firearmregisteredto anotherperson 10

in thehomeof the registrant;provided,thatthepersonis not otherwiseprohibitedfrom II

possessingfirearms andthepersonreasonably believesthatpossessionof the firearm is necessary 12

to preventimminentdeathor greatbodily harmto himselfor herselfor to anotherperson.". 13

(c) Section202 (D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.02)is amendedasfollows: 14

(I) Subsection(a) is amendedasfollows: 15

(A) Paragraph(3) is amendedby strikingtheword "or" at theend. 16

(8) Paragraph(4) is amendedto readasfollows: 17

"(4) Pistolnot validly registeredto thecurrentregistrantin theDistrict prior to 18

September24, 1976,exceptthattheprohibitiononregisteringapistol shallnot applyto: 19

"(A) Any organizationthatemploysat leastonecommissionedspecial 20

7
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policeofficer or otheremployeelicensedto carrya firearmandthatarmstheemployeewith a 1

firearm duringtheemployee'sdutyhours; 2

"(B) A policeofficer who hasretiredfrom theMetropolitanPolice 3

Department;or 4

"(C) Any personwho seeksto registerapistol for usein self-defense 5

within thatperson'shome;or". 6

(C) A newparagraph(5) is addedto readasfollows: 7

"(5) An unsafefirearmprohibitedundersection504.". 8

"6. Assaultweapon;or 9

"7..50 BMG rifle. 10

(2) Subsection(b) is repealed. 11

(d) Section203 (D.C. Official Code§ 7- 12

2502.03)is amendedasfollows: 13

(I) Subsection(a) is amendedasfollows: 14

(A) Paragraph(4) is amendedasfollows: 15

(i) The lead-inlanguageis amendedby striking thephrase"5 years"andinsertingthe 16

phrase"10 years"in its place. 17

(ii) Subparagraph(A) is amendedby striking theword "or" at theend. 18

(iii) Subparagraph(B) is amendedby addingtheword "or" at theend. 19

8
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(iv) A newsubparagraph(C) is addedto readasfollows: I

"(C) Intrafamilyoffense;" 2

(B) A newsubparagraph(6A) is addedto readasfollows: 3

"(6A) Within the 5 yearsimmediatelyprecedingtheapplication,hasnot sufferedfrom a 4

mentaldisorder,asdefinedby rule, andhasahistoryofviolent behavioragainstthe 5

applicantor anotherperson,unlesstheapplicanthasaphysician's certificatethatthe 6

applicantis capableofpossessingaregulatedfirearmwithoutunduedangerto the 7

applicantor to anotherperson;". 8

(C) Paragraph(10) is amendedasfollows: 9

(i) Strikethephrase"useof thesamein accordancewith testsandstandards"and 10

insertingthephrase"use,handling,andstorageof thesamein accordancewith training, II

tests,andstandards"in its place. 12

(ii) Striketheword "and" at theend. 13

(D) Paragraph(II) is amendedby strikingtheperiodat theendandinsertingthephrase"; 14

and" in its place. IS

(E) A newparagraph(12) is addedto readasfollows: 16

"(l2)(A) Hasnot beenthe respondentin anintrafamily proceedingin which acivil 17

protectionorderwasissuedagainsttheapplicantpursuantto D.C. Official Code§ 16- 18

1005;provided,thatanapplicantwho hasbeenthesubjectof suchanordershallbe 19

9
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eligible for registrationif theapplicanthassubmittedto theChiefacertifiedcourtrecord 1

establishingthattheorderhasexpiredor hasbeenrescinded;or 2

"(8) Hasnotbeentherespondentin aproceedingin which a foreignprotectionorder,as 3

thattermis definedin D.C. Official Code§ 16-1041,wasissuedagainsttheapplicant; 4

provided,thatanapplicantwho hasbeenthesubjectof suchanordershaHbeeligible for 5

registrationif theapplicanthassubmittedto theChiefacertifiedcourtrecordestablishing 6

thattheorderhasexpiredor hasbeenrescinded.". 7

(2) Newsubsections(d) and(e) areaddedto readasfoHows: 8

"(d) TheChiefshaHrequireanyregistered pistolto besubmittedfor a baIIistics 9

identificationprocedureandshaHestablishareasonablefeefor suchprocedure. 10

"(e) TheChiefshaHregisterno morethanonepistol perregistrantduringany30- I I

dayperiod.". 12

(e) Section204)(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.04)is amendedasfoHows: 13

(I) Subsection(a) is amendedby striking thephrase"5 years"andinsertingthephrase"6 14

years"in its place. 15

(2) Subsection(c) is amendedby striking thephrase"shaHbeunloadedandsecurely 16

wrapped,andcarriedin openview" andinsertingthephrase"shaHbetransportedin 17

accordancewith section4b of An Act To controlthepossession,sale,transferanduseof 18

pistolsandotherdangerousweaponsin theDistrict of Columbia,to providepenalties,to 19

10
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prescriberulesofevidence,andfor otherpurposes"in its place. I

(f) Section205 (D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.05)is amendedby addinganewsubsection 2

(c) to readasfollows: 3

"(c) TheChiefmayoffer adiscountontheregistrationfeesofup to 50%for any 4

applicantwho producesa certificateof completionof a firearmssafetyandproficiency 5

coursefrom anapprovedinstructorasdeterminedby theChief.". 6

(g) A newsection207ais addedto readasfollows: 7

"Sec.207a.Expirationandrenewalof registrationcertificate 8

"(a) Registrationcertificatesshallexpire3 yearsafterthedateof issuanceunless 9

renewedin accordancewith this sectionfor subsequent3-yearperiods. 10

"(b) A registrantshallbeeligible for renewalof registrationofa firearm if theregistrant 11

continuesto meetall of the initial registrationrequirementssetforth in section203(a)and 12

follows anyprocedurestheChiefmayestablishby rule. 13

"(c) Foreachrenewal,a registrantshall submitastatementto theMetropolitanPolice 14

Departmentattestingto: 15

"(1) Possessionof the registeredfirearm; and 16

"(2) Theregistrant'saddress. 17

"(d) A registrantshall submitto a backgroundcheckonceevery6 yearsto confirm that 18

theregistrantcontinuesto qualitY for registrationundersection203. 19

11
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"(e)(I) TheMetropolitanPoliceDepartmentshallmail a renewalnoticeto eachregistrant I

at his or heraddressof recordat least90 daysprior to theexpirationof the registration 2

certificate. 3

"(2) A renewalapplicationshallbereceivedby theMetropolitanPolice 4

Departmentat least60 daysprior to theexpirationof thecurrentregistrationcertificate. 5

"(f) An applicantfor the renewalof a registrationcertificatemaybechargeda 6

reasonablefee to covertheadministrativecostsincurredby theMetropolitanPolice 7

Departmentin connectionwith therenewal. 8

"(g) TheChiefshallestablish,by rule, amethodfor conductingthe renewalof 9

registrationsfor all firearmsregisteredprior to July 17, 2008.Therenewalsofall firearms 10

registeredprior to July 17,2008,shallbecompletedwithin 3 yearsof theeffectivedateof II

theFirearmsControlAmendmentAct of2008.". 12

(h) Section209(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2502.09)is amendedasfollows: 13

(I) Designatetheexistingtext assubsection(a). 14

(2) Thenewly designatedsubsection(a) is amendedasfollows: 15

(A) Paragraph(2) is amendedby addingtheword "or" at theend. 16

(B) Paragraph(3) is amendedby striking thephrase"false;or" andinsertingthephrase 17

"false." in its place. 18

(C) Paragraph(4) is repealed. 19

12
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(3) A newsubsection(b) is addedto readasfollows:

"(b)(1) A registrantshallbefined not morethan$500for thefirst violationor
•

1

2

omissionof theduties,obligations,or requirementsimposedby section208. 3

"(2) A registrant'sregistrationshallberevokedfor a secondviolationor omissionof the 4

duties,obligations,or requirementsimposedby section208.". 5

(i) Section408 (D.C. Official Code§ 7-2504.08)is amendedasfollows: 6

(I) Designatetheexistingtext assubsection(a). 7

(2) A newsubsection(b) is addedto readasfollows: 8

"(b) Beginningon January1,2011,no licenseeshall sell or offer for saleany 9

semiautomaticpistol manufacturedonor afterJanuary1,2011thatis not microstamp 10

readyasrequiredby andin accordancewith section503.". 11

CD Newsections503 and504areaddedto readasfollows: 12

• "Sec.503.Microstamping. 13

"(a) For thepurposesof thesection,theterm: 14

"(I) "Firearmsdealer"meansapersonor organizationpossessingadealer'slicenseunder 15

authorityof Title IV 16

"(2) "Manufacturer"meansanypersonin businessto manufactureor assemblea firearm, 17

for saleor distribution. 18

13
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"(3) "Microstamp-ready"meansasemiautomaticpistol thatis manufacturedto producea I

uniquealpha-numericor geometriccodeonat least2 locationsoneachexpended 2

cartridgecasethat identifiesthemake,model,andserialnumberof thepistol. 3

"(4) "Semiautomaticpistol" meansapistol capableofutilizing a portionof theenergyof 4

a firing cartridgeto extractthe fired cartridgecaseandautomaticallychamberthenext 5

round,andthatrequiresaseparatepull of thetriggerto fire eachsuccessiveround. 6

"(b) Exceptasprovidedin subsection(c) of this section,beginningonJanuary1,2011,a 7

semiautomaticpistol falling into anyof the following categoriesshallbemicro-stamp 8

�r�e�~�: 9

"(1) Manufacturedin theDistrict of Columbia; 10

"(2) Deliveredor causedto bedeliveredby anymanufacturerto a firearmsdealerin the 11

District of Columbia;or 12

"(3) Sold,offeredfor sale,loaned,given,or transferredby a firearmsdealerin theDistrict 13

of Columbia. 14

"(c) This sectionshallapplyonly to semiautomaticpistolsthat: 15

"(1) Are manufacturedin theDistrict ofColumbia,or deliveredor causedto bedelivered 16

to a firearmsdealerin theDistrict of Columbia,onor afterJanuary1,2011;and 17

"(2) Havenot beentransferredto apersonnot licensedasa firearmsdealer 18

pursuantto stateor federallaw. 19

14
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"(d)(I) Intentionallydefacingor alteringamicrostamp-readysemiautomaticpistol or a I

portionof thepistol for thepurposeofpreventinglaw enforcementfrom identifYing the 2

uniquealpha-numericor geometriccodeassociatedwith thatpistol is prohibited. 3

(2) Replacinga firing pin thathasbeendamagedor otherwisein needof replacementfor 4

thesafeuseof thesemiautomaticpistol or for a legitimatesportingpurposeshallnot 5

alonebeevidencethatsomeonehasviolatedthis subsection. 6

"(e) (I) BeginningJanuary1,2011,amanufacturerthatdeliversasemiautomaticpistol, or 7

causesasemiautomaticpistol to bedelivered,to afirearmsdealerfor salein theDistrict of 8

ColumbiashallcertifY that: 9

"(A) Eachsemiautomaticpistol offeredfor salein theDistrict will produce auniquealpha- 10

numericcodeorageometriccodeoneachcartridgecasethatidentifiesthemake,model,and II

serialnumberof the semiautomaticpistol thatexpendedthecartridgecasing;and 12

"(B) The manufacturerwill supplythe Chiefof Policewith the make,model,andserial 13

numberof the semiautomaticpistol thatexpendedthecartridgecase,whenpresentedwith 14

analpha-numericor geometriccodefrom acartridgecase;provided,thatthecartridgecase 15

wasrecoveredaspartofa legitimate lawenforcementinvestigation. 16

"(f) The Chiefof Police,pursuantto Title I of the District of ColumbiaAdministrative 17

ProcedureAct, approved October21,1968(82 Stat.1204;D.C. Official Code§ 2-501 et 18

seq.),shall issuerulesto implementtheprovisionsof this section. 19

15
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"(g) Any personwho violatesthis sectionshallbeguilty ofamisdemeanorand,upon 1

conviction,shallbe imprisonednot morethanoneyear,fined notmorethan$1,000,or 2

both. 3

"Sec.504.Prohibitionon sale,transfer,ownership,or possessionofdesignatedunsafe 4

firearms. 5

"(a) Exceptasprovidedin subsections(c), (d), or (e) of this section, beginningJanuaryI, 6

2009,apistol thatis not ontheCaliforniaRosterofApprovedFirearmsasofJanuaryI, 7

2009,maynot bemanufactured,sold,given,loaned,exposedfor sale,transferred,or 8

importedinto theDistrict of Columbia. 9

"(b) Exceptasprovidedin subsection(e) of this section,beginningJanuary1, 2009,a 10

firearmthatis not onthe CaliforniaRosterofApprovedFirearmsasofJanuary1, 2009, 11

maynot beownedor possessedwithin theDistrict of Columbiaunlessthathandgunwas 12

lawfully ownedandregisteredprior to January1, 2009. 13

"(c) Exceptasprovidedin subsection(e) of this section,aDistrict ofColumbiaresident 14

who is theownerof ahandgunlawfully registeredprior to January1, 2009,thatis not on 15

theCaliforniaRosterofApprovedFirearmsasofJanuary1,2009,andwho wishesto sell 16

or transferthathandgunafterJanuary1, 2009,maydo soonly by sellingor transferring 17

ownershipof thehandgunto a licensedfirearmdealer. 18

16
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"(d) Exceptasprovidedin subsection(e) of this section,beginningJanuary1,2009,a 1

licensedfirearm dealerwho retainsin thedealer'sinventory,or who otherwiselawfully 2

acquires,any firearm not ontheCaliforniaRosterofApprovedFirearmsasofJanuary1, 3

2009,maysell, loan,give, trade,or otherwisetransferthefirearm only to anotherlicensed 4

firearmdealer. 5

"(e) This sectionshallnot applyto: 6

"(I) Firearmsdefinedascuriosor relics,asdefinedin 27 C.F.R.§ 478.11; 7

"(2) Thepurchaseofanyfirearmby a memberof theMetropolitanPoliceDepartmentand 8

otherlaw enforcementpersonneldesignatedby theMayor. 9

"(3) Pistolsthataredesignedexpresslyfor usein Olympic targetshootingeventsas 10

definedby CaliforniaPenalCodesection12132(h); 11

"(4) Certainsingleactionrevolversasdefinedby CaliforniaPenalCodesection12133; 12

"(5) Thesale,loan,or transferof anyfirearmthat is to beusedsolelyasapropduringthe 13

courseof amotionpicture,television,or videoproductionby anauthorizedparticipantin 14

thecourseof makingthatproductionor eventor by anauthorizedemployeeor agentof 15

theentityproducingthatproductionor event; 16

"(6) Thetemporarytransferofa lawfully ownedandregisteredfirearm for thepurposes 17

of cleaning,repair,or servicingof the firearmby a licensedfirearmdealer;or 18

17
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"(7) Thepossessionof a fireannby anon-residentof theDistrict of Columbiawhile 1

temporarilytravelingthroughtheDistrict for adurationof [lessthanoneday]; provided, 2

thatthefireannis at all timesstoredunloadedandwithin a lockedboxor otherlocked 3

container. 4

"(f) TheDistrict of Columbiashall provideto the licensedfirearmdealerswithin the 5

District informationabouthowto obtainacopyof theCaliforniaRosterofApproved 6

Fireanns. 7

"(g) Any person,firm, corporation,partnership,or other associationthatviolatesthis 8

sectionshallbeguilty of a felony and,uponconviction,shallbe imprisonedfor no more 9

than5 years,fined notmorethan$5,000,or both.". 10

(k) Section601 (D.C. Official Code§ 7-2506.01)is amendedasfollows: II

(1) Designatetheexistingtext assubsection(a). 12

(2) A newsubsection(b) is addedto readasfollows: 13

"(b) No personin theDistrict shallpossess,sell, or transferanylargecapacity 14

ammunitionfeedingdevice. For thepurposesof this subsection,theterm"largecapacity 15

ammunitionfeedingdevice"meansamagazine,belt, drum,feedstrip,or similardevice 16

thathasacapacityof, or thatcanbereadilyrestoredor convertedto accept,morethan10 17

roundsof ammunition. Theterm"largecapacityammunitionfeedingdevice"shallnot 18

18
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includeanattachedtubulardevicedesignedto accept,andcapableofoperatingonly with, 1

.22 caliberrimfire ammunition.". 2

(I) Section702 (D.C. Official Code§ 7-2507.02)is amendedto readasfollows: 3

"Sec.702. Responsibilitiesregardingstorageof firearms. 4

"(a) It shallbethepolicyof theDistrict ofColumbiathateachregistrantshould 5

keepany firearm in his or herpossessionunloadedandeitherdisassembledor securedby 6

a triggerlock, gunsafe,lockedbox, or othersecuredevice. 7

"(b) No personshallstoreor keepanyfirearm on anypremises 8

underhis control if heknowsor reasonablyshouldknowthata minor is likely to gain 9

accessto the firearm without thepermissionof theparentor guardianof theminorunless 10

suchperson: 11

"(I) Keepsthe firearm in a securelylockedbox, securedcontainer,or in a 12

locationwhich a reasonablepersonwouldbelieveto be secure;or 13

"(2) Carriesthe firearm on his personor within suchcloseproximity that 14

hecanreadilyretrieveanduseit asif hecarriedit onhis person. 15

"(c)(I) A personwho violatessubsection(b) of this section is guilty of criminally 16

negligentstorageofa firearmand,exceptasprovidedin paragraph(2) of this subsection, 17

shallbefined not morethan$1,000,imprisonednotmorethan180days,or both. 18

19
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"(2) A personwho violatessubsection(b) of this sectionandtheminor causesinjury or I

deathto themselvesor anothershallbefined not morethan$5,000,imprisonednot more 2

than5 years,or both. 3

"(3) Theprovisionsofparagraphs(I) and(2) of this subsectionshallnot applyif the 4

minor obtainsthe firearm asaresultofanunlawful entryto anypremisesby anyperson. 5

"(d) For thepurposesofthis section,theterm"minor" shallmeanapersonunder 6

theageof 18 years.". 7

(m) A newsection702ais addedto readasfollows: 8

"Sec.702a. Prohibitionof firearmsfrom public or privateproperty. 9

"(a) TheDistrict of Columbiamayprohibit or restrictthepossessionof firearmson its 10

propertyandanypropertyunderits control. 11

"(b) Privatepersonsor entitiesowningpropertyin theDistrict ofColumbiamayprohibit 12

or restrictthepossessionof firearmsontheirproperty.". 13

(n) Section705(a)(D.C. Official Code§ 7-2507.05(a))is amendedby striking thephrase 14

"shall beunloadedandsecurelywrappedin apackage"andinsertingthephrase"shall be 15

transportedin accordancewith section4b ofAn Act To control thepossession,sale, 16

transferanduseof pistolsandotherdangerousweaponsin theDistrict of Columbia,to 17

providepenalties,to prescriberulesofevidence,andfor otherpurposes"in its place. 18

20
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(n) D.C. Code§ 7-2551.01is amendedby deleting":(1) 'Assaultweapon'"andall that I

follows andreplacingit with '''assaultweapon'shallhavethesamemeaningasin paragraph(19) 2

of § 7-2501.01." 3

Sec.3. Savingsclause. 4

Nothing in section2(a)(3)shallaffectanyaction,proceeding,or prosecution 5

commencedbeforeSeptember16,2008.Any suchaction,proceeding,or prosecutionshall 6

continue,or maybeenforced,in thesamemannerandto the sameextentas if theamendment 7

madeby thatsectionhadnot beenmade. 8

Sec.4. Fiscalimpactstatement. 9

TheCounciladoptsthe fiscal impactstatementof theChiefFinancialOfficer asthe fiscal 10

impactstatementrequiredby section602(c)(3)of theDistrict of ColumbiaHomeRuleAct, II

approvedDecember24,1974(87 Stat.813; D.C. Official Code§ 1-206.02(c)(3». 12

Sec.5. Effectivedate. 13

This actshall takeeffectfollowing approvalby theMayor (or in theeventvetoby the 14

Mayor, actionby theCouncil to overridetheveto),a30-dayperiodofCongressionalreviewas 15

providedin section602(c)(I) of theDistrict of ColumbiaHomeRuleAct, approvedDecember 16

24, 1973(87 Stat.813; D.C. Official Code§ 1-206.02(c)(1»,andpublicationin theDistrict of 17

ColumbiaRegister. 18

21
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SUBJECT: Report on Bill 19-614, "Firearms Amendment Act of 20 12" 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to which Bill 19-614, the "Firearms Amendment Act of 
2012" was referred, reports favorably thereon with amendments, and recommends approval by 
the Council. 

CONTENTS 

I. Background and Need ................................................................ .1 
II. Legislative Chronology ............................................................... 21 
III. Position of the Executive ............................................................. 21 
IV. Comments of Advisory Neighborhood Commissions ............... 21 
V. Summary of Testimony ............................................................... 21 
VI. Impact on Existing Law .............................................................. 23 
VII. Fiscal Impact ................................................................................ 24 
VIII. Section-by-Section Analysis ....................................................... 24 
IX. Committee Action ........................................................................ 28 
X. Attachments ................................................................................. 29 

I. BACKGROUND AND NEED 

Summary 

Bill 19-614, the Firearms Amendment Act of 2012, was introduced in response to 
concerns raised by the Community Association for Firearms Education. The city requires, as a 
prerequisite to registering a firearm, that a registrant complete a minimum of four hours 
classroom instruction in firearms safety and one hour of firing range training. Yet, under District 
law, "it is impossible for firearms trainers to effectively teach firearm safety to members of the 
public within the city, and for DC residents to obtain that training within the city."l 

I Letter from Ricardo A. Royal, Nat'l President, Cmty. Ass'n for Firearms Educ. and George L. Lyon, DC Chapter 
President, Cmty. Ass'n for Firearms Educ., to Councilmember Phil Mendelson (Jul. 19,2011) (on file with the 
Committee on the Judiciary and attached to this report). 
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Even as introduced, Bill 19-614 actually deals more broadly with firearms regulation than 
the single issue of ensuring the availability of training within the District's bQrders. The 
Committee has used this legislation to make a wide range of revisions to the law. 

Bill 19-614 maintains core aspects of the District's gun control law: (l)aU firearms must 
be registered; (2) certain types of weapons (e.g., automatic weapons) are prohibited; and (3) 
potentially dangerous persons (e.g., ex-felons or the mentally ill) may not possess a firearm. 
Among the more noteworthy changes, the bill: 

Enables firearms training within the District, both before and after registration; 
Eliminates the ballistics test now required of each firearm as a component of 
registration; 
Eliminates any vision requirement except for the legally blind; 
Eliminates the required 4-hour training course (plus I-hour on a range); 
Delays microstamping until January 1, 2014 to give time for implementation in 
California; 
Delays re-registration until January 1,2014 to give time for implementation by the 
MPD; 
Repeals the fee for re-registration; 
Authorizes (but does not require) the Mayor to act as an FFL ifno other FFL is 
operating; and 
Eliminates most limitations on what ammunition a registrant may possess. 

A short history of gun control in the District of Columbia 

The Committee has not undertaken an in-depth research of the history, but it is clear from 
the present law that Congress has long been concerned about gun violence in the nation's 
capital. Two years before adoption of the National Firearms Act of 1934, Congress enacted "An 
Act To control the possession, sale, transfer and use of pistols and other dangerous weapons in 
the District of Columbia, to provide penalties, to prescribe rules of evidence, and for other 
purposes.,,2 Although amended from time to time, this statute remains in effect and is codified as 
Chapter 45 of Title 22 of the D.C. Official Code. Its provisions are frequently the basis for gun­
related criminal prosecutions in the District of Columbia. 

Thus, gun control had been on the books for over 40 years when the newly elected Home 
Rule Council adopted the Firearms Control Regulations Act of 1975.3 Codified as chapter 25 of 
Title 7, this act imposes a broad regulatory scheme on the acquisition, possession, and transfer of 
firearms. The act requires registration of all firearms, restricts who may register a firearm (for 
instance, has not been voluntarily or involuntarily committed to any mental hospital or institution 
within 5 years preceding the registration application), and prohibits certain firearms entirely. 

247 Stat. 650 (approved July 8, 1932) (codified at D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 22-4501 et seq.). 
3 D.C. Law 1-85 (effective September 24, 1976)(codified at D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2501.01 et seq.). 
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Until 2008, the act prohibited all private individuals from registering (i.e., possessing) a 
handgun. 

In 2008, the Supreme Court, in District of Columbia v. Heller, held that the Second 
Amendment of the Constitution guarantees an individual's right to possess a firearm for the 
lawful purpose of self-defense within the home.4 The Court invalidated the District's total ban 
on handguns.5 It also struck down the District's safe storage provision6 

- a provision that 
required all firearms including rifles and shotguns be kept unloaded and disassembled or bound 
by a trigger lock, because it lacked an explicit exception for self defense. Since the Heller 
decision, there have been 2,158 firearms registered in the District (713 long guns and 1445 
handguns).7 

Following the Heller case, the Council revised the 1975 Firearms Control Regulations 
Act. 8 There have been several challenges to this statute in the courts, but no provision has been 
overturned. Last October the U.S. Circuit Court upheld several provisions of the law, and 
remanded others to the District Court for further proceedings "because the record is 
insufficient. ,,9 

Context 

The District is not unlike other major U.S. cities in the high incidence of crime and the 
percentage of those crimes that are committed by use of firearms. The District's crime rate for 
the various violent crimes exceeds the national average - typical of urban centers. Of these 
crimes, a significant percentage is committed with firearms: 

Percentage 0 D In ex Crimes Invo vmg Guns f C d I . 

2008 2009 2010 201 I 

Homicide 75% 76% 75% 71% 

Robbery 34% 37% 33% 28% 

ADW 26% 26% 23% 21% 

Cities across the country are grappling with gun violence. Major cities such as New York 
and Chicago utilize a variety of gun control regulations. Many cities have also tried unique 
initiatives, such as the Boston Gun Project's Operation Ceasefire, Richmond's Operation Exile, 
and Philadelphia's Gun Court. The U.S. Department of Justice has published extensively about 

4554 U.S. 570,635 (2008). 
51d 
61d at 571. 
7 Information provided by the Metropolitan Police Department, current as of February 27, 2012. 
8 See D.C. Law 17-372, Firearms Control Amendment Act of2008 (effective Mar. 31,2009). 
9 Hellerv. District of Columbia, No. 10-7036,2011 U.S. App. LEXIS 20130, at "3 (D.C. Cir. Oct. 4, 2011) 
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the many different strategies cities employ to combat gun violence.lo It is a substantial problem, 
both as a matter of public safety and public health. 

But the District is unlike other cities in that it also hosts the federal government as well as 
the international diplomatic corps. 

Two presidents have been assassinated by handguns in the District of Columbia: 
Abraham Lincoln and James Garfield. At least three presidents have been shot or shot at with 
pistols in the District: Andrew Jackson, Harry S Truman, and Ronald Reagan. In each of the last 
three Presidential administrations the White House has been the target of firearms: Bill Clinton 
(October 29, 1994), George W. Bush (February 7, 2001), and Barack Obama (November 11, 
2011). History has shown time and again that the successful assassination of a President is a 
fundamental, history-changing event for the United States of America. 

Congress is not exempt from these threats. In September 2010, U.S. Capitol Police shot a 
man after he brandished a weapon at them near the Capitol.l1 In July 2009, Capitol Police shot 
and killed a man two blocks from the U.S. Capitol after he led officers on a brief car chase and 
pulled out a handgun when stopped. 12 In February 2009, 64-year old Alfred Brock was arrested 
with a rifle near the Capitol after inquiring about President Obama's whereabouts "so he could 
deliver something.,,13 Over the last five years, according to arrest data provided by the 
Metropolitan Police Department, between one and six individuals have been arrested - each year 
- for possession of unregistered firearms within two blocks of the White House and another one 
to six individuals within three blocks of the U.S. Capitol. 

In 1976 a car bomb assassinated an exiled Chilean diplomat, Orlando Letelier, while he 
rounded Sheridan Circle in Embassy ROW.14 In October 2011, the United States indicted two 
Iranian men on charges they attempted to use a weapon of mass destruction to assassinate Saudi 
Arabia's ambassador in Washington. IS The Committee has not attempted to research the attacks 
on diplomats in Washington between these two dates. 

10 See Office of Justice Programs, National Institute of Justice, Topical Collection: Gun Violence, 
http://nij.ncjrs.gov/App/publications/Pub search.aspx?searchtype=basic&categOly=99&location=top&PSID=57 
(last visited February 28,2012). 
II Debbi Wilgoren, Police Shoot Armed Man Near u.s. Capitol, WASH. POST, Sept. 17,2010, 
http://voices.washingtonpost.comllocal-breaking-news/crime-and-public-safety/police-shoot-armed-man-near­
us.html. 
12 James Rowley and Lorraine Woellert, Police Shoot Suspect Near U.S. Capitol After Chase (Update3), 
BLOOMBERG, Jul. 15,2009, http://www.bloomberg.com/apps/news?pid=newsarchive&sid=aPhjzh2PJiiw. 
13 Armed man was looking for Obama: police, THE SYDNEY MORNING HERALD, Feb. II, 2009, 
http://news.smh.com.aulbreaking-news-worldlarmed-man-was-Iooking-for-obama-police-20090211-84j8.html. 
14 See Transnational Institute, Ex-Chilean Ambassador Killed by Bomb Blast (citing Stephen J. Lynton and 
Lawrence Meyer, WASH. POST (1976», http://www.tni.orglarticle/ex-chilean-ambassador-killed-bomb-blast. 
15 See Jerry Markon and Karen DeYoung, Iran Behind Alleged Terrorist Plot, U.s. says, WASH POST (updated Oct. 
12, 20 II), http://www.washingtonpost.com/worldlnational-security/iranian-charged-in-terror-
plotl20 1111 O/lllgIOAia YxcL print.html. 
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Police Chief Cathy Lanier summarized the problem In her testimony before the 
Committee on Bill 19-614: 

Government facilities, dignitaries, and public servants are prime targets for terrorists, 
both foreign and domestic. Protecting government officials and infrastructure is a 
challenge for every city in the United States. But in Washington, DC, the likelihood of 
attack is higher, and the challenges to protecting the city are greater. In 2011 alone, we 
saw an assassination attempt on the president - where fortunately the only thing the 
shooter hit was the White House - and another shooter firing at military installations. 
Both of these incidents were carried out by a lone gunman, angry at one facet or another 
of the US government. 

The high-profile human targets - from the nation's top elected leaders to the more than 
400 foreign dignitaries that make official visits to DC each year - are an obvious and 
attractive target. The District is also vulnerable due to the sheer volume of secure 
motorcades traveling in Washington on any given day. The daily movements around the 
city of the President, Vice President, and their families, and the approximately 3,000 
foreign dignitaries spending time in our city each year means that all of our roadways are 
a challenge to secure. 

Two notable incidents also illustrate why long guns should be subject to the same level of 
regulation as handguns. Both Oscar Ortega-Hernandez, the White House shooter, and 
James Von Brunn, the assailant at the Holocaust Museum, chose to use long guns .... 16 

On the last page of its Heller opinion, the Supreme Court acknowledged "the problem of 
handgun violence in this country," and the Court noted that "[t]he Constitution leaves the District 
of Columbia a variety of tools for combating that problem, including some measures rewlating 
handguns.,,17 Further, it ordered the District to permit Mr. Heller to register his handgun. 8 

The District's Firearm Registration Requirements 

In adopting the Firearms Control Regulations Act of 1975, the Council included a 
"findings and purpose" section: 

The Council of the District of Columbia finds that in order to promote the health, safety 
and welfare of the people ofthe District of Columbia it is necessary to: 

(I) Require the registration of all firearms that are owned by private citizens; 
(2) Limit the types of weapons persons may lawfully possess; 
(3) Assure that only qualified persons are allowed to possess firearms; 

16 8iIl19-614, Firearms Amendment Act 0/2011: Hearing 8e/ore the Council a/the District a/Columbia 
Committee on the Judiciary, Jan. 30, 2012, at 2 (written testimony of Cathy L. Lanier, Chief of Police, Metropolitan 
Police Department) [hereinafter Chief Lanier 1.30.12 Testimony). 
17 District of Columbia v. Heller, 554 U.S. 570, 635, 636 (2008). 
18 Jd at 635. 
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(4) 
(5) 

Regulate deadly weapons dealers; and 
Make it more difficult for firearms, destructive devices, and ammunition to 
move in illicit commerce within the District ofColumbia.19 

Each of these findings remains true today. Indeed, in its written statement regarding Bill 
19-614, the Legal Community Against Violence wrote: 

Registration laws are an essential component of responsible gun policy because they: 1) 
help law enforcement to quickly trace firearms recovered at crime scenes; 2) discourage 
illegal firearm sales by creating accountability for gun owners; 3) protect police officers 
responding to an incident by providing them with information about whether firearms 
may be present at the scene; and 4) facilitate the return of lost or stolen firearms to their 
rightful owners?O 

Some critics of gun registration complain that only law abiding citizens comply. Let's 
assume, arguendo, that they are correct. Registration, therefore, is a means to separate the law­
abiding from the criminal element. This is enormously beneficial to law enforcement because it 
readily identifies criminals and provides a means to readily arrest them. When police find a 
suspect in a robbery but carmot immediately obtain witrJess identification, they can nevertheless 
immediately arrest the suspect if the suspect is armed. The charge is possession of an 
unregistered firearm. Time and again, police are able to take known criminals off the street 
immediately because they are caught with a gun. When 64-year old Alfred Brock was found 
with a rifle near the Capitol after inquiring about President Obama's whereabouts, he could be 
arrested immediately - and he was, because he could be charged with possession of an 
unregistered firearm. Thus, an important purpose for the registration of firearms is indeed to 
separate law abiding citizens of the District from those who wish to possess and use firearms for 
criminal purposes. 

A registration system provides local law enforcement with the ready ability to identify 
whether an individual has a right to own or possess a firearm. The District's law prohibits many 
classes of people from having a firearm: the mentally ill, felons, domestic violence abusers, 
chronic drunk drivers, those with a history of violence, and others. It is difficult to conceive how 
the District could effectively enforce these prohibitions without registration - that is, without the 
ability before the gun purchase to say no. Without registration, the goverrrrnent would have to 
trust that prohibited persons will in every instance comply with the law. And enforcement would 
always have to be after-the-fact. 

Similarly, a registration system enables local law enforcement to enforce the prohibitions 
when a person becomes ineligible - say, a firearms registrant who becomes a convicted felon. If 

19 Firearms Control Regulations Act of 1975, D.C. Law 1-85, § 2 (effective September 24, 1976) (codified at D.C. 
OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2501.01 et seq.). 
20 Bill 19-614, Firearms Amendment Act 0/2011: Hearing Before the Council o/the District o/Columbia 
Committee on the Judiciary, Jan. 30,2012, at 3 (written supplemental statement of Benjamin Van Houten, 
Managing Attorney, Legal Community Against Violence) (2. \3.12) [hereinafter Benjamin Van Houten 2.13.12 
Supplemental Statement]. 
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someone who has lawfully registered a firearm falls into one of the prohibited categories, thus 
becoming a "prohibited person," the police need to be able to recognize that this individual no 
longer has the right to lawfully possess a firearm. Daniel Webster of the Johns Hopkins Center 
for Gun Policy and Research stated that "[a] number of states have handgun registries ... [and] 
[I]aw enforcement officers in these states use the registries to identify and disarm persons who 
purchase firearms and subsequently become prohibited after committing a felony or being 
subject to a restraining order for domestic violence.,,21 

The Chief of Police, during her testimony before the Committee on Bill 19-614, 
recognized that "[v ]erifying the eligibility of the owner to legally f,0ssess the firearm" is one of 
the "key objectives" of the District's firearm registration process. 2 The goal, according to the 
Chief, is to "reduce the likelihood that individuals who are prohibited from owning firearms will 
have them." During her testimony before the Committee, the Chief pointed to the real risks of 
firearms falling into the hands of those legally prohibited and ill-suited to have them: 

Felons, the mentally ill, and other disqualified individuals pose the biggest threat to the 
public. For instance, both the assault on Congresswoman Gabrielle Gifford, during 
which six individuals were killed, and the Virginia Tech massacre, in which 33 people 
were killed, were committed by shooters with a history of mental illness?3 

In written testimony submitted for the Committee record, Joseph J. Vince, Jr. spoke to the 
District's registration requirements as providing important tools to law enforcement for 
protecting both the public as well as police officers. He stated that a registration system 
increases the difficulty for prohibited persons, including criminals or juveniles, from acquiring 
guns, and that "[t]he stronger the firearms-registration system, the less the likelihood that those 
who are a threat to themselves or others will get access to firearms.,,24 

A registration system for firearms also holds accountable those with lawful firearms in 
the District. Benjamin Van Houten of the Legal Community Against Violence, in a supp­
lemental statement provided to the Committee, stated that one of the reasons that a registration 
system is an "essential component of responsible gun policy" is because such a system 

21 See Bill 19-614. Firearms Amendment Act of2011: Hearing Before the Council oflhe District of Columbia 
Commillee on the Judiciary, Jan. 30, 2012, at I (written testimony of Daniel W. Webster, SeD, MPH, Johns 
Hopkins Center for Gun Policy Research) [hereinafter Daniel W. Webster 1.30.12 Testimony] (citing Allorney 
General Applauds Bill to Take More Prohibited Firearms off Streets, TRI-CITY VOICE, Oct. 28, 2011, 
http://www.tricitvvoice.com/articlefiledisplay.php?issue=20 11-1 0-2S&fiIe=S8S19+++ TCV .txt). 
22 Chief Lanier 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 16, at 3 (The other stated objectives were: U[eJnsuring that owners 
have a common body of knowledge of firearms laws, responsibilities, and safety; [pJroviding law enforcement with 
the information necessary to readily identity legal firearms and the rightful owners; and [e]stablishing a means of 
tracking legal firearms that may be lost, stolen, or used in a crime."). 
231d. 

24 Bill 19-614. Firearms Amendment Act of2011: Hearing Before the Council of the District of Columbia 
Commillee on the Judiciary, Jan. 30, 2012, at 2-3 (written statement of Joseph 1. Vince) [hereinafter Joseph J. Vince 
Statement]. 
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"discourage[s] illegal fireann sales by creating accountability for gun owners.,,25 Indeed, 
requiring registration of the fireann and subsequent registration renewal allows for the 
Metropolitan Police Department to generaliy be aware of the fireanns' whereabouts. This, in 
turn, frustrates straw purchasers and deters gun trafficking. The government's interest in 
preventing the trafficking of guns - i.e., the acquisition of guns by criminals - cannot be 
overstated. 

Registrations fulfills a number of needs important to the District's interest in public 
safety: distinguishing criminals from law-abiding citizens, enabling police to arrest criminals 
immediately, facilitating enforcement against prohibited persons obtaining or continuing to 
possess fireanns, reducing gun trafficking, and increasing the difficulty for criminals to acquire 
guns. The challenge to the government, therefore, is to undertake registration without an 
unnecessary burden for the law-abiding citizen. 

Fingerprints, Photo Identification, and In-person Appearance 

Bill 19-614 makes changes and clarifications to the requirements for a registrant's 
fingerprints and photograph for purposes of fireann registration. First, the Committee Print 
clarifies that fingerprinting is a mandatory, one-time requirement. Because the Committee Print 
also requires that the Chief of Police maintain a record of the fingerprints, additional 
fingerprinting is no longer required.26 The initial fingerprinting requirement is fundamental for 
the Department to fulfill its public safety obligations in registering fireanns27 - being able to 
screen the registrant to ensure that he or she is not disqualified from possessing a fireann, and 
then later, to be able to ensure that the individual has not fallen into a "prohibited person" 
category. Several states - California, New York, New Jersey, Iowa, Massachusetts, and Hawaii 
- as part of their pennit-to purchase licensing system require that applicants be photographed and 
fingerprinted prior to a background check.28 

25Benjamin Van Houten 2.13.12 Supplemental Statement, supra note 20; see also Joseph J. Vince Statement, supra 
note 24, at 3 (asserting that "[f]ireann registration fosters greater accountability among gun owners, and provides 
important information for law enforcement .... "). 
26 "The Chief shall maintain a record of the fingerprints of sufficient quality to enable periodic investigation to 
ensure compliance with Section 203 [§ 7-2502.03]." Bill 19-614, Fireanns Amendment Act of2012, Sec. 2(e) 
(Committee Print). In other words, rather than the registrant appearing every 6 years for a background check, the 
MPD will periodically undertake the background check on its own initiative, and has the fingerprints to resubmit for 
this purpose if necessary. It is expected that the fingerprints will be digitally stored by the MPD. The Committee 
has learned that other states undertake periodic background checks of registrants - at the state's initiative - to ensure 
continued qualification, typically for carry permits. 
27 See Daniel W. Webster 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 21, at 2 ("Law enforcement agencies conduct background 
checks for job applicants, individuals seeking to adopt a child, and many other purposes rely upon the applicant's 
fingerprints to ascertain an individual's prior involvement in crime," thus it does not appear unreasonable for the 
District to fingerprint applicants for the purpose of fireann registration.). 
28/d. ("The rationale for these requirements is that verification of the identifY and fitness of persons approved to 
legally possess fireanns is a serious matter of public safety."). 
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Witnesses testified to the importance of requiring fingerprinting in order to be certain of 
the registrant's identification. A prohibited person can evade detection and succeed in 
registration ifhe or she can mask his or her identify. According to Chief Lanier: 

"[u]sing biometrics [i.e., fingerprints] to positively identify an individual is far more 
effective than relying simply on a name and social security number, as is done with the 
background checks conducted by federally licensed firearms dealers. Identify theft is 
rampant, and §un dealers are not necessarily well trained in identifying false 
documentation.' 9 

Daniel W. Webster of the Johns Hopkins Center for Gun Policy and Research testified to 
the risk of identity theft in a system that relies solely upon firearms dealers to handle the 
identification process, because they have a vested interest in a sale.3o Mr. Webster cited a study 
where U.S. General Accounting Office investigators attempted the purchase of firearms from 
licensed dealers in five states, using homemade false drivers licenses, where the system was such 
that the firearms dealers were relied upon to verify the identity of potential purchasers.31 The 
investigators experienced a 100 percent success rate in their efforts. 32 

Whether it is because dealers are eager for a sale, or are not well-trained, or because the 
false documents were well made, the fact remains that a law enforcement-conducted background 
check through the use of fingerprints is the optimal means for the District to ensure that an 
individual is eligible to register a firearm. 

Bill 19-614 also removes from the registrant the burden of submitting a photograph for 
purposes of registration. Instead, the Chief of Police is required to take a digitalized photograph 
of an individual applicant at the time of the filing of a registration application. In her testimony 
before the Committee, Chief Lanier reaffirmed the importance of a registrant being able to 
present a registration certificate with a �p�h�o�t�o�g�r�a�~�h�,� so police can quickly identify whether and to 
whom the firearm has been legally registered.3 While an individual with a legally registered 
firearm is likely less dangerous to an officer than someone with an illegal gun, "a certificate with 
a photo helps to quickly and safety [sic] communicate this to an officer" which "in tum, helps to 
keep both the officer and the registrant safe.,,34 

An individual must make an initial, in-person appearance at MPD in order for a 
photograph and fingerprints to be taken. However, The Committee encourages the Department 
to allow individuals to obtain and fill out applications and any other forms for firearm 
registration online on MPD's website. This has the benefit of enabling registrants to be fully 

29 Chief Lanier \.30.12 Testimony, supra note 16, at 3. 
30 Daniel W. Webster 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 21, at 2. 
31/d (citing GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE, PURCHASED FROM FEDERAL FIREARM LICENSEES USING BOGUS 
IDENTIFICATION, GAO-01-427NI (2001». 
32/d. 

33 See Chief Lanier 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 16, at 4. 
34 Id 
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prepared when they arrive at the police station, and minimizes the time they must take off from 
work. 

Re-registration 

The Committee believes that a registration system for firearms is most effective if the 
data retained by the Metropolitan Police Department is current. Thus, a system whereby 
individuals are periodically notified by the Department that they are required to resubmit their 
basic registration information is necessary. 35 

Currently section 205 of the law requires registrants to notifY MPD of any change in 
registration statuS.36 But this has not been effective. Thousands of registrants have moved, died, 
disposed of their guns (perhaps lost them) and have not notified MPD. MPD has told the 
Committee that many registrants cannot be located. Since keeping the registration records up to 
date is best, it makes sense to overlay a re-registration requirement. The burden of this is 
minimized if the renewal process is easy. 

Several witnesses testified to the importance of a system for re-registration. The Legal 
Community Against Violence testified that "[t]he requirement that firearm owners renew their 
registration every three years helps ensure that those who have fallen into a prohibited category, 
say by being convicted of a felony or a domestic violence misdemeanor, aren't allowed to 
continue to own or possess gunS.,,37 

Similarly, Daniel Webster of the Johns Hopkins Center for Gun Policy and Research 
testified to the "important potential public safety benefits" of re-registration requirements, stating 
that "[l]egal purchasers of firearms may go on to commit crimes or become subject to restraining 
orders for domestic violence that make them legally prohibited from possessing firearms.,,38 As 

35 The law requires MPD to notify registrants when it is time to reneW, but the law also requires that registrants have 
the responsibility to renew regardless of whether they get notice from MPD. See D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2502.07a 
(20 II Supp.). 
36 See D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2502.08. Several witnesses also testified that the re-registration requirement is 
unnecessary because of the existing requirement for a registrant to notify the Chief regarding the loss, theft, or 
destruction of the registration certificate or ofa registered firearm, ofa change in the registrant's name or address, or 
of the sale or transfer of the firearm. See Bill 19-614, Firearms Amendment Act 0/2011: Hearing Be/ore the 
Council o/the District o/Columbia Committee on the Judiciary, Jan. 30, 2012, at 6 (written statement of Charles H. 
Cunningham, Dir.ofState and Local Affairs, Nat'! Rifle Ass'n of Am.) [hereinafter Charles H. Cunningham 
Written Statement] ("If a registrant has not notified the Chief of any change, the District should simply assume the 
person is still lawfully in possession of the firearm .... "); see also Bill 19-614, Firearms Amendment Act 0/2011: 
Hearing Be/ore the Council o/the District o/Columbia Committee on the Judiciary, Jan. 30, 2012, at 2 
(supplemental written statement of Emily Miller) ("The law already dictates that a gun owner has to notify the 
registry office with a change of address or gun sale .... "). 
37 See Bill 19-614, Firearms Amendment Act 0/2011: Hearing Be/ore the Council o/the District of Columbia 
Committee on the Judiciary, Jan. 30, 2012, at 1-2 (written testimony of Benjamin Van Houten, Managing Attorney, 
Legal Community Against Violence [hereinafter Benjamin Van Houten 1.30.12 Testimony]. 
38 Daniel W. Webster 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 21, at 2. 
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stated above, an important purpose for maintaining a firearms registration system in the District 
is for law enforcement to have the data regarding firearms and their registered owners in order to 
ensure that lawful owners do not later fall into a prohibited category whereby they are no longer 
qualified to own or possess a firearm. This purpose is frustrated if registration information is not 
current. 

Another important goal of the re-registration system is to determine when firearms have 
been lost or stolen. In order for MPD, to the best of its ability, to track a gun that has been lost or 
stolen, up-to-date information about the firearm's last legal whereabouts is crucial. The re­
registration requirement can also act as a means for enforcement, in two ways: first, it likely 
causes the owner to look for his or her gun if it hasn't been used, and this assures that the gun has 
not been lost or stolen. Second, in the act of re-registering, an individual is affirming continued 
possession of the firearm, which could prohibit an individual from later asserting that he or she 
did not know that the firearm was lost or stolen. The Committee notes that the reasons for 
maintaining the re-registration requirement apply equally to long guns as they do for handguns. 

While supporting the general objective of re-registration, Chief Lanier testified before the 
Committee that creating such a system has a financial cost to the government.39 However, the 
Committee Print for Bill 19-614 extends the time period for the Department to establish a robust 
renewal system, and a system must be established by January 1, 2014. Furthermore, no 
registration renewals will be required prior to that time to allow for the requisite infrastructure to 
be put into place. The Committee believes that the re-registration process is important enough 
that the Department should be allocated sufficient resources to establish the system. 

The Committee Print clarifies that the re-registration process is simple - the Chief of 
Police will provide a form for renewal, and submission can occur either online via MPD's 
website, by mail, or in person. The renewal form need not be notarized, and seeks only to 
ascertain four basic facts: that the registrant still exists, possesses the firearm, lives at the 
specified address, and is still eligible to possess a firearm (e.g., has not become a felon). Failure 
to re-register will result in the cancelation of the firearms registration. 

Training 

Current law requires that an individual complete a firearms training or safety course or 
class that provides at a minimum, a total of at least one hour of training at a firing range and at 
least 4 hours of classroom instruction. Bill 19-614 substantially revises this requirement -
primarily, by eliminating the 5 hour requirement with the range and classroom components. 

The Committee has found that the 5-hour requirement is expensive and cannot be met 
within the District. The legislation maintains a training requirement, but it will be provided free 

39Chief Lanier 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 16 (asserting that in light oflimited resources, "establishing and 
maintaining the systems and processes to regularly track this information may cost more than the potential benefit"). 
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of charge and entail far less time. The Committee Print leaves to the discretion of the Chief of 
Police as to how best to provide it, but the Committee expects, based on conversations with 
MPD, that the new training and safety class will be comparable to what Maryland requires. In 
Maryland, a video is shown to individuals who purchase firearms. In her testimony before the 
Committee, Chief Lanier stated that the Department "urge[s] the Council to consider [the 
Department's] original proposal to allow MPD to provide a video on firearms safety and laws 
that registrants can watch at MPD or online.,,4o 

The Committee believes training in the safe handling and use of firearms is important, 
and it makes no sense that anyone would acquire a firearm and then not know how to use it. But 
training ought to occur over many sessions over a period of time and, for now, that would not 
seem viable to require as a matter of law. So, the Print adopts the Chiefs 
recommendationiMaryland approach. Further, the Committee Print clarifies that this training 
requirement is a one-time requirement per registrant, and need not be completed again for 
successive firearm registrations. 

Additionally, the Committee Print exempts from the training requirement an individual 
who can demonstrate that he or she has received firearms training in the U.S. military, has a 
license from another state that included training at least equal to MPD's, or can otherwise 
demonstrate that a firearms training or safety course has been completed that is at least equal to 
that provided by MPD. MPD testified that in practice, it was already exempting many of those 
individuals from the current 5-hour training requirement.41 

The Committee Print resolves a catch-22 that existed in current law, which restricted an 
individual from possessing a firearm in the District that was not registered to him or her, yet 
required that individual to perform training with a firearm prior to registration. Bill 19-614 
exempts from the registration requirement an individual who temporarily possesses a firearm 
while participating in a firearms training and safety class conducted by a firearms instructor. By 
making this change to the law, the Committee recognizes that an individual, prior to the 
application process for registering a firearm, may still want (and ought) to engage in training at a 
firing range. The Committee Print makes this possible, and also makes a similar change 
regarding ammunition: that an individual may temporarily possess ammunition for purposes of 
participation in a firearms training and safety class. Also, the Committee Print clarifies that for 
persons who travel in the District to participate in any "lawful recreational firearm-related 
activity," that phrase includes a firearms training and safety class.42 

40 Chief Lanier 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 16. 
41Id. (asserting that "we agree with clarifYing in the legislation that which we already do in practice: waiving the 
current training requirement for individuals who can prove they have already been trained in the military or law 
enforcement, or certified as trained by another jurisdiction."). 
42 See D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2502.0 1 (b)(3) (2011 Supp.); § 22-4504.01(2) (2011 Supp). 
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Ballistics Testing and Microstamping 

In 2008, the Committee discussed at length the ballistics testing requirement under 
current law: 

All fireanns leave unique markings on the bullets and shell casings they fire. Ballistic 
identification laws enable law enforcement to link bullets and shell casings recovered at 
crime scenes to the fireann that fired them by test firing the firearm. During the October 
1st [2008] hearing, Josh Horwitz, Executive Director of the Educational Fund to Stop Gun 
Violence ("Ed Fund"), testified on ballistics identification - specifically on a technology 
called "microstamping." Microstamping can identifY the serial number of a fireann 
directly from an expended cartridge case found at a crime scene. It utilizes laser 
technology to engrave microscopic markings (in the form of alpha and geometric codes) 
on the internal parts of a firearm, e.g. the breech face and the tip of the firing pin. When 
the fireann is fired, the markings are stamped onto the cartridge. According to the Ed 
Fund, microstamping is superior to traditional methods of ballistic identification because 
the markings are intentionally stamped onto the cartridge, versus relying on unintentional 
markings. The markings identifYing [sic] important information about the fireann, such 
as make, model, and serial number of the weapon.43 The goal of microstamping is to 
identifY a fireann the first time it is used to commit a crime.44 

••• 

Traditional methods of ballistic identification involve focusing on the tool marks on the 
interior surface of a fireann that are transferred from the fireann to an expended cartridge 
when the fireann is fired. These unintentional marks are a product of the manufacturing 
process. For decades, ballistic identification has relied on highly trained fireann 
examiners to analyze the marks by hand to make matches between a cartridge and a 
recovered fireann. Around 10 years ago the federal government created the national 
Integrated Ballistic Information Network (NIBIN) program to allow for computer­
assisted searches of digital images of cartridges found at crime scenes. According to the 
Ed Fund, the problem with NIBIN is that it "relies on the same unintentional markings 
used by firearm examiners and cannot lead investigators directly to a specific fireann and 
its serial number, unless that weapon is eventually recovered.''''5 Unless a weapon has 
been used before in a crime, and recovered, and therefore entered into NIBIN, law 
enforcement will learn relatively little from a newly-recovered shell casing. With 
microstamping, however, law enforcement will almost immediately know the precise gun 
and its purchaser from the newly recovered shell casing, if from a semiautomatic pistol, 
even if never before used in a crime, and even if never having been entered into NIBIN. 46 

43 Bill 17-843, Firearms Control Amendment Act of2008: Hearing Before the Council of the District of Columbia 
Committee on the Judiciary, Oct. I, 2008, at 2 (written testimony of Joshua Horwitz, Executive Director, 
Educational Fund to Stop Gun Violence). 
44 ld. 
45 Id at I. 
46 Bill 17-843, Firearms Control Amendment Act of2008, Report of the Committee on the Judiciary, at 5 (Nov. 25, 
2008) [hereinafter 2008 Committee Report]. The 2008 Committee Report also cited problems experienced in 
Maryland with its own ballistics program: 
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Ballistics testing and microstamping are two approaches to firearms identification. Bill 
19-614 repeals the ballistics test requirement for firearms registration but retains the microstamp 
requirement for newly manufactured semi-automatic pistols. The Committee Print, however, 
extends the time period for this procedure to be implemented by one year, that is, to January 1, 
2014. 

Currently, MPD uses the NIB IN/IBIS system for guns used in crime, and it is an 
important law enforcement tool. The same efficacy is not possible in the firearm registration 
process. The Committee believes that microstamping will prove to be a more effective means of 
identifying many of the guns used in crime. Thus, the use of NIBIN and the development of 
microstamping should be sufficient to help police solve gun-related crimes. 

The Print postpones implementation of microstamping only because the District is a tiny 
market. Once California implements microstamping, which is already their law, microstamping 
will become more feasible for implementation here. 

One Pistol per Thirty Days 

The District's firearms laws currently state that the Chief of Police shall register no more 
than one pistol per registrant during any 30-day period.47 Generally, laws restricting the number 
of firearms purchased prevent gun traffickers from purchasing guns in bulk sales to in turn sell 
those guns to prohibited purchasers.48 This helps to reduce the flow of guns both into the illegal 
market and between state lines.49 At the hearing on Bill 19-614, several witnesses testified to the 
importance of the District's one pistol per-month limitation. Daniel R. Vice, Senior Attorney for 
the Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence and Benjamin Van Houten ofthe Legal Community 
Against Violence, in their testimony and supplemental statements, provided the following 
statistics: 

This problem is highlighted by what has occurred in the State of Maryland over the past eight 
years. Maryland created the Maryland Integrated Ballistics Identification System ("MD-IBIS") 
program in 2000, at a cumulative cost of $2.5 million. A September 2004 report by the Maryland 
State Police Forensic Science Division found that "[c]ontinuingproblems include the failure of the 
MD-IBIS to provide any meaningful hits. There have been no crime investigations that have been 
enhanced or expedited through the use ofMD-IBIS .. .It is recommended thatthis Program be 
suspended. (citing Maryland State Police, Forensic Science Division, MD-IBIS Progress Report, 
September 2004). 

47 See D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2502.03(e) (2011 Supp.) (The law includes an exception to the one pistol per 30 days 
requirement for new District residents who lawfully owned more than one pistol in another jurisdiction for 6 
months). 
48 LEGAL COMMUNITY AGAINST VIOLENCE, MODEL LAWS FOR A SAFER AMERICA 67 (20 II). 
49 Id.; see also 2008 Committee Report, supra note 46, at 10 ("Studies show that laws restricting mUltiple purchases 
or sales of firearms are designed to reduce the number of guns entering the illegal market and to stem the flow of 
firearms between states."). 

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 134 of 294



Committee on the Judiciary 
Report on Bill 19-614 

February 29, 2012 
Page 15 of29 

• Firearms sold to the same purchaser via multiple sales are frequently used in 
crime,s° and one study found that handguns involved in bulk purchases were 33% 
more likely to be used in crime than handguns purchased individually.51 

• According to another study, Virginia's one handgun per month limit reduced by 
66% the odds that a crime gun was purchased in Virginia rather than elsewhere in 
the Southeast. 52 

• Another study found that Maryland's one handgun per month law could greatly 
reduce the risk of bulk-sale guns being recovered from crimes, because multiple­
gun sales were up to 64% more likely to be used in crime. 53 

• Gun trace data from the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms demonstrated 
that in \999, 22% of all handguns recovered in crime had been involved in a 
multiple sale,54 and other gun trace data demonstrated that in 2000, 20% of retail 
handguns recovered in crime were part of a multiple sale.55 

Currently, California, Maryland, New Jersey, �C�h�i�c�a�~�o�,� and New York City are the other 
jurisdictions that limit multiple purchases of firearms.5 Virginia just repealed its own 

50 Benjamin Van Houten 2.13.12 Supplemental Statement, supra note 20, at 3 (citing Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms, U.S. Department of the Treasury, Youth Crime Gun Interdiction Initiative, Crime Gun Trace Reports 
(2000) National Report 52 (luI. 2002), available at: http://www.atf.gov/publications/download/ycgiil2000/ycgii­
report-2000-general-findings.pdf; Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, U.S. Department of the Treasury, 
Youth Crime Gun Interdiction Initiative, Crime Gun Trace Reports (/999) National Report 40 (Nov. 2000), 
available at: http://www.atf.gov/publicationsldownload/ycgii/1999/ycgii-report-1999-general-findings.pdf 
[hereinafter A TF Reports]. 
51 Bill 19-614, Firearms Amendment Act of2011: Hearing Before the Council of the District of Columbia 
Committee on the Judiciary, Jan. 30, 2012, at 4 (written testimony of Daniel R. Vice, Senior Attorney, Brady Center 
to Prevent Gun Violence) [hereinafter Daniel R. Vice 1.30.12 Testimony 1 (citing Mona Wright et ai, Factors 
Affecting a Recently Purchased Handgun's Riskfor Use in Crime Under Circumstances That Suggest Gun 
Trafficking, 87 J. URBAN HEALTH: BULL. OF THE NEW YORK ACAD. OF MED. 352, 356 (2010». 
52Id. (citing Douglas Wei! & Rebecca Knox, Effects Limiting Handgun Purchases on Interstate Transfer of 
Firearms, 275 J. AM. MED. ASS'N 1759, 1760 (1996»); see also Benjamin Van Houten 2.13.12 Supplemental 
Statement, supra note 20, at 3 ("After the law's adoption, the odds of tracing a gun originally acquired in the 
Southeast to a Virginia gun dealer (as opposed to a dealer in a different southeastern state) dropped by 71% for guns 
recovered in New York, 72% for guns recovered in Massachusetts, and 66% for guns recovered in New Jersey, New 
York, Connecticut, Rhode Island and Massachusetts combined." (citing Douglas S. Wei! & Rebecca Knox, 
Evaluating the Impact of Virginia's One-Gun-A-Month Law, The Center to Prevent Handgun Violence I, 4-6 (Aug. 
1995))). Mr. Van Houten points out that "despite this evidence of the law's effectiveness," the Virginia legislature 
recently repealed the state's one gun per month law. Id at 3, n.14. 
53 Id (citing Christopher S. Koper, Crime Gun Risk Factors: Buyer, Seller, Firearm, and Transaction 
Characteristics Associated with Gun Trafficking and Criminal Gun Use, Report to the National Institute of Justice 6, 
83 (2007), available at http://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffilesl/nijlgrantsl221074.pdO;see also Benjamin Van Houten 
2.13 .12 Supplemental Statement, supra note 20, at 3 (citing the same study and also adding that "handguns sold in 
multiple sales accounted for about a quarter of crime guns"). 
54 Benjamin Van Houten 2.13.12 Supplemental Statement, supra note 20 (citing A TF reports, supra note 50). 
55 1d 

56 See LEGAL COMMUNITY AGAINST VIOLENCE, supra note 48, at 67, 69 (2011) (In California, New Jersey, and 
Chicago, the limitation is one handgun every 30 days; in Maryland, the limitation is one handgun or assault weapon 
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restriction. 57 This action appears to have been motivated by political - that is, popular -
sentiment rather than by evidence-based analysis. In that regard, a recent opinion piece was 
published in The Washington Post challenging the assertion that Virginia's one gun per month 
restriction only burdens law-abiding citizens who wish to own a firearm: 

The gun lobby is fond of saying that gun laws only burden law-abiding citizens - that 
criminals will always be able to get guns. The analysis of ATF's gun-trace data proves 
that proposition is not true. The Virginia law applies to retail gun sales, but the impact, 
both large and immediate, was on illegal gun trafficking. The law places virtually no 
burden on individuals who are legally entitled to purchase a handgun. It isn't a 
prohibition against the purchase or possession of frreanns. It doesn't limit the number of 
guns an individual can own. It doesn't increase the time needed to complete a 
background check. The law burdens gun traffickers and the straw purchasers they hire to 
supply them with guns, and it makes it more difficult for the rare dirty gun dealer who is 
willing to look the other way when a single individual walks in to his store asking to buy 
five or 10 or even 20 or more inexpensive handguns to be sold on the street. 58 

The Committee is persuaded by the ample analyses that multiple gun sales enable gun 
trafficking, and that one-gun-per-month restrictions frustrate trafficking. Since other states 
permit multiple gun sales - including, now, Virginia - our District law remains important. 
Indeed, the other states should follow, so as to erect a wide web to frustrate the traffickers. 

Demonstrated Knowledge Requirement 

The registration requirements for firearms in the District of Columbia require an 
applicant to "demonstrate satisfactorily a knowledge of the laws ... pertaining to firearms and, in 
particular, the safe and responsible use, handling, and �s�t�o�r�a�~�e� of the same in accordance with 
training, tests, and standards prescribed by the Chief.. .. " 9 Bill 19-614 clarifies that this 
knowledge test is a one-time requirement, such that once an individual successfully completes 
the requirement for a given registration application, her or she does not have to take it again to 
register additional firearms or to renew an existing registration certificate(s). 

In her testimony before the Committee, Chief Lanier stated that "[a]nyone who possesses 
and registers a firearm should be aware of the laws and requirements for responsible gun 
ownership, as well as key safety principles.,,6o The Chief went on to point out the important 

every 30 days; and in New York city, all frreann purchases are limited to one per 90 days. The Committee notes 
that at the time of the LCAV report's publication, Virginia was also reported to have a 30-day restriction.} 
57 See VA HB 940 and SB 323 (the measures each passed in the Senate and House, and are awaiting signature by 
Virginia Governor Robert F. McDonnell, who has indicated an intent to sign the legislation). 
58 Douglas Weil, A Law that Gun-Rights Advocates Should be Fighting to Keep, WASH. POST, Feb. 17,2012, 
http://www.washingtonpost.com!opinions/a-law-that-gun-rights-advocates-should-be-fighting-to-
keep/20 12/02/16/gIOA vcASKR stOI}'.html. 
59 D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2502.03(a}(10} (2011 Supp.). 
60 Chief Lanier 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 16. 
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public safety interest in requiring registrants to demonstrate basic firearm safety knowledge by 
asserting that: 

[e]ven if a fireann is only kept in the home, the government has an interest in reducing 
accidental discharges, ensuring guns are safely stored, and ensuring owners are aware of 
the laws governing fireanns. Moreover, in order to make registrants more clearly 
accountable under the law, it is important to be able to demonstrate that they were taught 
and aware of the requirements.,,61 

The Metropolitan Police Department is tasked with ensuring the safety of District 
residents and visitors. Regulating firearms - weapons that have the easy potential to be lethal,62 
whether used deliberately or accidentally - is a part of MPD's public safety responsibility, and 
ensuring that those District residents who lawfully register firearms in the District have at least a 
basic level of knowledge regarding the District's firearms laws and firearm safety is a central 
component of this responsibility. 

However, the Committee is concerned with the continuing complaint that some of the test 
questions are useless or irrelevant to gun ownership. MPD must ensure that the subject matter it 
chooses to test is that which is most pertinent to an applicant for firearm registration, and that 
which best serves the Department's interests in ensuring the safety of the registrant and the 
public. If this requires MPD to revisit the material it is currently using in its written test, then the 
agency should do so. To prod such a revisit, the Committee Print specifies that the test should 
cover "in particular, the requirements of [registration], the responsibilities regarding storage, and 
the requirements for transport .... ,,63 

Vision Requirement 

In order to register a firearm at present under District law, an individual must 
demonstrate that their vision is at least equal to that required to obtain a driver's license in the 
District.64 The Committee does not believe a vision test should be a prerequisite to owning a 
firearm. Other states don't do this. Therefore, Bill 19-614 revises this requirement to simply 
state that a registrant must not be legally blind. Maintaining such a clear requirement is logical: 
there is an obvious correlation between not being blind and being able to handle a firearm safely, 
especially for self-defense in the home. 

61/d. 

62 See Daniel R. Vice 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 51, at 5 (analogizing the written knowledge test requirements 
an individual must meet in order to obtain a license to drive a car). 
63 D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2502.03(a)(10) as revised by Bill 19-614, "Firearms Amendment Act of2012," Sec. 
2(d)(I) (Committee Print). 
64 See D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2502.03(a)(lI). 

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 137 of 294



Committee on the Judiciary 
Report on Bill 19-614 

Background Checks 

February 29, 2012 
Page 18 of29 

Under current law, an individual who has lawfully registered a firearm in the District is 
required to submit to a. �b�a�c�k�~�r�o�u�n�d� check once every 6 years to confirm that he or she continues 
to qualify for registration.6 Chief Lanier testified before the Committee that an in-person 
appearance by the registrant at the outset in order to submit to background check is important in 
ascertaining that the registrant is in fact statutorily eligible to register a firearm in the District.66 

However, with three years of experience with registrations since the Heller decision, MPD has 
determined that it has the ability to streamline this process. Rather than require registrants to 
submit to follow-up background checks �e�v�e�~� 6 years, the Department is able to conduct its own 
internal background checks periodically,6 perhaps even more frequently. This has a 
concomitant benefit of eliminating a burden on registrants. During Chief Lanier's testimony 
before the Committee, the Department assured the Committee that it has sufficient authority to 
conduct periodic checks on its own initiative without change to the law. 

Federal Firearms Licensee 

Under federal law, no person may purchase a handgun in a state outside their residence 
without transferring the handgun via a Federal Firearms Licensee (FFL). Since there are 
currently no gun dealers in the District, all District registrants must go through an FFL to acquire 
a handgun lawfully. Unfortunately, there is currently only one individual in the District of 
Columbia - Charles Sykes - who is commercially operating as an FFL. There was a moment of 
uncertainty from late April through mid-July 2011, when Mr. Sykes temporarily lost his lease, 
and the District did not have a commercially available FFL.68 This temporarily prevented any 
individual from obtaining a handgun. The Committee recognizes market forces were the cause, 
and those forces also are largely to blame for the fact that there was, and still is, only one entity 
operating commercially as an FFL in the District.69 

However, to ensure that individuals who wish to register a handgun in the District are not 
prevented from doing so again because no privately-run FFL is available, the Committee Print 
for Bill 19-614 provides a fall-back option. The Committee has added language to the 
registration law providing that whenever there is no active Federal Firearms Licensee 
commercially operating in the District, the District government may seek a license to operate as 
an FFL in order for eligible District residents to lawfully obtain handguns. Ultimately the 
decision is discretionary by the Mayor. Pursuant to the Committee amendment, the District 
would only act as an FFL until another active FFL opened up for operation in the District. These 

65 See D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 7-2502.07a (2011 Supp.). 
66 Chief Lanier 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 16, at 3. 
67 I d. 

68 Since last summer, Mr. Sykes has been operating as an FFL at MPD headquarters at 300 Indiana Ave NW. 
69 According to information obtained from MPD, 1445 handguns have been registered since Heller. After an initial 
surge, the pace slowed. Mr. Sykes informed the Committee last July that he handles 6-10 people per month. 
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protective provisions will ensure that in the event that there is temporarily no commercially­
operating FFL in the District - as occurred last year - the District government will be able to step 
in to fill the void and ensure that residents lawfully eligible to register handguns in the District 
are able to have their guns go through the required federal transfer prior to possession. 

The Committee also notes that witnesses testified on Bill 19-614 that they were not aware 
at the outset of the registration process that an FFL is required, for which there is a fee. MPD 
must inform applicants and potential applicants of the requirement that their firearm be 
transferred through an FFL if they are registering a handgun in the District. Information that 
would be most helpful to the public would include: what an FFL is, who is currently operating 
as an FFL in the District and where to locate them, and the costs that are involved in having a 
handgun transferred through an FFL. This information should be made available to an applicant 
or potential applicant on the MPD website and in an information packet provided at the outset of 
the registration process. 

Long Guns 

The District currently requires the registration of long guns as well as handguns. There is 
ample evidence to support the need to require registration of long guns based on the perceived 
dangers that they can pose to this city - the nation's capital. Registration enables a modicum of 
necessary oversight by the Metropolitan Police Department. While handguns are more 
commonly used in crime, during 2006-2010, over 4,000 murders in the United States occurred 
through the use of rifles and shotguns.7o Furthermore, 17 percent, or 260 illegal firearms out of 
1545 recovered by the Metropolitan Police Department during 2010 were long gunS.71 While 
long guns were used in a minority of crimes, 260 is not an inconsequential number. Various 
witnesses testified to the importance of a system that includes registration of long guns, based on 
their lethality and actual use in serious crimes in the District. Chief Lanier, in her testimony 
before the Committee, pointed out that both Oscar Ortega-Hernandez, the man who shot at the 
White House this past November, as well as James Von Brunn, the shooter at the Holocaust 
Museum in June of 2009, used long guns.n According to the Chief: 

70 Daniel R. Vice \.30.12 Testimony, supra note 51, at 6 (citing Federal Bureau ofInvestigations, Expanded 
Homicide Data Table 8. Murder Victims. by Weapon. 2006-2010. available at: hnp://www.fbi.gov/about­
us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/20I 0/crime-in-the-u.s.-20I O/tables/IOshrtbI08.xls); see also Daniel W. Webster \.30.12 
Testimony, supra note 21 ("Nationally, long guns were used to kill 10 percent of individuals who were murdered 
with firearms") (citing FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, CRIME IN THE UNITED 
STATES, 20 I 0 (20 II), available at: hnp://www.fbi.gov/about-us/ciislucr/crime-in-the-u.s/20 I O/crime-in-the-u.s.-
2010). 
71 Daniel W. Webster \.30.12 Testimony, supra note 21 (citing Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives, Firearms Trace Data - District of Columbia. U.S. Department of Justice, BATFE, Office of Strategic 
Intelligence and Information, available at: hnp://www.atf.gov/statistics/downloadltrace-datal2010/20 I O-trace-data­
district-of-columbia.pdf. ). 
72 Chief Lanier 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 16, at 2 (stating that while criminals may more often choose to use 
handguns in the commission of crimes, and homeowners may more often choose to own handguns, "long guns can 
also be used with deadly precision," and "if an assailant is traveling by vehicle, as Ortega-Hernandez and Von 
Brunn were. there is no need to try to hid a gun in a pocket."). 
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It is not just lone-wolf gunmen who use long guns. Although they are less commonly 
used in the commission of crimes in the District than handguns, they are used, and in this 
urban environment, their longer range can make them even more dangerous than a 
handgun. There are few if any areas of the city that have the open space for which long 
guns are typically used in more rural areas, such as for hunting or recreational target 
shooting. In the city, when you miss your target with a long gun, it is very likely to hit an 
unintended target .... While fewer criminals may choose to use long guns, they are still 
dangerous and potentially deadly weapons, and should be regulated accordingly.73 

President John F. Kennedy was assassinated by gunflre from a long gun. Indeed, rifles 
are more effective than handguns if one wants to target a motorcade, and the nation's capital is 
full of motorcades. Chief Lanier cited other examples involving the White House and Holocaust 
Museum, and this report also mentions Alfred Brock near the Capitol (See note 13). But the 
criminal use of long arms is not limited to national targets; they are used in street crime. The 
most violent incident in this city in over a decade involved both a rifle and a shotgun: the March 
30, 2010 shooting of eight young persons huddled in a doorway off South Capitol Street, SE, 
which killed three. Two other murders were linked closely to this shooting, one of which 
utilized a rifle. 

The Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence testifled to the importance of long gun 
registration for public safety and crime prevention?4 Daniel Vice of the Brady Center spoke to 
the particular risk of the use of long guns in the District of Columbia, "where their accuracy at 
long range poses a special threat to government offlcials, diplomats, and motorcades.,,75 

The justiflcations that exist for registration of flrearms in general - including the unique 
nature of the District as the nation's capital, providing law enforcement with the information 
necessary to ensure that gun owners do not fall into the prohibited persons categories, and 
differentiating lawful gun owners from illegal gun owners - apply equally with regard to long 
arms. 

The Committee believes that Bill 19-614 strikes an acceptable balance between ensuring 
public safety and minimizing the burden on law-abiding citizens. Certainly the present bill 
reduces the burden on gun owners from what has been the law. What burden remains fulfllls the 
important objectives of enabling police to better target criminals and arrest them quickly, 

73Id (Chief Lanier also testified to two specific incidents - one recent shooting by masked men on E Street NE 
where an 8-year old girl was shot that include a long gun, and at least one recent robbery in the 4th Police District 
involved the use of a shotgun). 
74 Daniel R. Vice 1.30.12 Testimony, supra note 51, at 5 (citing Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence, Capital 
Under Fire, Sept. 2008, available at: http://www.bradycenter.orglxshare/pdflreports/capital-under-fire.pdf. (Mr. 
Vice also testified to .the need for law enforcement to have knowledge as to whether a person living in an apartment 
building that overlooks a government building, motorcade route, or other sensitive place maintains large numbers of 
long-range rifles). 
75/d. 
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keeping prohibited persons such as the mentally ill from having firearms, and minimizing gun 
trafficking. The Committee recommends approval of Bill 19-614. 

II. LEGISLATIVE CHRONOLOGY 

December 6, 2011 Bill 19-614, "Firearms Amendment Act of 2011," is introduced by 
Councilmember Phil Mendelson, co-sponsored by Councilmembers 
Thomas, Jr. and Chairman K. Brown, and is referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

December 16,2011 Notice of Intent to Act on Bill 19-614 is published in the District of 
Columbia Register. 

December 16,2011 Notice of a Public Hearing IS published in the District of Columbia 
Register. 

January 30, 2012 The Committee on the Judiciary holds a public hearing on Bill 19-614. 

February 29,2012 The Committee on the Judiciary marks-up Bill 19-614. 

III. POSITION OF THE EXECUTIVE 

Cathy L. Lanier, Chief of the Metropolitan Police Department, testified on behalf of the 
Executive at the January 30, 2012 hearing. The Chief spoke to the unique nature of the District 
as a potential target for attack, stating that the laws need to reflect that reality. She stated that 
certain firearm registration processes could be streamlined, such as background checks, training, 
and ballistics tests. She noted that an issue with re-registration is funding the cost. In general, 
Chief Lanier's testimony was supportive ofthe bill. 

IV. COMMENTS OF ADVISORY NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSIONS 

Although there was testimony from individual Commissioners, no Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission submitted recommendations and comments on Bill 19-614. 

V. SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY 

The Committee on the Judiciary held a public hearing on Bill 19-614 on Monday, 
January 30, 2012. The testimony summarized below is from that hearing. 
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Emily Miller testified in support of several provisions of Bill 19-614, including the 
elimination of the ballistics test and providing that MPD will take the photographs. Ms. Miller 
spoke to the barriers she sees to registering a legal handgun in the District, including the safety 
class and costs of registration. She urged that the bill go farther to make owning a gun easy. 

James R. Collier testified regarding his years of firearm ownership. Mr. Collier 
recommended amendments to Bill 19-614, including expanding permissible reasons for handgun 
registration to include hunting and competition, and adding definitions to the Code to help MPD 
determine whether a particular style of rifle is legal to own in DC. 

Daniel Webster, Professor, Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health, 
testified to the importance of registering long guns, requiring photo identification and 
fingerprinting, and maintaining re-registration. 

Absalom Jordan testified regarding a perceived unfairness of the District's firearm 
registration scheme because it touches upon a constitutional right. Mr. Jordan spoke against 
several provisions of the bill, including the demonstrated knowledge requirement and defining a 
firearms instructor as one certified by the Chief of Police. He did not support the bill, or the 
underlying law. 

Daniel Vice, Senior Attorney, Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence, testified in 
support of the District's existing, "strong" gun laws. Specifically, Mr. Vice stated support for 
registration of firearms in general, the District's specific registration requirements including the 
one handgun per month limit, restrictions on carrying guns in public, and the ban on assault 
weapons. 

Benjamin Van Houten, Managing Attorney, Legal Community Against Violence, 
testified in support of the District's firearms registration system. Mr. Van Houten specifically 
cited· support for the application of the registration system to long guns, re-registration 
requirements, the one-gun-per-month limitation, and a strong firearms training requirement. 

George L. Lyon, Jr., President, DC Chapter Community Association for Firearms 
Education (CAFE) testified in support of Bill 19-614. Mr. Lyon described basic gun safety 
rules. He proposed that Bill 19-614 go further, including abolishing re-registration, issuing 
licenses to carry, and repealing the microstamping requirement. 

Ricardo Royal, National President & Chief Training Counselor, CAFE, testified in 
support of Bill 19-614's changes to permit firearms training to be conducted in the District. Mr. 
Royal urges several additional changes, including repealing the current prohibition of 
unregistered ammunition for firearms owners and repealing the microstamping requirement. 

Dick Hefler testified about the unnecessary hurdles presented by the District's current 
gun registration and ownership procedure in the wake of the Heller I decision. Mr. Heller also 
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spoke to evolving trends in firearms technology, and stated that the District is outside the 
mainstream regarding concealed-carry laws. 

Commissioner Sandra Seegars, ANC 8E02, testified in support of Bill 19-614 generally. 
Commissioner Seegars stated that she had issues with repealing the vision test, with a knowledge 
test being exclusively written and not verbal, the' ability of low-income individuals to access 
training, and with training being conducted exclusively by the Chief of Police. 

Erik Smith testified to the difficulty and high cost of lawfully registering firearms in DC, 
and the risks presented by living in a high-crime neighborhood. Mr. Smith also spoke to the lack 
of transparency in the registration process, and the benefits of an online training course similar to 
Maryland's. 

Kevin Carnahan testified that individuals who are blind should be able to register 
firearms. Mr. Carnahan also stated that he tried to purchase a gun to register in DC, but was 
deterred by the difficulty of the process. He also said that ordinary citizens should be able to 
carry a firearm outside of their home. 

Jack Donald testified regarding the one gun per month limitation. He said gun running 
outside DC is not an issue. He also testified that the microstamping requirement should be 
looked at carefully because of its cost and questionable efficacy, and training should be kept 
reasonable such as in Maryland. 

The Committee received other statements regarding Bill 19-614. All of the statements 
and testimony are filed with the record of the bill. 

VI. IMPACT ON EXISTING LAW 

Bill 19-614 amends D.C. Official Code § 7-2501.01 et seq. to make a number of changes 
to the firearms registration laws, primarily to effect clarity and reduce the burden on a firearms 
registrant. Section 7-2502.01 is amended to exempt from the registration requirements an 
individual who temporarily possesses a firearm while participating in a firearms training and 
safety class; and § 7-2502.02(a)(4) is amended to exempt a firearms instructor or an organization 
that employs a firearms instructor from the prohibition against pistol registration, for use in 
firearms training. Bill 19-614 also amends § 7-2502.03 to clarify that certain misdemeanor 
convictions that occurred within 5 years prior to a firearm registration application, including 
intrafamily offenses, preclude an individual from registering a firearm. Amendments to this 
section also provide that an individual is not eligible to register a firearm if he or she is legally 
blind; revise the training requirement and provide exceptions; clarify that the knowledge test is a 
one-time requirement, and repeal the requirement for a ballistics test of every firearm registered. 
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Section 7-2502.04 is amended to require the Chief to photograph and fingerprint every 
person who applies to register a firearm. Section 7-2502.07a is amended to repeal the 
requirement for a background check every 6 years, and to extend the time frame for MPD to 
create a system for re-registration of firearms until January 1,2014. Bill 19-614 also amends 
§ 7-2504.08 and § 7-2505.03 to extend by one year the requirement that all semi-automatic 
pistols manufactured after that date and that are sold or transferred in the District be microstamp­
ready. A new section is also added providing that the District may act temporarily as a federal 
firearms licensee (FFL) in the absence of a commercially-operating FFL. Bill 19-614 also 
amends D.C. Official Code § 7-2506.01 to exempt from the prohibition against unregistered 
ammunition an individual who has lawfully registered a firearm in the District or who 
temporarily possesses ammunition while participating in a training and safety class. 

Bill 19-614 amends D.C. Official Code § 22-4501.01 et seq. to clarify that unlawful 
possession of a firearm includes a conviction within the past 5 years of an intrafarnily offense 
punishable as a misdemeanor. Bill 19-614 also removes outdated language regarding the 
granting of licenses to carry weapons, clarifies that special police officers lawfully granted 
authority to carry a firearm are excepted from the carry prohibition, and reduces somewhat the 
waiting period from 10 days following "application" to 10 days following "purchase." 

Finally, Bill 19-614 amends D.C. Official Code § 23-1331(3)(A) to make a technical 
correction to a cross reference to § 7-2501.01 et seq. 

VII. FISCAL IMPACT 

The Committee adopts the attached February 29, 2012 fiscal impact statement from the 
District's Chief Financial Officer (CFO), which states that funds are sufficient in the FY 2012 
through FY 2015 budget and financial plan to implement the bill. According to the CFO, those 
provisions that reduce or eliminate some of the requirements for firearm possession in the 
District are not likely to have a significant financial impact. If the District chooses to register as 
an FFL, it might have to pay costs to do so, but those costs must be accounted for in the budget 
prior to doing so. However, MPD has stated its preference for assisting a private entity or 
entities to act as an FFL, so this may never be an issue. 

Section 1 

Section 2 

Subsection (a) 

VIII. SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS 

States the short title of Bill 19-614. 

Amends various provisions of the District's firearm registration laws. 

Makes technical changes in the definitions of "intrafamily offense" and 
"crime of violence," and adds a definition for "firearms instructor." 
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Subsection (b) 

Subsection (c) 

Subsection (d) 

Subsection (e) 

Clarifies that a firearm registration certificate may be issued to a person 
who complies with the registration requirements, and adds a provision that 
firearms instructors (or an organization that employs them) may also 
obtain registration certificates. This subsection also carves out an 
exemption to the registration requirements for temporary possession of a 
firearm while participating in a firearms training and safety class. Finally, 
this subsection clarifies that for non-District residents, their participation 
in a firearms training and safety class is a lawful recreational firearm­
related activity. 

Adds a firearms instructor or an organization that employs a firearms 
instructor for use in firearms training, to the list of exceptions to the 
prohibition against registering a pistol. 

Clarifies that certain convictions, if a misdemeanor (including 
misdemeanor intrafamily offenses), are a 5-year bar to registration rather 
than a lifetime bar. This subsection also clarifies that the written 
knowledge test is a one-time requirement; provides that an individual who 
is legally blind is prohibited from registering a firearm; revises the training 
requirement for firearm registration, lists several exceptions to the training 
requirement; and repeals the subsection requiring a ballistics test of every 
registered pistol. The Committee Print requires the Police Chief to 
provide a "firearms training and safety class," which the Committee 
expects (based on conversations with MPD officials) will be a video at 
police headquarters similar to what Maryland now has. The exceptions to 
the training requirement fall in line with the Department's current practice. 
As with the written test, the training provided by MPD is a one-time 
requirement. Regarding the written test, the Committee is concerned 
about testimony that the current questions are useless, superfluous, or 
outdated; the point should be to test that which is relevant to possession, 
storage, and transport of firearms, and language reflecting this has been 
added to the Committee Print. 

Currently an applicant must provide non-digitalized photos. The Print 
amends the photograph requirement to require that the Chief take a 
digitalized photo of each individual applicant at the time a registration 
application is filed. The Print enables better recordkeeping and amends 
the fingerprinting requirement to require that the Chief keep a record of 
the fingerprints - probably digitalized. The Committee Print makes these 
changes to the fingerprinting provisions in order that MPD can 
periodically conduct its own background check of registrants to determine 
if anyone has become an ineligible registrant. By putting this burden on 
MPD, it becomes possible to eliminate the current 6-year background 
check required of registrants. In order for MPD to conduct its own 
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Subsection (f) 

Subsection (g) 

Subsection (h) 

Subsection (i) 

Subsection G) 

Subsection (k) 

periodic background checks internally, it must have the fingerprints of 
each individual applicant at the outset and maintain those firigerprints on 
file. 

Establishes in the law that MPD cannot require applicants to notarize 
documents (with a minor exception). This makes registration easier. 
However, this section states that any declaration, certificate, verification, 
or statement made for purposes of firearm registration shall be made under 
penalty of perjury. This may result in a more serious penalty should an 
applicant be untruthful. 

Repeals an outdated provision regarding the re-registration of firearms 
registered prior to September 24, 1976. 

Eliminates the requirement for a background check every 6 years and 
specifies that a registrant can renew his or her registration either online, by 
mail, or in person; repeals the requirement of a fee for re-registration; and 
extends the time for re-registration to January 1,2014. It is the intent that 
re-registration should be easy: simply requiring affIrmative confirmation 
that a registrant still exists in the District, possesses the firearm, lives at 
the specified address, and is still eligible to possess a firearm. The 
commencement of re-registration is extended to 2014 to enable MPD to 
create an automated system for re-registration (as we had hoped with Bill 
17_84376

). 

Makes a technical change to clarify that this section refers to penalties as 
well as duties of registrants. 

Extends the time period for when newly manufactured semi-automatic 
pistols offered for sale must be microstamp-ready to January 1,2014. 

Provides that when there is no commercially-available, active federal 
firearms licensee (FFL) in the District, the District government may seek a 
license to act as an FFL, but only for the purpose of transferring handguns 
to lawful District registrants and only until another FFL becomes 
commercially available and open for operation. The District may charge 
a fee for such function. The Committee has added this language to avoid a 
gap in service to District residents wishing to lawfully obtain possession 
of firearms in the event that a privately-operated FFL were to become 
unavailable. 

76 D.C. Law 17-372, Firearms Control Amendment Act of2008 (effective Mar. 31, 2009). 
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Subsection (I) Changes to January 1, 2014 the date by when newly-manufactured 
semiautomatic pistols shall be micro-stamp ready. 

Subsection (m) Provides that an individual who has lawfully registered a firearm in the 
District is exempt from the prohibition against possession of ammunition. 
Additionally, this subsection allows for temporary possession of 
ammunition while participating in a training and safety class. In all 
instances, however, the possession of restricted pistol bullets - sometimes 
called "cop killer" bullets - is prohibited. The Committee im.glemented 
these changes based on testimony at the hearing on Bill 19-614 7 that it is 
common practice for gun owners to try out the guns of other shooters at a 
range or to try out a new gun at the range before purchasing it, so it is 
common for individuals engaged in recreational shooting to possess 
ammunition of a caliber different from the firearm they have registered 
with MPD. Since one purpose of registration is to separate law-abiding 
individuals from criminals, it is not necessary to prohibit the law-abiding 
from handling different kinds of ammunition. Also, in resolving the 
catch-22 that existed for possession of a firearm for training purposes prior 
to registration, the Committee is resolving this issue for ammunition for 
training purposes as well. 

Subsection (n) Makes technical changes to the section of the law pertaining to the safe 
storage of firearms. 

Subsection (0) Makes a technical clarification regarding applicable penalties 10 this 
statute. 

Section 3 

Subsection (a) 

Subsection (b) 

Subsection (c) 

Amends the Congressional act of 1932 regulating the possession, sale, 
transfer, and use of weapons. 

Makes a technical correction to the formatting of D.C. Code § 22-4501. 

Makes D.C. Code § 22-4503 consistent with the 1975 Firearms Control 
Regulations Act (§ 7-2502.03); it is unlawful to possess a firearm if 
convicted within the past five years of an intrafamily offense punishable 
as a misdemeanor. 

Removes outdated language in § 22-4504 regarding the granting of 
licenses to carry weapons. 

77 See, e.g., Written Statement of George L. Lyon, Jr. on Bill 19-614, at 3; Written Testimony of Ricardo A. Royal 
on Bill 19-614, at 2. 
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Subsection (d) 

Subsection (e) 

Section 4 

Section 5 

Section 6 

Reformats § 22-4505(a), which provides exceptions to the carry 
prohibition, clarifies that special police officers and campus police officers 
lawfully granted authority to carry a firearm are also exempted from the 
prohibition, and clarifies that traveling with a firearm is permitted to or 
from a lawful recreational firearm-related activity - if transporting the 
firearm is compliant with the requirements specified in § 22-4504.02. 

Updates and makes technical changes to § 22-4508, which pertains to the 
transfer of firearms. It revises the 10-day waiting period from the ''time of 
the application" to the "date of the purchase" in order to reduce the time, 
which currently can take weeks. (See D.C. Act 19-69 which effected this 
on an emergency basis.) 

Amends § 23-1331(3)(A) of the D.C. Official Code to make a technical 
correction regarding the cross reference to the firearms control provisions 
now in Title 7 of the Code. 

Adopts the Fiscal Impact Statement. 

Establishes the effective date by stating the standard 60-day Congressional 
review language. 

IX. COMMITTEE ACTION 

On February 29, 2012, the Committee on the Judiciary met to consider Bill 19-614, the 
"Firearms Amendment Act of 2012." The meeting was called to order at 1:07 pm, and Bill 19-
614 was the only item on the agenda. After ascertaining a quorum (Chairman Mendelson and 
Councilmembers Bowser and Evans present, Councilmembers Barry and Cheh absent), 
Chairman Mendelson moved the print with an amendment with leave for staff to make technical 
changes. The amendment struck provisions that would have permitted unregistered firearm, 
unlawful possession of ammunition, or possession of a single restricted pistol bullet to be 
prosecuted as infractions rather than criminal misdemeanors. During an opportunity for 
discussion, Councilmember Bowser asked whether the Committee Print included any changes to 
the penalties associated with gun registration, including for unregistered firearms or possession 
of a firearm in a vehicle. Chairman Mendelson explained that those provisions have not 
changed, although the Print makes technical corrections regarding penalties. After an 
opportunity for further discussion, the vote on the print (with the amendment) was unanimous 
(Chairman Mendelson and Councilmembers Bowser and Evans voting aye, Councilmembers 
Barry and Cheh absent). The Chairman then moved the report with leave for staff to make 
technical and editorial changes. After an opportunity for discussion, the vote on the report was 
unanimous (Chairman Mendelson and Councilmembers Bowser and Evans voting aye, 
Councilmembers Barry and Cheh absent). The Chairman stated that he would bring Bill 19-614 
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before the full Council at the Tuesday, March 6, 2012 legislative meeting. The meeting 
adjourned at 1:14 pm. 

X. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Bill 19-614 as introduced. 

2. Written testimony and comments (additional comments are filed with the record). 

3. Fiscal Impact Statement 

4. Committee Print for Bill 19-614. 
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COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20004 
Memorandum 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Subject: 

Members of the Council 
< AJLY Ci'L" __ 

�N�y�a�s�~�t�h�~�e�c�r�e�~� to treCouncil 

December 8, 2011 

Referral of Proposed Legislation 

Notice is given that the attached proposed legislation was introduced in the 
Legislative Meeting on Tuesday, December 06, 2011. Copies are available in 
Room 10, the Legislative Services Division. 

TITLE: "Firearms Amendment Act of 20 11", B 19-0614 

INTRODUCED BY: Councilmember Mendelson 

CO-SPONSORED BY: Chairman K. Brown and Councilmember Thomas 

The Chairman is referring this legislation to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Attachment 

cc: General Counsel 
Budget Director 
Legislative Services 
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Y Councilmember Phil Mendelson 

A BILL 

IN THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Councilmember Phil Mendelson introduced the following bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on __________ _ 

To amend the firearms laws of the District of Columbia to define "firearm instructor" and allow 
a person to temporarily possess a firearm while participating in a firearms training and 
safety course; to clarify that the requirement to demonstrate knowledge of the District's 
firearms laws is a one-time requirement per applicant; to repeal the requirement for a 
vision test; to repeal the requirement that each pistol be submitted for ballistic 
identification as part of the registration process; to harmonize various provisions in the 
laws pertaining to firearms; and to make other technical corrections and clarifications. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, That this 

act may be cited as the "Firearms Amendment Act of2011". 

Sec. 2. The Firearms Control Regulations Act of 1975, effective September 24, 1976 

(D.C. Law 1-85; D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.01 et seq.), is amended as follows: 

(a) Section 101 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2501.01) is amended as follows: 

(1) Paragraph (9A) is redesignated as (9B) and is amended to read as follows: 

"(9B) "Intrafamily offense" shall have the same meaning as provided in § 

16-1 00 1. ". 
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1 (2) A new paragraph (9A) is added to read as follows: 

2 "(9A) "Fireann instructor" means an individual who is certified by the Chief to be 

3 qualified to teach firearms training and safety courses.". 

4 (b) Section 201 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.0l(b)) is amended as follows: 

5 (1) Subsection (a) is amended as follows: 

6 (A) Paragraph (2) is amended by striking the word "or" at the end. 

7 (B) Paragraph (3) is amended by striking the period at the end and 

8 inserting a semicolon and the word "or" in its place. 

9 (C) A new paragraph (4) is added to read as follows: 

10 "(4) To a person who complies with, and meets the requirements of, this 

11 act.". 

12 (2) Subsection (b) is amended as follows: 

13 (A) Paragraph (3) is amended by striking the word "or" at the end. 

14 (B) Paragraph (4) is amended by striking the period at the end and 

15 inserting a semicolon and the word "or" in its place. 

16 (C) A new paragraph (5) is added to read as follows: 

17 "(5) Any person who temporarily possesses a fireann while participating 

18 in a firearms training and safety course conducted by a firearm instructor.". 

19 (3) A new subsection (c) is added to read as follows: 

20 "(c) For purposes of paragraph (b)(3) of this section, the term "recreational 

21 fireann-related activity" includes a fireanns training and safety course.". 

22 (c) Section 203 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.03) is amended as follows: 

23 (1) Subsection (a) is amended as follows: 

2 

l 
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1 (A) Paragraph (2) is amended to read as follows: 

2 "(2) Has not been convicted ofa crime of violence, a weapons offense (but 

3 not a misdemeanor violation under Section 702 or 706), or a felony in this or any other jurisdiction 

4 (including a crime punishable by imprisonment for a term exceeding one year);". 

5 (B) Paragraph (3) is amended to read as follows: 

6 "(3) Is not under indictment for a crime of violence or any weapons 

7 offense.". 

8 (C) Paragraph (4) is amended as follows: 

9 (1) Subparagraph (B) is amended to read as follows: 

10 "(B) A violation of § 22-404 regarding assaults and threats, or § 

11 22-407, regarding threats to do bodily harrn,or a violation of any similar provision of the law of 

12 another jurisdiction;". 

13 (2) Subparagraph (C) is amended to read as follows: 

14 "(C) Two or more violations of § 50-22012.05(b) or, in this or any 

15 other jurisdiction, any law restricting driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs;". 

16 (3) Subparagraph (D) is amended to read as follows: 

17 "(D) Intrafamily offense punishable as a misdemeanor, including 

18 any similar provision in the law of another jurisdiction; or". 

19 (4) A new subparagraph (E) is added to read as follows: 

20 "(E) Misdemeanor violation pursuant to Section 702 or 706.". 

21 (D) Paragraph (10) is amended to read as follows: 

22 "(10) Has not failed to demonstrate satisfactorily a knowledge of the 

23 laws of the District of Columbia pertaining to firearms and, in particular, the safe and responsible 

3 
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1 use, handling, and storage of the same in accordance with training, tests, and standards 

2 prescribed by the Chief; provided, that once this determination is made with respect to a given 

3 applicant for a particular firearm, it need not be made again for the same applicant with respect 

4 to a subsequent application for a firearm or for the renewal of a registration certificate pursuant 

5 to Section 207a.". 

6 (E) Paragraph (11) is amended to read as follows: 

7 "(11) Is not blind, as defined in § 7-1009;". 

8 (F) Paragraph (13) is amended as follows: 

9 (1) Subparagraph (A) is amended to read as follows: 

10 "(13)(A) Has completed a firearms training and safety course 

11 conducted by a certified firearm instructor, that provides, at a minimum, a total of at least one 

12 hour of firing training at a firing range and a total of at least 4 hours of classroom instruction,". 

13 (2) Subparagraph (B) is amended by striking the phrase "certified 

14 successful completion" and inserting the phrase "successful completion" in its place. 

15 (3) A new subparagraph (C) is added to read as follows: 

16 "(C) Evidence provided by the applicant that he or she has received 

17 military training, or has received a license from another state for which training is required, 

18 where the training is at least that specified in subparagraph (A), shall be accepted in lieu of the 

19 requirement of subparagraph (A)." 

20 (2) Subsection (d) is repealed. 

21 (d) Section 204(b) (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.04(b)) is amended to read as follows: 

22 "The Chief shall take a digitalized, full-face photograph of each applicant, other than an 

23 organization, to be included as part of the applicant's firearms registration application. Such 

4 
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photo shall be taken simultaneous with the filingofthe application.". 

2 (e) Section 206(b) (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.06(b)) is repealed. 

3 (f) The lead-in sentence of section 208 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.08) is amended to 

4 read as follows: 

5 "§ 7-2502.08. Duties of registrants. Penalties.". 

6 (g) Section 503(c)(l) (D.C. Official Code § 7-2505.03(c)(I)) is amended by striking the 

7 phrase "2013 that" and inserting the phrase "2013, that" in its place. 

8 (h) Section 702 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2507.02) is amended as follows: 

9 (1) The lead-in sentence of section 702 is amended to read as follows: 

10 "§ 7-2507.02. Responsibilities regarding storage of firearms. Penalties.". 

11 (2) A new subsection (e) is added to read as follows: 

12 "(e) The provisions of section 706 shall not apply to this section.". 

13 Sec. 3. An Act To control the possession, sale, transfer and use of pistols and other 

14 dangerous weapons in the District of Columbia, to provide penalties, to prescribe rules of 

15 evidence, and for other purposes, approved July 8, 1932 (47 Stat. 650; D.C. Official Code § 22-

16 4501.01 et seq.), is amended as follows: 

17 (a) Section 1(2A) (D.C. Official Code § 22-4501 (2A)) is amended as follows: 

1 8 (1) Strike the paragraph designation "(1)" and insert the subparagraph 

1 9 designation "(A)" in its place. 

20 (2) Strike the paragraph designation "(2)" and insert the subparagraph 

21 designation"(B)" in its place. 

22 (3) Strike the paragraph designation "(3)" and insert the subparagraph 

23 designation"(C)" in its place. 

5 
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1 (b) Section 3(a)(6) (D.C. Official Code § 22-4503(a)(6» is amended to read as follows: 

2 "(6) Has been convicted within the past five years of an intra-family offense punishable 

3 as a misdemeanor, or any similar provision in the law of another jurisdiction.". 

4 (c) Section 4(a) (D.C. Official Code § 22-4504(a» is amended by striking the phrase 

5 "without a license issued pursuant to District of Columbia law," wherever it appears. 

6 (b) Section 5(a) (D.C. Official Code § 22-4505(a» is amended by striking the word 

7 "including" and replacing it with the phrase "including special police officers and campus police 

8 officers who carry a firearm in accordance with D.C. Official Code § 5-129.02 and rules 

9 promulgated pursuant to that section,". 

10 Sec. 4. Fiscal impact statement. 

11 The Council adopts the fiscal impact statement in the committee report as the fiscal impact 

12 statement required by section 602( c )(3) of the District of Columbia Home Rule Act, approved 

13 December 24,1973 (87 Stat. 813; D.C. Official Code § 1-206.02(c)(3». 

14 Sec. 5. Effective date. 

15 This act shall take effect following approval by the Mayor (or in the event of veto by the 

16 Mayor, action by the Council to override the veto), a 60-day period of Congressional review as 

17 provided in section 602( c )(2) of the District of Columbia Home Rule Act, approved December 

18 24, 1973 (87 Stat. 813; D.C. Official Code § 1-206.02( c)(2», and publication in the District of 

19 Columbia Register. 

6 

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 156 of 294



Government of the District of Columbia 

*** --
Metropolitan Police Department 

Testimony of 

Cathy L. Lanier 
Chief of Police 

Gun Offender Pretrial Detention &Supervision Act of 2011 
(Bill 19-485) 

and 
Firearms Amendment Act of 2011 

(Bill 19-614) 

Committee on the Judiciary 
Phil Mendelson, Chair 

Council of the District of Columbia 
January 30, 2012 

John A. Wilson Building 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20004 

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 157 of 294



Good afternoon, Councilmember Mendelson, members of the Committee, and guests. Thank 
you for the opportunity to testify at this hearing on the Gun Offender Pretrial Detention and 
Supervision Act of2011 and the Firearms Amendment Act of2011 (Bill 19-614). These two 
important pieces oflegislation will help the Metropolitan Police Department (MPD) and the 
criminal justice system with our continuing efforts to reduce gun violence in the District. 

Gun Offender Pretrial Detention and Supervision Act of 2011 

There are two purposes of Bill 19-485, the Gun Offender Pretrial Detention and Supervision Act 
of2011. Section 2(a) would require that a person charged with any firearm related offense wear a 
detection device if released pending trial. Section 2(b) would require pretrial detention for any 
individual who commits a firearm related offense while on release: pending trial, probation, parole, 
supervised release, imposition of sentence, or pending appeal. 

The overall policy of the bill is to increase the level of supervision for violators of the District's 
firearms laws while the violator's charges are being adjudicated. I applaud this proposed 
legislation, because I see too many people in the District victimized by offenders who are already 
under the supervision of the court, in either a pre-or post-adjudication status. Members of the 
community and officers on the street are also tired of seeing dangerous offenders arrested one day 
and out on the street the next. Our justice system is built on a presumption of innocent until proven 
guilty, however it also recognizes the role of the court in protecting our communities from repeat 
violent offenders. This bill would strengthen that role. 

However, in reviewing the current language of the bill, the Office of the Attorney General 
(OAG) has indicated that they have some concerns. The OAG will submit a letter containing a fuller 
analysis of these concerns and any suggested revision to the language of bill. 

Firearms Amendment Act of 2011 

In October 2008, I testified before the Council about the District's efforts to identify the 
appropriate level of regulation for legally owned firearms. For example, what steps might have the 
greatest benefits for public safety? Which ones will be the most cost-effective? The answers to 
these questions are not self-evident, as demonstrated by the heated debate on this issue. 
Councilmember Mendelson's Firearms Amendment Act of2011 represents the next step in our 
efforts to ensure that the District strikes the appropriate balance between respecting Second 
Amendment rights and serving legitimate govemment interests in public safety. 

I would like to begin by reminding the audience that the Supreme Court, in District of Columbia 
v. Heller, affirmed the authority of the government to regulate firearms. Supreme Court Justice 
Scalia, writing the majority decision for the Court, underscored that authority under the Second 
Amendment when he stated: 

Although we do not undertake an exhaustive historical analysis today of the full 
scope of the Second Amendment, nothing in our opinion should be taken to cast 

1 
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doubt on longstanding prohibitions on the possession of firearms by felons and the 
mentally ill, or laws forbidding the carrying of firearms in sensitive places such as 
schools and government buildings, or laws imposing conditions and qualifications on 
the commercial sale of arms. District of Columbia v. Heller, 128 S. Ct. 2783, 2817 
(U.S. 2008). 

He also acknowledged that "[L]aws forbidding the carrying offrrearms in sensitive places such as 
schools and government buildings" are constitutional. The District of Columbia, as the seat of the 
Federal government, with its multitude of critical official and symbolic buildings, monuments, and 
events, and high-profile public officials traversing its streets every day, is a city filled with 
"sensitive" places. Our laws should reflect that reality. 

Government facilities, dignitaries, and public servants are prime targets for terrorists, both 
foreign and domestic. Protecting government officials and infrastructure is a challenge for every 
city in the United States. But in Washington, DC, the likelihood of attack is higher, and the 
challenges to protecting the city are greater. In 2011 alone, we saw an assassination attempt on the 
president - where fortunately the only thing the shooter hit was the White House - and another 
shooter firing at military installations. Both of these incidents were carried out by a lone gunman, 
angry at one facet or another of the US government. 

The high-profile human targets-from the Nation's top elected leaders to the more than 400 
foreign dignitaries that make official visits to DC each year-are an obvious and attractive target. 
The District is also vulnerable due to the sheer volume of secure motorcades traveling in 
Washington on any given day. The daily movements around the city of the President, Vice 
President, and their families, and the approximately 3,000 foreign dignitaries spending time in our 
city each year means that all of our roadways are a challenge to secure. 

Two notable incidents also illustrate why long guns should be subject to the same level of 
regulation as handguns. Both Oscar Ortega-Hernandez, the White House shooter, and James Von 
Brunn, the assailant at the Holocaust Museum, chose to use long guns. Although handguns may be a 
more frequent weapon of choice for criminals on the street (and for homeowners), long guns can 
also be used with deadly precision. And if an assailant is traveling by vehicle, as Ortega-Hernandez 
and Von Brunn were, there is no need to try to hide a gun in a pocket. 

It is not just lone-wolf gunmen who use long guns. Although they are less commonly used in the 
commission of crimes in the District than handguns, they are used, and in this urban environment, 
their longer range can make them even more dangerous than a handgun. There are few if anyareas 
of the city that have the open space for which long guns are typically used in more rural areas, such 
as for hunting or recreational target shooting. In the city, when you miss your target with a long· 
gun, it is very likely to hit an unintended target. In a recent long gun shooting by masked men on E 
Street, an eight year old girl was shot. At least one of the recent robberies in the Fourth District was 
committed with a shotgun. While fewer criminals may choose to use long guns, they are. still 
dangerous and potentially deadly weapons, and should be regulated accordingly.· 
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Overall, the District's firearm-registration process serves four key objectives: 
(I) Verifying the eligibility of the owner to legally possess the firearm; 
(2) Ensuring that owners have a common body of knowledge of firearms laws, responsibilities, 

and safety; 
(3) Providing law enforcement with the information necessary to readily identify legal firearms 

and the rightful owners; and 
(4) Establishing a means of tracking legal firearms that may be lost, stolen, or used in a crime. 

These objectives, I would note, are equally valid for both handguns and long guns. But after three 
years of experience with the process, we have determined that, in some instances, the means for 
accomplishing the objectives can be streamlined, or the cost of accomplishing the objective may 
exceed the benefits. 

The first objective for the regulations is to reduce the likelihood that individuals who are 
prohibited from owning firearms will have them. Felons, the mentally ill, and other disqualified 
individuals pose the biggest threat to the public. For instance, both the assault on Congresswoman 
Gabrielle Gifford, during which six individuals were killed, and the Virginia Tech massacre, in 
which 33 people were killed, were committed by shooters with a history of mental illness. In order 
to properly identify individuals applying to register a handgun, they must appear in person to 
register it so that they can be fingerprinted. Using biometrics to positively identify an individual is 
far more effective than relying simply on a name and social secUrity number, as is done with the 
background checks conducted by federally licensed firearms dealers. Identity theft is rampant, and 
gun dealers are not necessarily well trained in identifying false documentation. 

Another benefit for conducting this local registration process is greater access to a variety of 
local data. A study found that jurisdictions that perform local-level background checks for firearms 
have lower homicide and suicide rates than states that rely only on a federal background check. 
Local-level checks were associated with a 22 percent lower homicide rate and a 27 percent lower 
suicide rate in adults aged 21 years or older.l 

While the District still believes it is necessary to have an initial in-person registration and 
background check in order to best meet the first objective, we believe we can streamline the process 
by eliminating subsequent visits for follow-up background checks. The Department is working with 
the courts to ensure better access to information to identify when someone with a registered firearm 
becomes ineligible to possess it, such as individuals committed by the court. The Department can 
also begin actively running follow-up background checks on individuals to identify disqualifying 
convictions, protection orders, and such. This will reduce the burden on the legal registrants while 
still serving a critical public safety objective. 

I Medical College of Wisconsin (2008, June 3). Fireann Suicide and Homicide Rates Associated with Level of 
Background Check. ScienceDaily. http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2008/06/080603155227.htm 
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The District can also streamline the registration process by revisiting the training requirements 
to meet the second objective. Anyone who possesses and registers a firearm should be aware of the 
laws and requirements for responsible gun ownership, as well as key safety principles. Even if a 
firearm is only kept in the home, the government has an interest in reducing accidental discharges, 
ensuring guns are safely stored, and ensuring owners are aware of the laws governing firearms. 
Moreover, in order to make registrants more clearly accountable under the law, it is important to be 
able to demonstrate that they were taught and aware of the requirements. 

As an initial matter, we agree with clarifying in the legislation that which we already do in 
practice: waiving the current training requirement for individuals who can prove they have already 
been trained by the military or law enforcement, or certified as trained by another jurisdiction. 
However, as we discussed in 2008, I believe that requiring registrants to take a 4-hour class is not 
reasonable simply for firearm possession in the home. Instead, we urge the Council to consider our 
original proposal to allow MPD to provide a video on firearms safety and laws that registrants can 
watch at MPD or online. While requiring outside training is perhaps easier for MPD to administer 
than producing the video and establishing mechanisms for viewing it, the training requirement goes 
beyond what is needed for safe handling in the home and for learning the law. Certainly individuals 
can learn more in a hands-on training course. But a 4-hour training class is more than is needed for 
basic safe handling, yet less than what is needed if someone were to actually use a firearm outside 
the home. I urge the Council to reconsider this issue. 

I would like to reaffirm the importance of individuals having a registration certificate with a 
photo that enables law enforcement to readily identify legal firearms and the rightful owners. More 
law enforcement officers are killed by firearms than any other cause. Last year, 71 officers were 
fatally shot, the highest single year total in the past decade. Although an individual with a legally 
registered firearm probably poses less danger to an officer than someone with an illegal firearm, a 
certificate with a photo helps to quickly and safety communicate this to an officer. This, in turn, 
helps to keep both the officer and the registrant safe. 

In addition, I urge the Council to reconsider how the District meets the final objective of 
tracking legal firearms that may be lost, stolen, or used in a crime. As an initial matter, I agree that 
the objective is valuable. In order to effectively address the issue of registrants who may become 
ineligible to possess a firearm, the Department needs good information about the location of the 
firearms. If a registrant is convicted of a felony or domestic violence, or is committed by the court, 
the government has a strong interest in knowing where the firearm is so that, if the registrant does 
not voluntarily surrender the firearm as required by law, police can take possession of it. 

However, given limited government resources, establishing and maintaining the systems and 
processes to regularly track this information may cost more than the potential benefit. Currently the 
law requires all registrants to certify every three years that they are still in possession of the firearm. 
The District envisioned a minimally burdensome process that could easily be done by mail or 
online. However, in order to accomplish this, the city needs a robust information system tracking 
users, potentially with mUltiple firearms and multiple addresses, capable of initiating reminders, late 
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notices, and the like. Although we had hoped to be able to build this in-house, this goal was perhaps 
overly optimistic. A robust system would be similar to the very complex systems used to track 
vehicle registration and driver licensing. This effort needs either to be properly funded, or we need 
to reconsider whether the city can afford this requirement. 

Again, I appreciate the opportunity to testify on this critical issue. Although I am not able to stay 
for the entire hearing, I will be happy to submit written responses for the record to questions raised 
during the hearing. 
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Testimony Concerning the District of Columbia's Gun Laws 
District of Columbia Council Hearing 

January 30, 2012 

Daniel W. Webster, SeD, MPH 
Johns Hopkins Center for Gun Policy and Research 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. My name is Daniel Webster. I am a professor of health 
policy at the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health and co-director of the Johns Hopkins Center 
for Gun Policy and Research. The views and opinions I offer today are mine alone and do not necessarily 
reflect positions held by Johns Hopkins University. 

I have been studying gun violence and efforts to prevent it for more than 20 years. I have 
published numerous articles on gun violence and gun policy in SCientific, peer-reviewed journals and 
consulted with a number of cities on the best ways to combat gun violence. I will focus my testimony today 
on scientific evidence relevant to provisions in the District of Columbia's gun laws that are under legal 
challenge. 

Registration of Long Guns 

The justification for the District of Columbia registering long guns (rifles and shotguns) and owners 
of long guns is no different than the justification for registering handguns. Rifles and shotguns are highly 
lethal weapons that, as a group, are just as lethal, if not more lethal than handguns. In fact, at close range, 
shotguns can produce massive wounds likely to be more lethal than that of most handguns. When fired 
from long distances, most military and hunting rifles deliver much more kinetic energy than do handguns. 
One does not need much imagination to appreciate the unique danger rifles pose in our nation's capital. 

Although handguns are more likely than long guns to be used in crime, 17 percent (260 of 1545) of 
guns recovered by the District's Metropolitan Police Department were long guns.1 Long guns account for 40 
percent of crime guns in Maryland 2 and 34 percent in Virginia. Nationally, long guns were used to kill 10 
percent of individuals who were murdered with firearms. 3 

A number of states have handgun registries for handguns including Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
York, New Jersey, and California. Law enforcement officers in these states use the registries to identify and 
disarm persons who purchase firearms and subsequently become prohibited after committing a felony or 
being subject to a restraining order for domestic violence. 4 I am collaborating with colleagues on an 
evaluation of a project in two California counties to have law enforcement proactively disarm individuals 
who have been issued domestic violence restraining orders. Officers routinely use California's handgun 
registry to identify armed and prohibited domestic violence offenders, but they learn of prohibited 
individuals with long guns only through tips from victims or voluntary surrenders by prohibited persons. 
Recognizing the value of their handgun registry to law enforcement and the importance of keeping all 
firearms -long guns as well as handguns - from prohibited individuals, with the support of law 
enforcement, California recently passed new legislation requiring the registration of newly purchased rifles 
and shot guns. Canada also requires long guns to be registered, and law enforcement officers use that 
system an average of 14,000 times a day in their efforts to ensure that firearms do not get into the hands of 
prohibited individuals. 5 
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Requiring Photo Identification and Fingerprinting by Law Enforcement for Firearm Purchasers and 
Possessors 

A number of states (Connecticut, Hawaii, Iowa, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York) that have 
permit-to-purchase licensing systems require applicants to apply directly to a state or local law 
enforcement agency where they are photographed and fingerprinted before conducting a background 
check. The rationale for these requirements is that verification of the identity and fitness of persons 
approved to legally possess firearms is a serious matter of public safety. Systems that rely upon firearm 
sellers, who stand to profit from any approval, to verify the identity of potential firearm purchasers are 
vulnerable to the use of false identification. Investigators from the u.S. Congress' General Accounting 
Office, using homemade false drivers' licenses, had a 100 percent success rate in attempts to purchase 
firearms from licensed firearms dealers in five states which rely upon firearm dealers to verify the identity 
of firearms purchase applicants. 6 Law enforcement professionals recognize that criminals commonly lie 
about their identity, sometimes using fraudulent identification documents and that the best way to 
determine if someone has prior criminal convictions is by using the person's fingerprints. Law enforcement 
agencies conduct background checks for job applicants, individuals seeking to adopt a child, and many 
other purposes rely upon the applicant's fingerprints to ascertain an individual's prior involvement in crime. 
It does not seem unusual or unreasonable for the District of Columbia to fingerprint applicants who want to 
register to purchase or possess a firearm in the District. 

Studies have found that a significant percentage of federally licensed firearm dealers demonstrated 
a willingness to sell firearms to individuals who made telephone calls to ask whether they could buy a 
handgun because their boyfriend or girlfriend needed them to buy it for them - a scenario that indicates an 
illegal straw purchase. The percentage of such dealers indicating a willingness to make these illegal sales 
was more 52 percent in a national studl versus 20 percent in a study of licensed gun dealers in California,8 

a state with a relatively robust system for regulating and overseeing the practices of licensed gun dealers. 
Further, Chicago, Detroit, and New York have targeted licensed gun dealers linked to many of those cities' 
crime guns for undercover stings and found most were willing to make blatantly illegal straw sales. 9

• 10.11 

It seems likely that many criminals considering using fake IDs in order to purchase firearms, or 
persons who are considering serving as straw purchasers of guns for criminals, would be deterred from 
doing so if they had to apply in person to a law enforcement agency which would photograph and 
fingerprint them. I have led research showing that guns recovered from criminals and crime scenes in 
jurisdictions which have both handgun registration and permit-to-purchase systems were far more likely to 
have originated from sales in other states than was the case in jurisdictions which lacked these regulations. 
We also found that the greater the share of crime guns originating from sales outside the state border the 
lower the level of gun availability to criminals. 12 

Renewing Firearm Registration Every Three Years 

Requirements for re-registration of firearms have important potential public safety benefits as well. 
Legal purchasers of firearms may go on to commit crimes or become subject to restraining orders for 
domestic violence that make them legally prohibited from possessing firearms. Ideally, there would be an 
immediate notification system that would alert law enforcement if a gun owner becomes a prohibited gun 
possessor and an up-to-date firearm registry could be used to disarm prohibited persons. 
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To Prevent Gun Violence 

Testimony of Daniel R. Vice, SeniOl' Attorney 
Bmdy Center to Prevent Gun Violence 

On BiIl19-614, Firearms Amendment Act of2011 
Before the Council of the District of Columbia, January 30,2012 

Thank you for inviting the Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence to speak at this 
important committee hearing. 

My name is Daniel Vice, Senior Attorney at the Brady Center to Prevent Gun 
Violence's Legal Action Project.! The Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence and the Brady 
Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence are the nation's largest organizations working for 
sensible gun policies. The Legal Action Project of the Brady Center represents victims of 
gun violence and defends gun laws in the courts, including Washington, D.C's gun laws. 

Introduction 

The District's strong gun laws protect public safety, prevent gun crimes, and are 
constitutional under the Second Amendment. 

The Brady Center supports the District's strong gun laws which keep guns away 
from dangerous people. Laws such as the District's limit of one pistol registration per 
month are crucial for stopping gun trafficking and bulk straw purchases of firearms for 
distribution in the illegal gun market. The District's registration requirements help to 

1 I have more than a decade of experience in gun violence prevention and am an author of numerous Brady 
Center reports analyzing the impact of gun laws and policies that prevent gun violence, including Hollow 
VictolY? Gun Laws Survive Three Years After District of Columbia v. Heller, Yet Criminals and the Gun Lobby 
Continue Their Legal Assault (2011), Missing Guns: Tens of Thousands of Guns Leave Gun Shops Without Checks 
or Records (2011), Officers Gunned Down: How Weak Gun Laws Put Police at Risk (2011), Exporting GUll 
Violence: How Our Weak Gun Laws Arm Criminals in Mexico and America (2009), Unintended Consequences: 
What the Supreme Court's Second Amendment Decisioll in D. C. v. Heller Means for the Fu ture of Gun Laws 
(2008), Guns for Gangs: Profile of a Rogue Gun Dealer (2007), The NRA: A Criminal's Best Friend - How The 
Natiollal Rifle Association Has Handcuffed Federal Gun Law Enforcement (2006), Death Valley: Profile Of A 
Rogue Gun Dealer (2006), Trading in Death: Profile of a Rogue Gun Dealer (2006), On Target: The Impact of the 
1994 Federal Assault Weapon Act (2004), and others. I have been counsel in numerous cases against 
irresponsible gun dealers and manufacturers, deposed gun industry executives, and coordinated with law 
enforcement to prepare testimony concerning law enforcement strategies to prevent gun violence. I have 
filed legal briefs around the nation in defense of strong gun laws and my briefs have been cited by courts 
including the U.S. Supreme Court in United States v. Hayes, 555 U.S. 4·15, 127 (2009), as evidence that strong 
gun laws prevent gun crimes. 
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ensure that only law abiding, responsible people may possess guns. Restrictions on assault 
weapons and public gun carrying protect communities from gun violence. 

The District has some of the strongest gun laws in the nation, and these tough gun 
laws have helped achieve dramatic declines in violent crime, including the lowest homicide 
levels in nearly 50 years. The District's gun laws also help address the flood of illegal guns 
trafficked into D.C. from states with weak gun laws, allowing police to remove an average of 
2,000 illegal guns from D.C. streets each year. 

In addition to enhancing public safety and reducing crime, the District's gun laws 
are entirely constitutional under the Second Amendment. The Supreme Court in District of 
Columbia v. Heller declared a limited right to keep and bear arms in the home for self­
defense, but also made clear that (a) the right extends only to individuals who are "law­
abiding [and] responsible," (b) the Second Amendment does not encompass "a right to 
keep and carry any weapon whatsoever in any manner whatsoever and for whatever 
purpose," and (c) broad classes of firearms regulations are "presumptively lawful." In 
McDonald v. City of Chicago, the Court "repeat[ ed] those assurances" concerning the 
constitutionality of reasonable gun laws. 

Since Heller, criminals and the gun lobby have brought more than 400 challenges to 
gun laws, yet the courts have overwhelmingly rejected those cases.2 One of those cases 
was a further challenge to the District's gun laws filed by Mr. Heller (Heller /1). In that 
ruling, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit - the same court that struck down the 
District's gun ban in the decision upheld by the Supreme Court in Heller J3 - did not strike 
down any of D.C:s gun laws. Instead, it upheld the District's assault weapons ban and the 
requirement to register handguns, and asked the trial court to examine evidence 
supporting other gun laws.4 

Although the trial court will examine D.Cs specific registration requirements and 
will rule on whether they are constitutional, the D.C. Circuit has said that the District's 
burden of proof is not great because "none of the District's registration requirements 
prevents an individual from possessing a firearm in his home or elsewhere .... "s Thus, the 
District simply must supply "reasonable inferences" based on "some meaningful evidence," 
such as citing witness testimony or law enforcement expertise that "these requirements 
can reasonably be expected to promote" public safety or "studies [that] show[] the laws 
achieved their purpose."6 The D.C. Circuit upheld the assault weapons ban in part based on 
testimony provided by the Brady Center to the D.C. Council at a similar hearing in 2008. 

2 Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence, Hollow Victory? Gun Laws Survive Three Years After District of 
Columbia v. Heller, Yet Criminals and tile Gun Lobby Continue Their Legal Assault (2011), available at 
http://www.bradycenter.org/xshare /pdf /reports /Hollow _ Victory.pdf. 

3 District of Columbia v. �H�e�l�l�e�l�~� 554 U.S. 570 (2008). 

4 Heller v. District of Columbia, --- F.3d ----, 2011 WL 4551558, *10 (D.C. Cir. 2011). 

SId. 

6Id. 
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We urge the Council to adopt further legislative findings based on the evidence 
submitted today in support of the District's gun laws, specifically stating that each of the 
District's registration requirements is based on evidence including the expert witness 
testimony and studies presented today. 

The DisiTict's iLimit of One Pistoi Registration Per Month Hei!1s Prevent Gun 
Trafficking 

The District's limit of one pistol registration every month is a vital tool to stop gun 
trafficking. Law enforcement regards the purchase of multiple handguns as an indicator of 
gun trafficking, and handguns sold in multiple sales have accounted for 20% of all 
handguns sold and traced.? DC's one handgun per month law blocks these dangerous sales. 

Traffickers frequently use straw buyers who can pass background checks to obtain 
large quantities of guns that can be quickly resold into the illegal gun market. One gun per 
month limits are crucial because they cut off access at the gun shop, preventing traffickers 
from obtaining bulk quantities of handguns from gun dealers. Because criminals prefer 
new guns to older guns that may have a history of use in crime, this cuts off traffickers' 
prime source of guns to be trafficked.s 

Gun trafficking prosecutions often involve traffickers who have stocked their 
inventories by engaging in mUltiple handgun sales, and the Brady Center has litigated many 
cases involving multiple handgun purchases. These include McGuire v. Will Jewelry and 
Loan, where a gun shop in West Virginia sold a dozen guns to a straw buyer. The guns were 
trafficked to New Jersey and used to shoot two police officers. Similarly, in Williams v. 
Beemiller, we represent a teenager shot in the stomach with a gun sold in an 87 gun sale to 
a straw buyer. Our investigation of these and other cases has confirmed that these sales 
would have been blocked by one handgun per month laws, resulting in the prevention of 
crime, gun injury, and loss of life. 

Maryland and Virginia both currently limit handgun sales to one handgun per 
month, which has reduced crime gun sales and exporting of crime guns to other states. If 
D.C. did not have a one handgun per month law, traffickers and straw buyers could well 
come to D.C. to make the bulk handgun sales barred in those neighboring jurisdictions. 
Police generally would have no way to refuse registration for these bulk sales. Those 
straw buyers could then illegally sell those guns on the street, reporting them "lost or 
stolen" if needed to excuse their disappearance from the registered owner. Only D.C.'s one 
gun per month limit ensures that this cannot happen. 

7 Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms, Crime Gun Trace Reports (2000) National Report (July 2002), at 

52. 

8 Christopher [(oper, Crime Gun Risk Factors: �B�u�y�e�l�~� Seller, Firearm, and Transactioll Characteristics Associated 
with Gun trafficking and Criminal GUll Use 83 (2007). 
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The District's one gun per month law also sends a powerful message to states that 
allow bulk sales of cheap, junk handguns that D.C. is doing its part, and they must follow. 
D.Cs law was an important example in convincing New Jersey to pass a similar state law 
two years ago. 

One handgun per month limits such as the District's have been proven to reduce gun 
trafficking and studies have confirmed this. One study found that handguns purchased in 
bulk were 33% more likely to be used in crime than handguns purchased one at a time.9 

Another study found that Virginia's one handgun per month limit reduced by 66% the odds 
that a crime gun was purchased in Virginia relative to dealers elsewhere in the Southeast.iO 

Similarly, a study found that Maryland's one handgun per month law could greatly reduce 
the risk of multiple-sale guns being recovered in crime, because guns sold in mUltiple sales 
were up to 64% more likely to be used in crime.ll 

At the same time, a one handgun a month law does not infringe on the rights of law­
abiding, responsible citizens who choose to buy a gun for self-defense, as it continues to 
allow them to buy a handgun - indeed, a dozen a year. Law-abiding citizens do not need to 
buy 87 handguns in a single purchase, only gun traffickers do. 

In National Shooting Sports Foundation v. jones, 2012 WL 112206 (D.D.C. Jan. 13, 
2012), a federal court recently ruled "that multiple sales of ... guns is a strong indicator of 
gun trafficking." This court ruling supports a finding that laws limiting bulk sales are 
reasonable and constitutional because they limit sales that are strongly associated with gun 
trafficking. 

The District's Gun Registration System Protects Public Safety and is Constitutional 

The D.C. Circuit in Heller II confirmed that the District's handgun registration law is 
constitutional. The trial court will be tasked with examining specific requirements of D.C:s 
registration law and its long gun registration requirement. The evidence presented here, 
including our expertise on this issue, law enforcement expertise, and expert studies, all 
show that these registration requirements under current D.C. law are important for public 
safety and entirely constitutional. 

Registration helps to ensure that only law-abiding, responsible persons who do not 
pose a danger to the public may possess firearms. The District's gun registration law also 
helps police solve crimes by allowing them to determine the last known owner of a firearm 

9 Mona Wright et ai., Factors Affecting a Recently Purchased Handgun's Risk for Use in Crime Under 
Circumstances That Suggest Gun Trafficking, 87 J. URBAN HEALTH: BULL. OF THE NEW YORK ACAD. OF MED. 
352,356 (2010). 

10 Douglas Wei! & Rebecca Knox, Effects of Limiting Handgun Purchases on Interstate Transfer of Firearms, 
275 J. AM. MED. ASS'N 1759, 1760 (1996). 

11 Koper, Crime Gun Risk Factors at 6. 
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that has been trafficked or used in crime. Registration laws have been proven to prevent 
crime and aid in solving crime. 

Requirements of a vision test, Cl wrii:i:cn test demonstrating Imowleage 2llJoui: 
firearms, and a gun use test-similar to requirements that a car driver must pass to get a 
license - allow the District to ensure that gun owners are the "law-abiding" and 
"responsible" persons described in Heller that have a Second Amendment right to a gun in 
the home. Studies demonstrate that states with registration and licensing requirements do 
a better job of preventing guns sold initially in-state from being recovered in crime,12 
Similarly, requiring that an applicant appear in person and provide basic personal details is 
a strong deterrent to criminal gun possession and attempts by straw buyers to obtain 
firearms for use in gun trafficking. These personal details, including fingerprinting and 
applicant photographs, also help police solve crimes when a gun has been recovered in 
crime and traced to its owner. All together, these requirements prevent gun possession by 
irresponsible people who have not been properly trained or do not meet minimum 
standards necessary to safely possess firearms. 

Similarly, requiring gun ownel's to re-regisi:eh' provides important public safety 
benefits. Law enforcement may periodically re-check the criminal records of gun 
registrants for new felonies or other prohibiting restrictions. Recurring b21d<ground 
checks are crucial for disarming illegal gun possessors. [n Utah, for example, law 
enforcement re-checking of names in the Utah Department of Public Safety's database has 
uncovered gun owners who had previously qualified to have a gun but were later charged 
with felonies including murder, stalking, arson, assault, kidnapping, and rape of a child,13 
Re-registration ensures that law enforcement has current residence information allowing 
them to quickly find and confiscate guns when police determines that a registrant has 
committed a crime and/or is illegally possessing guns. It also requires gun owners to 
confirm that they still have their guns, serving as a reminder to gun owners to store guns 
securely away from children and depriving traffickers of a claim that they "lost" guns when 
questioned about their guns that have been traced to a crime. Re-registration prevents gun 
crimes, helps prevent the theft of guns for use in crime, helps prevent gun accidents, and 
greatly aids police in solving crime. 

Likewise, requiring the registration of long guns in addition to handguns is 
important for public safety and crime prevention. Long guns pose a particular danger 
in the District of Columbia, where their accuracy at long range poses a special threat to 
government officials, diplomats, and motorcades.14 It is crucial that law enforcement know, 
for example, if a person living in an apartment overlooking a government building, 

12 D.W. Webster et aI., Relationship Between Licensing, Registration, and Other Gun Sales Laws and the Source 
State o/Crime Guns, 7 Injury Prevention 184 (2001). 

13 Utah Department of Public Safety, Concealed Firearm Permit and Brady Bill Statistical Data, available at: 
http://publicsafety.utah.gov /bci/brady_statistics.html. 

H See Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence, Capital Under Fire, Sept. 2008, available at: 
http://www. bradycen ter.org/xsha re / pd f /repo rts / capita 1-under-fire. pd f. 
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embassy, or motorcade route is stockpiling long-range rifles. Long gun registration also 
helps police solve crimes committed with rifles or shotguns. In just five years, more than 
4,000 people have been murdered in the United States with rifles and shotguns.15 

In examining the importance of a long gun registration requirement in Canada, the 
Royal Canadian Mounted Police found that long gun registration was, "an important tool for 
law enforcement. It also serves to increase the accountability of firearms owners for their 
firearms, by linking registered firearms to licensees .... "16 Canadian law enforcement cited 
an encounter where police were recovering firearms from a subject who pointed a rifle at a 
co-worker and threatened to kill him. A check revealed that the suspect had nine long guns 
registered. "Owing to the registration of the firearms, it was possible to successfully 
enforce the warrant because investigating officers had accurate knowledge of the number 
and type of firearms they were required to seize."17 The Canadian Supreme Court upheld 
that country's registry, stating, "Guns cannot be divided neatly into two categories - those 
that are dangerous and those that are not dangerous. All guns are capable of being used in 
crime. All guns are capable of killing and maiming. It follows that all guns pose a threat to 
public safety."lS 

The District's ballistics identification requirement for registered pistols also 
serves an important public safety purpose. It allows law enforcement to more quickly trace 
guns used in multiple crimes, and trace more crimes back to the original owner (such as 
when shell casings are left at the scene, but the gun is missing). It also acts as a deterrent to 
those who would use their guns in crime-if they know that their gun is on file, they will be 
less likely to use it in crime.19 

The District's registration requirements are constitutional. In Heller, the 
Supreme Court specifically allowed the registration of firearms, ruling that the "the District 
must permit [Mr. Heller] to register his handgun .... " Since that ruling, gun criminals and the 
gun lobby have challenged laws requiring gun registration more than a dozen times, and 
the courts have rejected those challenges. 

The courts have recognized the importance of gun registration laws to public safety 
and rejected claims that these laws violate the Second Amendment. For example, injustice 
v. Town o/Cicero, the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit upheld a law 

15 Federal Bureau of Investigations, Expanded Homicide Data Table 8, Murder Victims, by Weapon, 2006-2010, 
at http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2010 /crime-in-the-u.s.-
2010 /tables /1 OshrtbI08.xls. 

16 Royal Canadian Mounted Police, Canadian Firearms Program Evaluation, Feb. 2010, at 44, available at: 
http://www.rcmp-grc.gc.ca/pubs/fire-feu-eval/eval-eng.pdf. 

17Id.at47. 

18Id. at 18. 

19 Daniel W. Webster, Comprehensive Ballistic Fingerprinting of New Guns: A ToolforSolving and Preventing 
Violent Crime 2 ( 2002). 
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requiring the registration of firearms because it "leaves law-abiding citizens free to possess 
guns" as long as they register them, and so it does not violate the Second Amendment. 

The District's Prohibition on Puhlic Gun Can-ying Pmtecl:s k>ubUc Safety and is 
Constitutional 

Since June 2008, the gun lobby has attempted to vastly expand the decision in Heller 
to invalidate sensible state and local gun laws that restrict the carrying of hidden, loaded 
firearms in public. 

When firearms are carried out of the home and in public, the safety of a broader 
range of individuals is threatened. While guns in the home are primarily a threat to their 
owners, family members, friends, and houseguests,2o firearms carried in public are a threat 
to strangers, law enforcement officers, random passersby, and other private citizens. Guns 
in public expose all members of society to great risks, as guns are used "far more often to 
kill and wound innocent victims than to kill and wound criminals ... [and] guns are also 
used far more often to intimidate and threaten than they are llsed to thwart crimes."21 
Another study has shown that in the last four years, concealed handgun permit holders 
have shot and killed at least 11 law enforcement officers and 289 private citizens.zz States 
have a stronger need to protect their citizens from individuals carrying guns in public than 
they do from individuals keeping guns in their homes. 

The carrying of guns in public is not a useful or effective form of self-defense and, in 
fact, repeatedly has been shown to ill crease the chances that one will fall victim to violent 
crime. Most states that enact laws broadly allowing concealed carrying of firearms in 
public appear to "experience increases in violent crime, murder, and robbery when [those 1 
laws are adopted."23 Laws broadly allowing concealed carrying of weapons "have resulted, 

20 See, e.g., Matthew Miller, David Hcmenway, Dcborah Azrael, State-level homicide victimization rates in the 
US ill relatioll to survey measures of household firearm ownership, 2001-2003, SOCIAL SCIENCE & MEDICINE (2006) 
("States with higher rates of firearm ownership had significantly higher homicide victimization rates"); Lisa 
M. Hepburn, David Hemenway, Firearm availability alld homicide: A review oft/Ie literature, 9 AGGRESSION & 
VIOLENT BEHAVIOR 417 (2004) ("households with firearms are at higher risk for homicide, and there is no net 
beneficial effect of firearm ownership"); Matthew Miller, et aI., Rates of Household Firearm Ownership and 
Homicide Across US Regions and States, 1988-1997, 92 AM j. PUBLIC HEALTH 1988 (Dec 2002) ("in areas where 
household firearm ownership rates were highcr, a disproportionately large number of people died from 
homicide); Mark Duggan, More GUliS, More Crillle, 109 j. POL'Y. ECON. 1086 (2001); Matthew Miller, et aI., 
Firearlll availability alld unintelltional firearm deaths, 33 ACCIDENT ANALYSIS & PREVENTION 477 (luI. 2000) ("A 
statistically significant and robust association exists between gun availability and unintentional firearm 

deaths."). 

21 David Hemenway & Deborah Azrael, The Relative Frequency of Offensive and Defensivc Gun Uses: Results 
From a National Survey, 15 VIOLENCE & VICTIMS 257, 271 (2000). 

12 Violence Policy Center, Concealed Cany [(illers (2011), available at http://vpc.org/ccwkillers.htm. 

23 john j. Donohue, The IlIIpact ofConcealed-Cany Laws, in EVALUATING GUN POL'Y: EFFECTS ON CRIME 

AND VIOLENCE 289, 320 (2003). 
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if anything, in an increase in adult homicide rates."24 Likewise, "firearms homicides 
increased in the aftermath of [enactment of these] laws," and may "raise levels of firearms 
murders" and "increase the frequency of homicide."25 Similarly, "[f]or robbery, many 
states experience increases in crime" after concealed carry laws are enacted.26 Several 
different statistical approaches to the question "indicate a rather substantial increase in 
robbery," while "policies to discourage firearms in public may help prevent violence."27 
Another study found that "gun possession by urban adults was associated with a 
significantly increased risk of being shot in an assault," and that "guns did not protect those 
who possessed them from being shot in an assault."28 Likewise, another study found that: 

Two-thirds of prisoners incarcerated for gun offenses reported that the 
chance of running into an armed victim was very or somewhat important in 
their own choice to use a gun. Currently, criminals use guns in only about 25 
percent of noncommercial robberies and 5 percent of assaults. If increased 
gun carrying among potential victims causes criminals to carry guns more 
often themselves, or become quicker to use guns to avert armed self-defense, 
the end result could be that street crime becomes more lethal.29 

Moreover, the carrying of firearms in public has other negative implications for a 
number of social issues and societal ills that are not impacted by the private possession of 
handguns in the home. When the carrying of guns in public is restricted, "possession of a 
concealed firearm by an individual in public is sufficient to create a reasonable suspicion 
that the individual may be dangerous, such that an officer can approach the individual and 
briefly detain him in order to investigate whether the person is properly licensed." 
Commonwealth v. Robinson, 600 A.2d 957, 959 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1991); see also 
Commonwealth v. Romero, 673 A.2d 374, 377 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1996) ("officer's observance of 
an individual's possession of a firearm in a public place in Philadelphia is sufficient to 
create reasonable suspicion to detain that individual for further investigation"). Law 
enforcement's ability to protect the public could be greatly restricted if officers were 
required to effectively presume that a person carrying a gun in public was doing so 
lawfully. Under such a legal regime, it is possible that an officer would not be deemed to 
have cause to arrest, search, or stop a person seen carrying a loaded gun, even though far 
less risky behavior could justify police intervention. Law enforcement should not have to 

24 Jens Ludwig, Concealed-Gun-Carrying Laws and Violent Crime: Evidence from State Panel Data, 18 INT'L REV. 
L. & ECON. 239 (1998) (emphasis in original). 

25 David McDowall, et. aI., Easing Concealed Firearms Laws: Effects 011 Homicide in Three States, 86 J. CRIM. L. & 
CRIMINOLOGY 193, 202-203 (1995). 

26 Hashem Dezhbakhsh & Paul Rubin, Lives Saved or Lives Lost? The Effects of Concealed-Handgun Laws on 
Crime, THE ECON. OF GUN CONTROL 473 (May 1998). 

27 John Donohue, Guns, Crime, and the Impact of State Right-To-Carry Laws, 73 FORDHAM L. REV. 623 (2004). 

28 Charles C. Branas, et al., Investigating the Link Between Gun Possession and Gun Assault, AMER. J. PUB. HEALTH, 
vol. 99, No. 11 at 1, 4 (Nov. 2009). 

29 Philip Cook, et al., GUll Control After Heller: Threats and Sideshows from a Social Welfare Perspective, 56 
UCLA L. REV. 1041, 1081 (2009). 
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wait for a gun to be fired before protecting the public. fo'urther, if drivers are allowed to 
carry loaded guns, road rage can become a more serious and even potentially deadly 
phenomenon.3D And an increase in gun prevalence in public may cause an intensification of 
criminal violence.3l 

Courts have long recognized the danger of publicly carried guns. As early as 1897, 
the Supreme Court itself held that "the right of the public to bear arms (article 2) is not 
infringed by laws prohibiting the carrying of concealed weapons." Following that ruling, 
the Heller Court stressed that its ruling was limited to "defense of hearth and home," and 
the McDonald Court cautioned that "reasonable firearms regulations" remain permissible, 
yet gun criminals and gun lobby groups have filed legal challenges against laws regulating 
the carrying of guns in public. The courts have overwhelmingly rejected those challenges. 

In Heller, the Court's 5-4 majority decision recognizing a Second Amendment right 
to have a gun in the home was controversial but narrow; the Court made clear that the 
Second Amendment docs not include the "right to keep and carry any weapon whatsoever 
in any manner whatsoever and for whatever purpose." Indeed, the Supreme Court 
specifically noted that "the majority of the 19th-century courts to consider the question 
held that prohibitions on carrying concealed weapons were lawful under the Second 
Amendment or state analogues." Two years later, the Court in McDonald "repeat[ ed] those 
assurances" that it had "made [] clear" in Heller about the continued validity of 
"longstanding prohibitions on the possession of firearms." 

This month, federal courts in New Jersey and California upheld restrictions on the 
public carrying of weapons. These legal decisions follow recent rulings by at least a dozen 
other courts around the nation declaring that the Second Amendment right to possess 
firearms is limited to the home. In New Jersey, a federal judge threw out a lawsuit 
challenging the state's strong restrictions on the public carrying of guns, holding that the 
Second Amendment "is unique among all other constitutional rights to the individual 
because it permits the user of a firearm to cause serious personal injury - including the 
ultimate injury, death - to other individuals, rightly or wrongly."32 The judge also stated 
that "the Second Amendment does not include a general right to carry handguns outside 
the home."33 One day later, in California, a federal judge upheld Los Angeles County's 
strong concealed carry �l�a�w�s�.�3�'�~� 

In March 2011, for example, the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth 
Circuit explicitly declined to extend the Second Amendment right beyond the home, 
refusing to "push Heller beyond its undisputed core holding." In United States v. 

30 See David Hemenway, Road Rage in Arizolla: Ar/Jled and Dangerous, 34 ACCIDENT ANALYSIS AND PREVENTION 
807-14 (2002). 

31 See Philip Cook & Jens Ludwig, The Social Costs O/Gull OWllership, J. PUB. ECON. 379, 387 (2006). 

32 Piszczatoski v. Filko, Civ. No. 10-06110 (WHW) *2 (D.N.J. Jan. 12,2012). 

33 ld. at 3. 

31 Sirdt v. Beck, 2:10-cv-08377-JAI< -JEM (C.D.Cal. Jan. 13, 2012). 
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Masciandaro, the court rejected a claim that there is a constitutional right to possess a 
loaded handgun in a car in a national park. The court held, "This is serious business. We do 
not wish to be even minutely responsible for some unspeakably tragic act of mayhem 
because in the peace of our judicial chambers we miscalculated as to Second Amendment 
rights." The Fourth Circuit cautioned further that the danger posed by guns "would rise 
exponentially as one moved the right from the home to the public square. If ever there was 
an occasion for restraint, this would seem to be it. There is much to be said for a course of 
simple caution." 

In another case, the gun lobby challenged a California law that requires applicants 
who wish to carry concealed firearms in public to be of good moral character, be a resident 
of or spend substantial time in the county in which they apply, demonstrate good cause, 
and take a firearms course in order to be issued a concealed carry permit. "Good cause" is 
defined as "a set of circumstances that distinguishes the applicant from other members of 
the general public and causes him or her to be placed in harm's way." The court upheld 
California's restrictions on carrying concealed weapons, ruling that the government had an 
"important and substantial interest in public safety and in reducing the rate of gun use in 
crime. In particular, the government has an important interest in reducing the number of 
concealed weapons in public in order to reduce the risks to other members of the public 
who use the streets and go to public accommodations." The court also cited the 
government's "important interest in reducing the number of concealed handguns in public 
because of their disproportionate involvement in life-threatening crimes of violence, 
particularly in streets and other public places." 

Numerous other courts have similarly held that the right found in Heller is limited to 
the home, and does not include a right to carry firearms in public: 

o "Heller specifically limited its ruling to interpreting the amendment's protection 
of the right to possess handguns in the home, not the right to possess handguns 
outside of the home in case of confrontation." - Illinois Court of Appeals35 

o "Heller does not hold, nor even suggest, that concealed weapons laws are 
unconstitutional." - Massachusetts federal district court 36 

o "[T]he United States Supreme Court has not held or even implied that the Second 
Amendment prohibits laws that restrict carrying of concealed weapons." - New 
Jersey Appeals Court37 

35 People v. Dawson, 934 N.E.2d 598, 605-06 (Ill. App. Ct. 2010). 

36 United States v. Hart, 725 F. Supp. 2d 56, 60 (D. Mass. 2010). 

37 In re Factor, 2010 WL 1753307, at *3 (N.J. Super. Ct. App. Div. Apr. 21, 2010). 
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o "The Supreme Court has never held that the Second Amendment protects the 
carrying of guns outside the home." - Wisconsin federal district court 38 

') "Ileller refers to outright 'prohibition on carrying concealed weapons' as 
'presumptively lawful .... '" - New Hampshire federal district court 39 

o "[P]ossession of a firearm outside of the home or for purposes other than self­
defense in the home are not within the 'core' of the Second Amendment right as 
defined by Ileller." - West Virginia federal district court 40 

o "It is clear that the [Heller] Court was drawing a narrow line regarding the 
violations related solely to usc of a handgun in the home for self-defense 
purposes." - Kansas Appeals Court 11 

The District's Assault Weapons Ban and High-Capacity Magazines Ban Protect Public 
Safety and Are Constitutional 

Following the Supreme Court's ruling in Heller, the plaintiff who filed the case, Dick 
Heller, was able to register a firearm in Washington, D.C. for use in his home. Soon after, he 
filed another lawsuit, this time claiming that he had a constitutional right to possess semi­
automatic assault weapons and high-capacity assault clips. 

The nation's capital and other states have banned civilian possession of semi­
automatic assault weapons based on the severe danger they pose. Although assault 
weapons have made up less than 1 % of guns in circulation in the United States, they have 
long been recognized as particularly dangerous and unusual weapons. 

Law enforcement reports show that semi-automatic assault weapons with high 
capacity ammunition magazines have a "distinctively military configuration" and are 
"designed for killing and disabling the enemy," which has "distinguished the[se] rifles from 
traditional sporting rifles." 

In Heller v. District of Columbia ("Heller 1/"), a federal district court rejected Mr. 
Heller's new lawsuit that sought to strike down a host of new firearms ordinances enacted 
in the wake of Heller, including rejecting his claim to a constitutional right to arm himself 
with military-style assault weaponry. The court ruled that the U.S. Supreme Court's 
decision in Heller was a limited ruling, and only applied to "those weapons 'in common use' 
and 'typically possessed by law-abiding citizens for lawful purposes: ... as opposed to 

38 Gonzalez v. Village o[w. Milwaukee, No. 09CV0384, 2010 WL 1904977, at *4 (E.D. Wis. May 11, 2010). 

39 Teng v. TaWil o[Kensingtoll, No. 09-cv-8-JL, 2010 WL 596526, at *5 (D.N.H. reb. 17,2010). 

40 United States v. Tooley, 717 r. Supp. 2d 580, 596 (S.D. W. Va. 2010). 

41 State v. f(nigl!t, 218 P.3d 1177, 1189 (Kan. Ct. App. 2009). 
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weapons considered 'dangerous and unusual.'" The Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit 
affirmed the trial court's ruling and upheld the assault weapon and high-capacity 
ammunition magazine ban. 

The Heller II court noted that the nation's capital chose to ban semi-automatic 
assault weapons and high-capacity assault clips "after concluding that they are 'military­
style weapons of war, made for offensive military use.'" The court further noted that these 
assault weapons are particularly dangerous because they "place law enforcement officers 
at a particularly grave risk due to their high firepower." Thus, the Heller II court held, "it is 
beyond dispute that public safety is an important-indeed, a compelling-governmental 
interest," and "there is at least a substantial fit between that goal and the bans on assault 
weapons" and assault clips. 

Similarly, other courts have also rejected challenges to assault weapon bans. In 
People v. james,42 a California man subject to a restraining order was convicted of 
possessing numerous assault weapons, including a blowgun, a .50 caliber BMG rifle, and a 
12-gauge shotgun. In holding that possession of assault weapons is not protected under 
the Second Amendment as construed by Heller, the California Court of Appeal noted that 
the assault weapons prohibited under California law are "not the types of weapons that are 
typically possessed by law-abiding citizens for lawful purposes, such as sport-hunting or 
self-defense; rather, these are weapons of war." 

Likewise, in People v. Millon,43 a man was convicted of possessing two unregistered 
assault rifles following a domestic violence incident. The California Court of Appeal held 
that assault weapons are not "a class of arms that is overwhelmingly chosen by the 
American people for the lawful purpose of self-defense," and so California's ban on 
possession of assault weapons does not infringe activity protected by the Second 
Amendment. 

These rulings confirm that the District's assault weapons ban and high-capacity 
ammunition magazine ban are constitutional. 

Conclusion 

The Brady Center continues to support the efforts of jurisdictions like the District of 
Columbia to stem the tide of gun violence that ravages this country. Washington, D.Cs gun 
laws allow law-abiding citizens to keep and bear arms for the limited purpose of self­
defense in the home - the right recognized by the Supreme Court in Heller - while keeping 
such weapons out of the hands of those who should not have them. Just as importantly, we 
believe that the laws as written each serve a vital role in protecting innocent life. 

42174 Cal.Rptr.3d 576 (Cal. Ct. App. 2009). 

43 2011 WL2436148 (Cal. Ct. App. 2011). 
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We support the District's strong gun laws, including its current registration 
requirement, one handgun per month limit, assault weapons ban, and restrictions on 
carrying guns in public. We urge the Council to incorporate the evidence presented today 
into the record as support for the District's current gun laws so that courts examining DC's 
gun laws have a complete record of the legislative findings supporting these laws. 
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Once again, thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony at the committee 
hearing on January 30 on the proposed Firearms Amendment Act and the District's gun 
laws. As requested, I am submitting additional information requested at the hearing, 
including cases and studies supporting the constitutionality of the District's strong gun 
laws. I have attached these materials and also offer the following summaries for your 
convenience. 

Data Showing That Gun Ownership Rates Have Steadily Declined For Decades 

In response to questions at the hearing, I discussed data showing that gun 
ownership rates have been steadily declining for decades. Gun ownership rates have 
dropped from a high of 54.0% of gun owning households in 1977 to a low of 32.3% in 
2010.1 This data is contained in the General Social Survey conducted by the National 
Opinion Research Center at the University of Chicago. This survey has tracked gun 
ownership for four decades and is one of the most comprehensive and frequently analyzed 
sources of information in the social sciences.2 

West Virginia Citizens Defense League v. City of Charleston Case - Legal Briefs Support 
the Constitutionality of the District's One Pistol Per Month Limit 

In West Virginia Citizens Defense League v. City of Charleston, Civ. Action No. 2:11-cv-
0048 (S.D.W.Va. 2011), the gun lobby argued that Charleston gun ordinances, including a 
one handgun per month limit, violated the Second Amendment. The City of Charleston 
filed a motion to dismiss the case, and the Brady Center filed an amicus brief in support of 
that motion. Both of those briefs are attached. The City's motion is still pending before the 
court. 

I Violence Policy Center, A Shrinking Minority- The Continuing Decline of Gun Ownership in America (2011), 
available at http://www.vpc.orglstudies/ownership.pdf. 

2 The National Data Program for the Sciences NORC, About GSS, available at 
http://www3.norc.orglgss+website/about+gss/about+gss.htm. 
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The City's brief and the Brady Center's brief point out that the U.S. Supreme Court in 
District o/Columbia v. Heller, 554 U.S. 570,626-27 (2008), held that "laws imposing 
conditions and qualifications on the commercial sale of arms," such as the one handgun per 
month limit, are "presumptively lawful" under the Second Amendment. The Brady Center's 
brief also cited studies referenced in my initial testimony showing that one handgun per 
month limits have been proven to reduce gun trafficking. 

Lane v. Holder Case - Court Rejected a Lawsuit Claiming a Right for District Residents 
to Buy Handguns Outside the District 

In Lane v. Holder, Civ. Action No. 1:11cv503 (E.D.Va. 2011), a D.C. resident sued to 
enjoin enforcement of a federal statute prohibiting the sale or transfer of handguns by 
federal firearms licensees to persons that the licensee "knows or has reasonable cause to 
believe does not reside ... in the state where the licensee's business is located." 18 U.S.C. 
§ 922(b)(3). Gun dealers may, however, transfer handguns to a dealer in the purchaser's 
state of residence, but the plaintiff argued that this was unduly burdensome and violated 
the Second Amendment. 

The U.S. Attorney General responded that the law falls outside the scope of the 
Second Amendment because laws placing conditions on commercial sales are deemed 
"presumptively lawful," and that even if it did implicate the Second Amendment, it is 
reasonable because it reduces interstate firearms trafficking while allowing states to 
enforce their own firearms regulations. On July 15, 2011, the court agreed with the 
Attorney General and dismissed the case. 

NSSF v. Jones Case - Court Cited Link Between Multiple Sales of Firearms and Gun 
Trafficking, Dismissing Challenge to Multiple Rifle Sale Reporting Requirement 

In National Shooting Sports Foundation v. Jones, 2012 WL 112206 (D.D.C. 2012), the 
gun lobby sued to block a federal requirement that gun dealers in states along the Mexico 
border report more than one sale of certain semi-automatic rifles, such as AK-47 assault 
rifles, to the same person within a five business day period. On January 13,2012, the court 
dismissed the case, finding that the requirement was reasonable because "multiple sales of 
such guns is a strong indicator of gun trafficking." 

As these studies and legal decisions show, the District's strong gun laws, such as 
limiting pistol registrations to one per month, protect public safety and are constitutional 
under the Second Amendment. Thank you again for the opportunity to submit testimony 
supporting the District's gun laws that protect our communities from gun violence. 
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A Shrinking Minority 

The Continuing Decline of Gun Ownership in America 

Graphic I: The Continuing Decline in Household & Personal Gun Ownership 
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Gun ownership in America is declining. This is the unavoidable conclusion from new, 
comprehensive, national data spanning nearly 40 years contained in the General Social Survey (GSS) 
conducted by the National Opinion Research Center (NORC) at the University of Chicago. The GSS 
started in 1972 and completed its 28th round in 2010. According to NORC, "Except for the U.S. 
Census, the GSS is the most frequently analyzed source of information in the social sciences."1 

General Social Survey (GSS) gun ownership data contained in this study was obtained in March 20 II 
from the National Opinion Research Center (NORC) by the Violence Policy Center. According to NORC, "The General 
Social Survey (GSS) is one ofNORC's flagship surveys and our longest running project ... For the last third of a century 
the GSS has been monitoring social change and the growing complexity of American society. The GSS is the largest 
project funded by the Sociology Program of the National Science Foundation. Except for the U.S. Census, the GSS is 
the most frequently analyzed source of information in the social sciences ... It is the only survey that has tracked the 
opinions of Americans over an extended period oftime. The GSS is also a major teaching tool. We know of over 14,000 
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Household Gun Ownership 

Since the early 1970s the General Social Survey has asked the question: "Do you happen to have in 
your home (if house: or garage) any guns or revolvers?" According to the GSS data available2 for 
the years 1973 to 20 10 detai led in the chart below: 

• From 1977 to 20 I 0, the percentage of American households that reported having any 
guns in the home dropped more than 40 percent. 

• During this period household gun ownership hit its peak in 1977, when more than half 
(54 percent) of American households reported having any guns. By 20 10, this 
number had dropped more than 20 percentage points to a low during this period of 
32.3 percent of American households reporting having any guns in the home. 

• In 20 I 0, less than a third of American households reported having a gun in the home. 

Graphic II: Household Gun Ownership in the United States, 1973 to 2010 

Year Percent Year Percent Year Percent 
Households Households Households 

1973 49.1 1987 48.6 1998 36.7 

1974 47.9 1988 43.4 2000 34.3 

1976 49.7 1989 48.9 2002 36.4 

1977 54.0 1990 45.8 2004 37.3 

1980 50.8 1991 43.7 2006 34.5 

1982 48.9 1993 45.5 2008 36.0 

1984 48.5 1994 44.0 2010 32.3 

1985 48.0 1996 43.4 

research uses such as articles in academic journals, books, and Ph.D. dissertations based on the ass and about 250,000 
students annually who use it in their classes." See http://www.norc.org/gss+website/about+gss/about+gss.htm. 
downloaded April 14, 20 II. 

Data contained in chart represent years for which the question was asked during the period cited. 
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Personal Gun Ownership 

Since 1980, General Social Survey respondents who state that they have a gun in their home are then 
asked, "Do any ofthese guns personally belong to you?" The GSS data available for the years 1980 
to 20 I 03 detailed in the chart below presents information on overall personal gun ownership, male 
personal gun ownership, and female personal gun ownership. 

Graphic III: Personal Gun Ownership in the United States, 1980 to 2010 

Year Percent Percent Percent Year Percent Percent Percent 
Overall Male Female Overall Male Female 

Personal Personal Personal Personal Personal Personal 
Ownership Ownership Ownership Ownership Ownership Ownership 

1980 29.0 51.7 10.5 1994 28.4 46.3 12.6 

1982 29.1 47.2 14.3 1996 27.2 44.1 12.5 

1984 25.5 45.2 10.8 1998 22.6 37.7 10.7 

1985 30.7 51.9 11.9 2000 22.3 37.7 9.3 

1987 28.3 47.4 12.6 2002 26.3 37.5 11.8 

1988 25.2 44.2 11.1 2004 25.5 41.3 11.6 

1989 27.4 49.4 9.3 2006 21.6 34.9 10.6 

1990 28.7 52.4 9.5 2008 23.6 38.4 10.9 

1991 27.3 47.7 10.1 2010 20.8 33.2 9.9 

1993 29.4 48.5 13.6 

Overall Personal Gun Ownership 

• From 1985 to 20 10, the percentage of Americans who reported personally owning 
a gun dropped more than 32 percent. 

• During this period, personal gun ownership hit its peak in 1985, when 30.7 percent 
of Americans reported personally owning a gun. By 20 10, this number had dropped 
nearly \0 percentage points to a low during this period of20.8 percent. 

• In 20 I 0, slightly more than one out of five Americans reported personally owning 
a gun. 

3 Data contained in chart represent years for which the question was asked during the period cited. 
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Male Personal Gun Ownership 

• From 1990 to 20 I 0, the percentage of males who reported personally owning a gun 
dropped nearly 37 percent. 

• During this period, male gun ownership hit its peak in 1990, when 52.4 percent of 
males reported personally owning a gun. By 2010, this number had dropped more 
than 19 percentage points to a low during this period of 33.2 percent. 

• In 20 I 0, only one out of three American males reported personally owning a gun. 

Female Personal Gun Ownership 

• Female personal gun ownership remained relatively rare, fluctuating within a narrow 
range with no recent signs of increase. Female personal gun ownership peaked at 
14.3 percent in 1982. In 20 I 0, the female personal gun ownership rate was 9.9 
percent. 

• In 20 I 0, only one out of 10 American females reported personally owning a gun. 

Reasons for the Decline 

Key factors contributing to the continuing decline in household and personal gun 
ownership in America include the following. 

• The aging of the current-gun owning population-primarily white males-and a 
lack of interest in guns by youth. 

• The end of military conscription. 

• The decreasing popularity of hunting. 

• Land-use issues that limit hunting and other shooting activities. 

• Environmental and zoning issues that force shooting ranges to close and limit new 
range construction. 

• The increase in single-parent homes headed by women. 
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Good afternoon, Chainnan Mendelson. My name is Ben Van Houten and I am the --
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Managing Attorney at Legal Community Against Violence. LCA V is a national law centef. P 
founded in the aftennath of an assault weapons massacre at a San Francisco law finn. WeIWork2j 
with state and local governments across the country on the development and defense of common­
sense laws to prevent gun violence. We also monitor all Second Amendment litigation 
nationwide. 

Over the past several years, we have worked closely with the District of Columbia on its 
fireann laws. We filed our own brief in support of the District's handgun ban in the U.S. 
Supreme Court's Heller case, and, following the Heller decision, we worked with District 
policymakers and others to develop a comprehensive system of strong fireanns laws that was 
consistent with the Supreme Court's mandate. 

The fireann registration system is a cornerstone of this strong framework. Registration 
systems help law enforcement to quickly trace fireanns recovered at crime scenes and discourage 
illegal fireann sales. They also protect police officers responding to incidents by infonning them 
about whether fireanns may be present at the scene, and aid in the return of lost or stolen 
fireanns to their rightful owners. 

Among the critical components of the District's registration system is that it applies to all 
fireanns, including handguns and long guns. I'm from California, the state with some of the 
strongest laws in the country, and the California Legislature has recognized that long guns playa 
significant role in our gun violence epidemic and therefore need to be regulated just like 
handguns. 

Last year, the California Legislature adopted a bill that LCA V co-sponsored that will 
require the California Department of Justice to retain records of long gun sales in a state database 
that previously only preserved records of handgun sales. The Legislature enacted this bill based 
on clear evidence of the role oflong guns in firearms crime in California. Of the 26,682 crime 
guns recovered by California law enforcement in 2009, 43% were long guns. Additionally, the 
California Department of Justice conducted a series of sweeps over the past several years to seize 
fireanns that were illegally possessed by convicted criminals. In these sweeps, DOJ found that 
the criminals were in possession of almost equal numbers of illegal handguns and long guns. 

In sum, long guns are, like handguns, deadly weapons that are frequently recovered in 
crimes and possessed by dangerous criminals. Registration of long guns is therefore critical to 
protecting public safety and the safety of law enforcement. 

Other aspects of the District's registration system are also crucial to public safety. The 
requirement that fireann owners renew their registration every three years helps ensure that those 
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who have fallen into a prohibited category, say by being convicted of a felony or a domestic 
violence misdemeanor. aren't allowed to continue to own or possess guns. In fact. in LCA V's 
recent publication, Model Laws/or a Sater America, we recommend annual renewal of 
registration to ensure that guns don't remain in the wrong hands for long. 

The District's law prohibiting a person from registering more than one handgun in a 30-
day period is an important measure to prevent the trafficking of firearms. What need could a 
person possibly have to buy more than one handgun a month? Studies show that firearms sold in 
multiple sales to the same purchaser are frequently trafficked for use in later crimes. Des law is 
consistent with the practices in several states. California, Maryland, New Jersey and Virginia all 
limit handgun purchases to one every thirty days. In fact, New York City limits all firearm 
purchases to one every ninety days. 

Finally, a strong firearms training requirement helps ensure that gun owners know how to 
safely use and store firearms. thereby reducing the number of unintentional shootings, firearm 
thefts, and incidents in which unauthorized persons, such as children and criminals, gain access 
to guns. 

While these provisions are all important public safety measures, it's worth pointing out 
that they are also completely consistent with the Second Amendment's guarantee of a law­
abiding, responsible citizen's right to possess a firearm in the home for self-defense. Since 
Heller, courts have upheld licensing and registration laws. and we are confident that these 
provisions will be found similarly constitutional. 

I want to conclude by commending the District Council. The District's firearms laws are 
some of the strongest in the nation, drawing from best practices adopted all over the country. 
Thank you very much for your time today. I also will be submitting written testimony to 
supplement these remarks and am available to answer any questions. 
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Written Statement Regarding Bill 19-614, the Firearms Amendment Act of 2011, t'ri>m �~� 

Benjamin Van Houten on Behalf of Legal Community Against Violence r.;.., �~� 
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Members of the Judiciary Committee, 

Please find herein written comments regarding Bill 19-614, the Firearms Amendment Act 
of 20 11, submitted on behalf of Legal Community Against Violence. These comments build 
upon and are intended to supplement the remarks I offered at the Committee's hearing on this 
legislation on Monday, January 30, 2012. 

My name is Benjamin VanHouten and I am the Managing Attorney at Legal Community 
Against Violence. LCA V is a national law center founded in the aftermath of an assault 
weapons massacre at a San Francisco law firm. We work with state and local governments 
across the country on the development and defense of common sense laws to prevent gun 
violence. We also monitor all Second Amendment litigation nationwide. 

Over the past several years, we have worked closely with the District of Columbia on its 
firearm laws. We coordinated the filing of amicus briefs in support of the District's handgun ban 
in the U.S. Supreme Court's District o/Columbia v. Heller case, and also filed our own brief in 
the litigation. Following the Heller decision, I we worked with District policymakers and others 
to develop a comprehensive system of strong firearms laws that was consistent with the Supreme 
Court's mandate. 

The firearm registration system is a cornerstone of this strong framework. Registration 
laws are an essential component of responsible gun policy because they: 1) help law enforcement 
to quickly trace firearms recovered at crime scenes; 2) discourage illegal firearm sales by 
creating accountability for gun owners; 3) protect police officers responding to an incident by 
providing them with information about whether firearms may be present at the scene; and 4) 
facilitate the return of lost or stolen firearms to their rightful owners.2 

1 District a/Columbia v. Heller, 554 U.S. 570 (2008). 
2 See also Daniel W. Webster et aI., Relationship Between Licensing. Registration, and Other Gun Sales Laws and 
the Source State a/Crime Guns, 7 Inj. Prevention 184, 188-89 (2001) (finding that states with some form of 
licensing and registration systems have greater success keeping firearms initially sold by dealers in the state from 
being recovered in crimes than states without such systems in place). The study included jurisdictions with 
concealed carry permits and dealer sales reporting, which have elements of licensing or registration but are not 
comprehensive licensing or registration systems. 
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Given these benefits. it is unsurprising that the American public strongly supports laws 
requiring gun registration. A nationwide survey conducted in January 20 II. for example. found 
that 66% of respondents favor laws requiring every gun owner to register each gun he or she 
owns as part of a national gun registry.3 A 2008 poll found that 68% of voters. including 60% of 
gun owners. support the registration of guns.4 A poll conducted in May 200 I found that 70% of 
respondents mistakenly believe that a registration system already exists in the United States.5 

Among the critical components of the District's registration system is that it applies to all 
firearms. including handguns and long guns. Legal Community Against Violence is based in 
California. the state with some of the strongest laws in the country. The California Legislature 
has recognized that long guns playa significant role in our gun violence epidemic and therefore 
need to be regulated just like handguns. 

Last year. the California Legislature adopted a bill that LCA V co-sponsored that will 
require the California Department of Justice to retain records oflong gun sales in a state database 
that previously only preserved records of handgun sales.6 The Legislature enacted this bill based 
on clear evidence of the role of long guns in firearms crime in California. Of the 26.682 crime 
guns recovered by California law enforcement in 2009. 43% were long guns.' Additionally. the 
California Department of Justice conducted a series of sweeps over the past several years to seize 
firearms that were illegally possessed by convicted criminals. In these sweeps. DOJ found that 
the criminals were in possession of almost equal numbers of illegal handguns and long guns.8 

In sum. long guns are. like handguns. deadly weapons that are frequently recovered in 
crimes and possessed by dangerous criminals. Registration of long guns is therefore critical to 
protecting public safety and the safety of law enforcement. 

Other aspects of the District's registration system are also crucial to public safety. The 
requirement that firearm owners renew their registration every three years helps ensure that those 
who have fallen into a prohibited category. say by being convicted of a felony or a domestic 
violence misdemeanor. aren·t allowed to continue to own or possess guns. In fact. in LCAV's 
recent publication. Model Laws./hr a Su,/er America. we recommend annual renewal of 
registration to ensure that guns don't remain in the wrong hands for long.4 

1 American Viewpoint and Momentum Analysis for Mayors Against Illegal Guns. Results From A National Survey 
of IOOJ Registered I'oters (January 20 II). at 
http://www.mayorsagainstilleg,alg,uns.orgjdownloadsipdfmaig poll 0 I 18 20 I I.pdf. 
4 Penn. Schoen. & Berland Associates. Inc. for Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence. Post-Elee/ion Ana(I'sis: 
Sensihle Gun Laws Builds Bridges not Burns [siLl Them to Moderates. McCain. and Even Gun Owners in Post­
Heller World (Nov. 18.2008). available at: http://www.bradycampaign.org/xshare'pdfmemo-II-18-08.pdf. 
5 Lake. Snell. Perry & Associates. Inc. Poll. Educalional Fund 10 SlOp Gun Violence (May 15-21. 200 I ). at 
http:/·www.commondreams.orgnews200Ii0612-05.htm. 
" AB 809. 2011-12 Regular Session (Cal. 20 II) 
7 Data provided by the California Department of Justice on April 6. 2010. 
R Data provided by the California Department of Justice on March 4. 2010. 
<) Model Laws for a Safer America: Seven Regulations to Promote Responsible Gun Ownership and Sales can be 
downloaded at http: Icav.orgmodel laws for a safer america.asp. 
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The District's law prohibiting a person from registering more than one handgun in a 30-
day period is an important measure to prevent the trafficking of firearms. What legitimate need 
could a person possibly have to buy more than one handgun a month? 

Firearms sold in multiple sales to the same individual purchaser are frequently used in 
crime.IO A TF crime gun trace data revealed that 22% of all handguns recovered in crime in 1999 
had been transferred to a purchaser involved in a multiple sale. II Crime gun trace data from 
2000 showed that 20% of all retail handguns recovered in crime were purchased as part of a 
multiple sale.12 A study of the sale and subsequent criminal use of handguns sold in Maryland in 
the 1990s revealed that handguns sold in multiple sales accounted for about a quarter of crime 
guns and were up to 64% more likely to be used in crime than handguns sold in single sales. 13 

Similarly, a review of Virginia's one-gun-a-month law demonstrated that the law was 
effective in reducing the number of crime guns traced to Virginia dealers. Virginia adopted its 
law in 1993 after the state became recognized as a primary source of crime guns recovered in 
states in the northeastern U.S. After the law's adoption, the odds of tracing a gun originally 
acquired in the Southeast to a Virginia gun dealer (as opposed to a dealer in a different 
southeastern state) dropped by 71 % for guns recovered in New York, 72% for guns recovered in 
Massachusetts, and 66% for guns recovered in New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island and Massachusetts combined.14 

The American public strongly supports laws limiting the number of guns that may be 
purchased at one time. A national poll conducted for Mayors Against Illegal Guns in the spring 
of 2008 found that 65% of Americans favor limiting the number of handguns an individual is 
allowed to purchase to one gun per month. 15 

Finally, a strong firearms training requirement helps ensure that gun owners know how to 
safely use and store firearms, thereby reducing the number of unintentional shootings, firearm 
thefts, and incidents in which unauthorized persons, such as children and criminals, gain access 
to guns. 

10 See. e.g .. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Fireanns, U.S. Department of the Treasury, Youth Crime Gun 
Interdiction Initiative, Crime Gun Trace Reports (2000) National Report 52 (July 2002), at: 
http://www.atf.gov/publications/download/ycgii/2000/ycgii-report-2000-general-findings.pdf; Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco and Fireanns, U.S. Department of the Treasury, Youth Crime Gun Interdiction Initiative, Crime Gun Trace 
Reports (1999) National Report 40 (Nov. 2000), at: http://www.atf.gov/publications/download/ycgii/1999/ycgii­
report-1999-general-findings.pdf. 
Illd 
12 Youth Crime Gun Interdiction Initiative, Crime Gun Trace Reports (2000) National Report, supra note 10. 
13 Christopher S. Koper, Crime Gun Risk Factors: Buyer, Seller, Firearm, and Transaction Characteristics 
Associated with Gun Trafficking and Criminal Gun Use, Report to the National Institute of Justice 6, 83 (2007), at 
http://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles I /niilgrants/22I 074.pdf. 
14 Douglas S. Wei! & Rebecca Knox, Evaluating the Impact of Virginia's One-Gun-A-Month Law, The Center to 
Prevent Handgun Violence 1,4-6 (Aug. 1995). Despite this evidence of the law's effectiveness, the Virginia 
Legislature recently voted to repeal the state's one-gun-a-month law. 
15 Greenberg Quinlan Rosner Research & the Tarrance Group for the Mayors Against Illegal Guns, Americans 
Support Common Sense Measures to Cut Down on Illegal Guns 6 (Apr. 10,2008), at: 
http://www.mayorsagainstillegalguns.org/downloads/pdf/polling memo.pdf. 
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While these provisions are all important public safety measures, it's worth pointing out 
that they are also completely consistent with the Second Amendment's guarantee of a law­
abiding, responsible citizen's right to possess a firearm in the home for self-defense. Since 
Heller, courts have upheld licensing and registration laws, and we are confident that these 
provisions will be found similarly constitutional. 16 For example, in a 2009 decision, the Seventh 
Circuit upheld a firearm registration law as constitutional, finding that the law "merely regulated 
gun possession," instead of prohibiting it. 17 The District's registration system operates in a 
similarly constitutional fashion. 

At the hearing on this bill, Chairman Mendelson requested information about the extent 
to which other states require individuals seeking to purchase firearms to undergo fingerprinting 
or provide photographs to law enforcement as part of the process of registering a firearm or 
acquiring a license to purchase a firearm. At least five states, Hawaii, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, Connecticut, and New York, require purchase permit applicants to either be fingerprinted, 
or be photographed, or both.18

.
19 

I want to conclude by commending the District Council. The District's firearms laws are 
some of the strongest in the nation, drawing from best practices adopted all over the country. 
Thank you very much for your consideration of these comments. Please do feel free to contact 
me if you have any questions or require any additional information. 

Sincerely, 

;:2 · '<- {4L 
Benjamin Van Houten 
Managing Attorney 
Legal Community Against Violence 

16 For more on trends in Second Amendment litigation, please refer to LCA V's Post-Heller Litigation Summary, 
which can be found at http://www.lcav.orglcontent/post-heller summary.pdf. 
17 Justice v. Town o./Cicero, 577 F.3d 768, 774 (7th Cir. 2009), cert. denied, 177 L. Ed. 2d 323 (20 I 0). 
18 Hawaii (Haw. Rev. Stat. § 134-2: law enforcement must fingerprint applicant and take photographs), 
Massachusetts (Mass. Gen. Laws ch. 140, §§ 122, 1298(2): fingerprinting), New Jersey (N.J. Stat. Ann. § 2C:58-
3(e): fingerprinting), Connecticut (Conn. Gen. Stat. § 29-36g(a): fingerprinting), and New York (N.Y. Penal Law § 
400.00(3): fingerprinting and applicant must submit photographs). Additionally, Iowa requires handgun purchase 
permit applicants to deliver their applications to law enforcement and display an identification card when submitting 
the application. Iowa Code § 724.17. Note that in Hawaii, Massachusetts and New Jersey, the permit requirements 
apply to individuals seeking to acquire any firearm. In the other states listed above, a purchase permit is only 
required to purchase a handgun. 
19 Additionally, Chairman Mendelson requested information regarding whether any states require an individual to 
meet a vision requirement in order to purchase a handgun. My review has not identified any state with such a 
requirement. 
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Statement of 
Joseph J. Vince, Jr. 

Bi1119-614 
Fireanns Amendment Act of2011 

Committee on the Judiciary 
Councilmember Phil Mendelson, Chairperson 

Council of the District of Columbia 

January 30, 2012 
11 :00 a.m., Council Chamber, John A. Wilson Building 

1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20004 

1) INTRODUCTION 

I was invited by the Office of the Attorney General for the District of Columbia to submit a 
written statement regarding the "gun control laws of the District." I submit this statement 
voluntarily, without payment of any kind from anyone, and this statement reflects my 
personal views on these matters, gained from decades of relevant law-enforcement 
expenence. 

I appreciate the opportunity to provide the Council with my views concerning the District's 
current fireanns laws, which I believe, as a whole, are reasonable and in the best interest of 
public safety. 

2) QUALIFICATIONS 

I am the head of the Criminal Justice Program at Mount 8t. Mary's University in 
Emmitsburg, Maryland. I am also the President of Crime Guns Solutions, LLC, a private 
consulting firm dedicated to assisting and training law enforcement and other groups in 
reducing fireann-related violent crime. 

Prior to my current positions, I spent the majority of my career with the U.S. Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives ("ATF"), where I held several positions over the 
course of nearly 30 years, including Chief of the Fireanns Enforcement Division and Chief 
of the Crime Gun Analysis Branch. 

During my time at the A TF, I oversaw numerous investigations targeting the illegal 
trafficking of fireanns, including by organized crime figures, major narcotic distributors, and 
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domestic and foreign terrorists. My later work at the A TF focused on crime-gun tracing and 
analysis, including leading the Youth Crime Gun Interdiction Initiative, a program in which a 
number of cities agreed to submit information on crime guns recovered by local law 
enforcement agencies to the A TF for tracing, to develop information about illegal trafficking 
of firearms. Despite its name, the YCGn was not limited to guns recovered from youth. 
Beginning with 17 cities in 1996, the program concluded in 2000 with 55 cities participating, 
and allowed those communities to develop sound gun-enforcement strategies for proactive 
use in firearms investigations, as well as provided useful data for researchers studying 
firearms violence. The tracing of firearms through serial numbers provides information on 
the "chain of sale" for law enforcement officials. The ATF's maintenance of a database of 
this trace information-the Firearms Tracing System-has been "of great assistance to local 
and national law enforcement."l 

Because of my experience involving the diversion of firearms for illegal purposes, I was 
appointed the United States' representative to the United Nations Working Group on Small 
Arms Proliferation, and was also assigned to the U.S. negotiating team under the direction of 
the Office of National Drug Policy to attempt to obtain an agreement with Mexico regarding 
the cross-border flow of drugs and guns. I have provided training to law enforcement 
officials throughout the United States, as well as in Europe, South America, and Mexico. 

I have testified as an expert with regards to firearms-related violent crime in a number of 
cases in federal and local courts, and currently am a member of the Firearms Committee of 
the International Association of Chiefs of Police. I am familiar, generally, with most of the 
major empirical studies regarding firearms and cite those studies, articles, and court decisions 
supporting my views here. 

3) THE DISTRICT'S FIREARMS LAWS 

Based on my experience in law enforcement, I believe that the registration requirements 
currently in place in the District are an effective means of keeping firearms out of the hands 
of criminals, giving law enforcement the tools it needs to prevent and solve crime and 
protecting the safety of law enforcement officials, and the public in general. 

a) The District's Firearms Registration Requirements Are An Effective Means of 
Keeping Firearms Out of the Hands of Criminals 

One of the most important benefits of strong firearm-registration requirements is to keep 
weapons out of the hands of criminals or others who pose a safety risk to themselves or the 

lNAACP v. AcuSport, Inc., 271 F.Supp.2d 435, 448 (E.D.N.Y. 2003). 
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pUblic.2 Fireann registration fosters greater accountability among gun owners, and provides 
important information for law enforcement, allowing officials to identify persons who 
subsequently become disqualified from ownership. Registration requirements make it more 
difficult for criminals, juveniles, and other prohibited persons to acquire guns.3 The stronger 
the fireanns-registration system, the less the likelihood that those who are a threat to 
themselves or others will get access to fireanns. Registration makes it easier to trace guns 
used in crime to their last known legal owner, and to investigate possible illegal transactions. 
It pains me to say that, last year, gunfire was the number one cause of police fatalities.4 

States and cities with strong fireanns registration laws-like those of the District-do a far 
better job at preventing guns from falling into the hands of criminals, than states and 
municipalities without such laws.5 Moreover, registration of fireanns provides law­
enforcement officers with critical information to track fireanns when investigating gun 
crimes and gun smuggling. 

Federal vs. Local 

In my opinion, fireanns must primarily be regulated on a local level, as national agencies, 
such as the ATF, have different focuses, when they are not actually prohibited from taking 
action. The ATF regulates the fireanns market on a national level, licensing and inspecting 
federal fireanns licensees ("FFLs"), and working with fireanns manufacturers and 
distributors to combat straw purchases and the illegal diversion of gunS.6 The federal 
Fireanns Owners Protection Act of 1986 prohibits the establishment of a federal registration 
system for fireanns, and limits the ATF to a maximum of one unannounced inspection per 

2 D.W. Webster, J.S. Vernick, 1.M. Hepburn, Relationship between licensing, registration, and 
other gun sales laws and the course state of crime guns, 7 Injury Prevention, 184-189 (2001) 
(available online at http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1730734/pdj! 
v007pOO 184.pdf). 

3 D.W. Webster, J.S. Vernick, and M.T. Bulzacchelli, Effects of State-Level Seller Accountability 
Policies on Firearm Trafficking, 86 J. of Urban Health 525-537 (2009) (available online at 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmclarticles/PMC2704273/). 

4 Carol Cratty, Report: 173 law enforcement officers killed on duty in 2011, CNN.COM (Dec. 28, 
20 II ) (available online at http://www.cnn.coml20 11112/28/usllaw-enforcement-
deaths/index. html? hpt=hp _t2). 

5 See n. 2, n.3, supra. 

6 See, e.g., NAACP, supra. 
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FFL per year; 7 on average, the A TF inspects each licensee about once every 17 years.8 The 
ATF, in my opinion, does not have the resources to properly oversee the firearms dealers and 
manufacturers it regulates, much less to regulate the average gun owner. Those efforts must 

come from local authorities. 

Urban v. Rural 

The burden of firearm-related death, crime, and injury is not evenly distributed through the 
population. Numerous studies have shown-and it has certainly been my experience-that 
urban, poorer neighborhoods have higher rates of gun violence than more wealthy, rural 
areas.9 In fact, while homicide rates and violent crime has generally been falling nationwide, 

firearms homicide rates are highest among young men in urban areas and have been 
increasing in this population. 10 It is thus very important for cities, like the District, to have 
strong firearms laws. 

i) Long-Gun Registration 

Long guns, like rifles and shotguns, are the most popular type of firearm in the United 
States, amounting to almost two-thirds of all privately owned guns. II Moreover, surveys 

show that most handgun owners also own one or more long guns. 12 Consequently, the 
benefits of strong firearm-registration requirements are true with respect to long guns, as 
well as hand-guns. Indeed, the United States has required the registration of certain types 
oflong-guns, such as machine guns, since the 1930s. This has proved highly effective in 
reducing the use of automatic weapons in crime. 

7 18 U.S.C. §§ 926(a), 923(g)(I)(B). 

8 Brian Bennett, Turning a Blind Eye to Gun Dealers, Time (May 8, 2007) (available online at 
http://www.time.com/timelnationiarticleI0.8599.1618392.00.htm/). 

9 1.S. Vernick, J.G. Hodge, Jr., and D.W. Webster, The Ethics of Restrictive Licensingfor 
Handguns: Comparing the United States and Canadian Approaches to Handgun Regulation, 35 
J. L. Med. & Ethics 668 (Winter 2007). 

10 See n.3, supra. 

II L. Hepbum, M. Miller, D. Azrael, and D. Hemenway, The u.s. gun stock: results from the 
2004 national firearms survey, 13 Injury Prevention 15-19 (2007) (available online at 
http://injuryprevention.bmj.com/contentl 131 11 15.ful/). 

121d. 
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Canada has required the registration of long guns for decades. 13 There have been a 
number of unsuccessful efforts to eliminate this requirement as "ineffective at reducing 
crime.,,14 After an extensive recent study, the Royal Canadian Mounted Police has 
determined that firearms registration generally (and oflong guns particularly) provides 
crucial public-safety and law-enforcement benefits. IS 

In addition, the registration oflong-guns makes particular sense here, given the District's 
unique status as the Nation's Capitol. History has shown that high-powered rifles are the 
preferred tool of political assassins. In light of the dense concentration of high-ranking 
government officials, ambassadors, and visiting foreign dignitaries in the District, it 
makes particular sense for the District to require the registration of long guns in order to 
track their presence and keep them out of the hands of criminals and terrorists. 

ii) Restricting Handgun Registration to One Per 30-Day Period 

I have found that one of the most effective methods of disrupting illegal interstate 
trafficking of firearms are state and local laws that limit the quantity of firearms that can 
be purchased or registered during a given time period. For example, there is strong 
evidence that state and local laws that limit the purchase of firearms by an individual to 
one gun in a 30-day period are highly effective in disrupting illegal interstate trafficking 
of firearms. 16 Put another way, handguns purchased in multiple-gun purchases on the 
same day were more likely to be traced by the ATF than were single-purchase 
handguns. 17 

Based on this evidence and my own experience, I believe that the District's current law, 
which limits an individual to registering no more than one pistol during a 30-day period, 
is an effective means of limiting the illegal trafficking of guns into (or out of) the District. 

13 See n.2, supra. See also Reference re: Firearms Act, 1 S.c.R. 783 (Can. Jun. 15,2000) 
(available online at http://scc.lexum.orglen/200012000scc3I12000scc3I. htm!). 

14 Royal Canadian Mounted Police, RCMP Canadian Firearms Program: Program Evaluation 
(Feb. 2010) (available online at http://www.rcmp-grc.gc.calpubslfire-feu-eval/eval-eng.pdj). 

15 4 See n.l ,supra. 

16 D. Weil, R. Knox, Effects of Limiting Handgun Purchases on Interstate Transfer of Firearms, 
275:22 JAMA 1759-1761 (1996). See also n.2, supra. 

17 M. A. Wright, GJ. Wintemute, and D.W. Webster, Factors Affecting a Recently Purchased 
Handgun's Riskfor Use in Crime under Circumstances That Suggest Gun Trafficking, 87 J. of 
Urban Health 352-364 (2010) (available online at http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.govlpmclarticlesl 
PMC287I0901?tool=pubmed). 
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Further, this requirement makes particular sense for the District given the fact that the 
majority of illegal firearms found in the District are illegally trafficked from other states. 
Indeed, when Virginia-previously a major supplier of illegal handguns to New York 
City-enacted a law limiting multiple sales to the same person, it almost immediately 
reduced that supply by a substantial amount. IS 

iii) In-Person Registration 

In addition, I have found that one of the most effective ways to ensure that criminals do 
not circumvent the firearm-registration process, is to require in-person appearance and ID 
verification as part of registration. Accordingly, I believe that the District's requirement 
that a registrant appear in-person is entirely reasonable. In my experience, jurisdictions 
that do not require in-person registration and ID verification are far less effective at 
preventing the diversion of firearms for illegal purposes. Indeed, a recent study by New 
York City found that almost two-thirds of online firearms dealers were willing to sell to 
individuals who admitted that they would probably not pass a background check. 19 While 
the in-person registration requirement will clearly not prevent all unauthorized persons 
from obtaining guns, it will certainly assist in deterring all but the most desperate. 

b) The District's Firearms Laws Give Law Enforcement the Tools It Needs to Prevent 
and Solve Crime 

In addition to preventing criminals from obtaining firearms, strong firearms-registration 
laws like those in place in the District also prove effective in providing law enforcement 
with information essential to preventing and solving crime. A comprehensive firearms­
registration system provides law enforcement with basic information, such as who has 
firearms, what type, and where they're kept. Every firearm has the potential to kill. In my 
opinion, requiring this minimal information in exchange for the privilege of owning a 
dangerous weapon is justified. 

i) Requiring Fingerprints and Photographs of Registrants 

The District's requirements of in-person registration, and requiring that a firearms 
registrant be fingerprinted and photographed and submit to a background check as 

IS See NAACP, supra and n.14, supra. 

19 Michelle Nichols, Bloomberg sets sights on illegal gun sales online, Reuters (Dec. 14,2011) 
(available online at http://www.reuters.comlarticieI2011112115Ius-usa-guns-online-
idUSTRE7 BEO 1 Z20 111215). 
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part of the registration process provide law enforcement with exactly this sort of basic 
information, which is often essential to preventing or solving a crime. 

ii) Registration and Background Check 

Law enforcement officials also must be able to rely on the information they obtain as 
part of the registration process. Background checks are a very effective way to keep 
guns out of the hands of prohibited individuals. Additionally, it is eminently 
reasonable for the District to require that the owner of a firearm notify the District of 
any change in owner information or the loss, theft, or sale of the firearm, and for 
individual registrants to undergo a criminal background check. These requirements 
are minimally burdensome, consistent with the registration requirements of other 
licenses issued by the government (e.g., drivers' licenses), and provide law 
enforcement officials with some basic assurance that the information is accurate and 
current. Moreover, requiring registrants to update their information helps ensure that 
gun owners who have fallen into a prohibited category are not allowed to continue to 
possess firearms. 

c) The District's Firearms Laws Protect the Safety of Law Enforcement Officers and 
the Public in General 

Finally, based on my experience, strong firearms-registration laws are effective at 
improving the safety of law enforcement officers in the field, as well as the public in 
general. Basic requirements like those in place in the District that a gun owner be trained 
in the proper use and storage of firearms, and demonstrate knowledge of the District's 
firearms laws, are important methods of reducing the accidental use or misuse of 
firearms. 

Over the past few years, we have seen a spike in the number of firearm-related fatalities 
among law enforcement officers.2o Based on my experience, I believe this trend will only 
continue as more firearms are introduced into communities such as the District. In order 
to combat this problem, gun-owners must know how to use their weapons and understand 
the District's firearms laws, which law enforcement officers are charged with enforcing. 

4) BILL 19-614 

The legislation currently before the Council, the Firearms Amendment Act of2011, would, 
among other things, repeal the requirement that pistols be submitted for a "ballistics 

20 See n.4, supra. 
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identification procedure." D.C. Code § 7-2S02.03(d). In my opinion, the repeal of this 
provision will not have a significant impact on public safety. The other information collected 
at registration-like fingerprints and the serial number of the firearm-is more valuable and 
important for tracing purposes. 

8 
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• 
DOUGLAS WElL 

A law that gun-rights advocates 
should be fighting to keep. 

In July 1993, a VIrginia law 
took effect limiting the number 
of handguns an individual could 
purchase to one gun every 30 
days. Not to one gun ayear, or one 
gun a lifetime - but one gun a 
month. The impact of this law on 
interstate gw:i trafficking was im­
mediate, it was significant and it 
is impossible to refute. Prior to 
the law, Vitginia gun dealers 
were the most important source 
of crime guns illegally trafficked 
along Interstate 95, also known 
as the "fron pipeline" from the 
Southeast to the states in the 
Northeast corridor. 

The Bureau of Alconol, Tobac­
co, Firearms and Explosives 
(ATF) routinely traces the origin 
of criIQe guns from the. location 
where they have been recovered 
by the police back to the firearms 
dealers who first sold the guns. In 
the 5 'I.-year period beginning in 
September 1989, 14,606 guns that 
were sold by dealers in one of the 

eight southeastern states were 
latertecovered by the police and 
traced to their origin by ATF. An 
analysis of the trace data that I 
conducted with my colleague Re­
becca C. Knox revealed that the 
odds that any of these guns 
would be traced back to a VIr­
ginia gun dealer fell by a third 
after the one-gun-a-month law' 
took effect. 

Our analysis, pUblished in 
1996 in the Journal of the Ameri­
can Medical Association, showed 
that the impact of the law on gun 
trafficking was ev;m more dra­
matic along the iron pipeline. 
Specifically, the odds that a crime 
gun used in the Northeast would 
be traced to a gun dealer in 
VIrginia fell by two-thirds. 

Despite this, the VIrginia Gen­
eralAssembly has voted to repeal 
the one-gun-a-month restriction, 
and GQv. Robert F. McDonnell 
has indiCated that he will sign the 
legislation:Their logic appears to 

be that since exemptions to the 
law have been created (e.g., for 
law-enforcement officers' and 
holders of concealed-carry per­
mits), the state should exempt 
everyone. But there is simply no 
public health or public safety 
rationale for repealing the law. 

The gun lobby is fond of saying 
that gun laws only burden law­
abiding citizens - that criminals 
will always be able to get guns. 
The analysis of ATF's gun-trace 
data proves that proposition is 
not true. The VIrginia law applies 
to retail gun sales, but the im­
pact, both large and immediate, 
was on illegal gun trafficking. 
The law places virtually no bur­
den on individuals who are legal­
ly entitled to purchase a hand­
gun. It isn't a prohibition against 
the pu,chase or possession of 
firearms. It doesn't limit the 
number of guns an individual can 
own. It �d�o�e�s�n�~�t� iilcrease the time 
needed to complete a back-

ground check. The law burdens 
guri traffickers and the straw 
purchasers they hire to supply 
them with guns, and it makes it 
more difficult for the rare dirty 
gun dealer who is willing to look 
the other way when a single 
individual walks in to his store 
,asking to buy fiVe or 10 or even 20 
or more inexperisive handguns to 
be sold on the street 

One-gun-a-month's fate is now 
in McDonnell's hands, and one 
hopes he will take an objective 
look at the impact of the law 
before acting. Rather than re­
pealing this law, VIrginia should 
be touting its success to encour­
age other states and ultimately 
the federal government to follow 
its lead and enact similar"Jegisla-
tion. ' 

The writer was research director for. 
the Center to Prevent Handgun 
Violence, which is now known as the 
Brady Center, from 1994 to 2001. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: 
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DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

REFERENCE: 
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Government of the District of Columbia 
Office of the Chief Financial Officer 

* * * 

The Honorable Kwame R. Brown 
Chainnan, Council of the District of Columbia 

Natwar M. Gandhi 
Chief Financial Officer 

February 29, 2012 

Fiscal Impact Statement - "Fireanns Amendment Act of 2012" 

BiIl19-614, Committee Print as shared with OCFO on February 27, 
2012 

Funds are sufficient in the FY 2012 through FY 2015 budget and financial plan to implement the 
bill. 

Background 

[n 2008, the Supreme Court held the District of Columbia's ban on handgun possession in one's 
home was a violation of the Second Amendment.! Thus, the Council of the District of Columbia 
passed the Firearms Registration Amendment Act of 20082 to legalize the registration of a handgun 
for in-home possession for self-defense. The Metropolitan Police Department (MPD) facilitates 
firearms registration in the District for both residents and security personnel.3 

The bill amends the Firearms Control Regulations Act of 1975.4 The main components reduce or 
eliminate some restrictions associated with possessing a firearm in the District, alter the 
registration renewal process, and designate certain firearm related violations as infractions. 
Examples of these provisions include: 

1 DjstrjctofColumbjaetai y Heller 554 U.S. 570 (2008). 
2 Effective March 31, 2009 (D.C. Law 17·372; D.C. Official Code §§ 2-1831.03 and 7-2501.01 etseq.). 
3 See the MPD firearms registration website 
(ht1;jr IImpdc dc l:oy/mpdc1cwp/yjew a 1237 Q 547431 mpdcNay GID 1523 mpdcNay I asp). 
4 Effective September 24,1976 (D.C. Law 1-85; D.C. Official Code § 7-2501.01 et seq.) 

1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 203, Washington, DC 20004 (202)727-2476 
www.cfo.dc.gov 
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The Honorable Kwame R. Brown 
FIS: B19-614, "Firearms Amendment Act of 2012," Committee Print as shared with OCFO on February 27, 
2012 

• Allowing an individual to temporarily possess a firearm during a training and safety class in 
the District; 

• Eliminating the needs to reaffirm knowledge of District firearms laws for each subsequent 
firearms registration and to fulfill a background check every six years; 

• Repealing the need for a ballistics identification on a registered firearm and for a registrant 
to pass a vision test; 

• Requiring MPD to take a digital photo of a registrant rather than requiring the submission 
ofaphoto; 

• Expanding the number of options for a registrant to show or obtain appropriate firearms 
training;S and 

• Allowing the possession of any legal ammunition by a valid registrant6, induding temporary 
possession during a training and safety class. 

The bill also adjusts the registration renewal requirements to ensure there are multiple ways for a 
registrant to submit a renewal and delays the renewal requirement until January 2014. Current law 
requires comprehensive registration renewal procedures to be completed by March 2012.7 

The bill designates that a non-resident found in violation of possessing an unregistered firearm or 
ammunitionB or possessing a single restricted bullet shall be prosecuted as an infraction with a 
maximum penalty of$500. 

Lastly, the bill allows for (but does not mandate) the District to register as a federal firearms 
licensee (FFL). A FFL is a person or business licensed by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, 
and Explosives as a manufacturer, dealer, or importer of firearms. Currently the District has one 
FFL which is privately held and operates out of MPD headquarters.9 The bill authorizes the Mayor 
to seek FFL status in the event there is no commercially active10 FFL in the District. 

Financial Plan Impact 

Funds are sufficient in the FY 2012 through FY 2015 budget and financial plan to implement the 
bill. 

The provisions that reduce or eliminate some of the restrictions for firearm possession in the 
District are unlikely to have a significant financial impact. 

5 Current law requires four hours of classroom instruction and one hour of training at a firing range. The 
bill's options include a training and safety class provided by the MPD Chief, military training, a license from 
another state, or successful completion of a private firearms training or safety course, provided the latter two 
options have equal or greater training requirements as the District. 
6 Current law (D.C. Official Code § 7-2506.01(a)(3)) requires the ammunition to be the same gauge or caliber 
as the registered firearm. 
7 D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.07a. 
8 So long as the violator is not concurrently being charged with another criminal offense. 
9 The private FFL does not sell firearms. It facilitates the transfer of handguns owned or purchased outside 
the District into the District. 
10 Defined as a person or business holding a federal firearms license and open for business to the general 
public to receive and transfer handguns for third parties into the District. 

Page 2 of3 
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The Honorable Kwame R. Brown 
FIS: B19-614, "Firearms Amendment Act of2012," Committee Print as shared with OCFO on February 27, 
2012 

Should the District choose to register as an FFL, it may have to pay for registration costs, but such 
costs must be accounted for in the budget prior to registration. Additionally, the District 
accommodated the private FFL in 2011 to facilitate firearms transfer and the District prefers and 
would continue to foster the private sector in this capacity in the future.ll 

11 Based on a February 2, 2012 conversation with MPD. 

Page 3 of3 
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COMMITfEE PRINT 

2 Committee on the Judiciary 

3 February 29, 2012 

4 
5 

6 
7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

A BILL 

19-614 

14 
15 

IN THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

16 
17 

18 
19 To amend the fIrearms laws of the District of Columbia to defIne "fuearms instructor" and allow 
20 a person to temporarily possess a fIrearm while participating in a fIrearms training and 
21 safety class; to clarify that a registration certifIcate may be issued to a fIrearms instructor 
22 or organization employing a fIrearms instructor, or to a person who complies with the 
23 registration requirements; to provide that a fIrearms instructor or organization that 
24 employs a fIrearms instructor my register a pistol; to clarify that the requirement to 
25 demonstrate knowledge of the District's fIrearms laws is a one-time requirement per 
26 applicant; to repeal the requirement for a vision test and provide that an individual who is, 
27 legally blind may not register a fIrearm; to revise the training requirement for fIrearms 
28 registration and provide for certain exceptions; to repeal the requirement that each pistol 
29 be submitted for ballistic identifIcation as part of the registration process; to eliminate the 
30 requirement that registrants produce photographs and instead require the Chief of Police 
31 to take a digitalized photograph and fIngerprints at the time of registration; to eliminate 
32 the requirement that registrants submit to a background check every 6 years; to clarify 
33 that registration may be renewed online, by mail, or in person; to require the creation of a 
34 system for registration renewal by January 1, 2014; permit the District to temporarily act 
35 as a federal fIrearms licensee when one is not commercially available; to extend to 
36 January 1,2014 the date by when semiautomatic pistols must be microstamp-ready; to 
37 exempt a person who has lawfully registered a fIrearm from certain prohibitions against 
38 unregistered ammunition; to allow for temporary possession of ammunition while 
39 participating in a fIrearms training and safety class; to harmonize various provisions in 
40 the laws pertaining to fIrearms; and to make other technical corrections and clarifIcations. 
41 
42 BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, That this 

43 act may be cited as the "Firearms Amendment Act of20l2". 
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Sec. 2. The Fireanns Control Regulations Act of 1975, effective September 24, 1976 

2 (D.C. Law 1-85; D.C. Official Code § 7-2501.01 et seq.), is amended as follows: 

3 (a) Section 101 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2501.01) is amended as follows: 

4 (l) Paragraph (5) is amended to read as follows: 

5 "(5) "Crime of violence" means a crime of violence as defined in D.C. Official 

6 Code § 23-1331(4).". 

7 (2) Paragraph (9A) is redesignated as (9B) and is amended to read as follows: 

8 "(9B) "Intrafamily offense" shall have the same meaning as provided in D.C. 

9 Official Code § 16-1001.". 

\0 (3) A new paragraph (9A) is added to read as follows: 

II "(9A) "Firearms instructor" means an individual who is certified by the Chief to 

12 be qualified to teach fireanns training and safety courses.". 

I3 (b) Section 201 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.01) is amended as follows: 

14 (1) Subsection (a) is amended as follows: 

15 (A) Paragraph (2) is amended by striking the word "or" at the end. 

16 (B) Paragraph (3) is amended by striking the period at the end and 

17 inserting a semicolon followed by the word "or" in its place. 

18 (C) New paragraphs (4) and (5) are added to read as follows: 

19 "(4) To a firearms instructor, or to an organization that employs a 

20 firearms instructor, for the purpose of conducting firearms training; 

21 "(5) To a person who complies with, and meets the requirements of, this 

22 unit.". 

23 (2) Subsection (b) is amended as follows: 

2 
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(A) Paragraph (3) is amended by striking the word "or" at the end. 

2 (B) Paragraph (4) is amended by striking the period at the end and 

3 inserting a semicolon followed by the word "or" in its place. 

4 (C) A new paragraph (5) is added to read as follows: 

5 "(5) Any person who temporarily possesses a firearm while participating 

6 in a firearms training and safety class conducted by a firearms instructor.". 

7 (3) A new subsection (c) is added to read as follows: 

8 "(c) For purposes of paragraph (b)(3) of this section, the term "recreational 

9 firearm-related activity" includes a firearms training and safety class.". 

10 (c) Section 202(a)(4) (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.02(a)(4» is amended as follows: 

11 (1) Subparagraph (B) is amended by striking the word "or" at the end. 

12 (2) Subparagraph (C) is amended by inserting the word "or" at the end. 

13 (3) A new subparagraph (D) is added to read as follows: 

14 "(D) A firearms instructor, or an organization that employs a firearms instructor, 

15 for the purpose of conducting firearms training.". 

16 (d) Section 203 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.03) is amended as follows: 

17 (1) Subsection (a) is amended as follows: 

18 (A) Paragraph (2) is amended to read as follows: 

19 "(2) Has not been convicted of a weapons offense (but not an infraction or 

20 misdemeanor violation under sections 208, 702, 706, or 807) or a felony in this or any other 

21 jurisdiction (including a crime punishable by imprisonment for a term exceeding one year);". 

22 (B) Paragraph (4) is amended as follows: 

3 
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(1) Subparagraphs (B), (C), and (D) are amended to read as 

2 follows: 

3 "(B) A violation of § 22-404, regarding assaults and threats, or 

4 § 22-407, regarding threats to do bodily harm, or a violation of any similar provision of the law 

5 of another jurisdiction;" 

6 "(C) Two or more violations of § 50-2201.05(b) or, in this or any 

7 other jurisdiction, any law restricting driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs;" 

8 "(D) Intrafamily offense punishable as a misdemeanor, including 

9 any similar provision in the law of another jurisdiction; or". 

10 (2) A new subparagraph (E) is added to read as follows: 

II "(E) Misdemeanor violation pursuant to sections 702 or 706;". 

12 (C) Paragraph (10) is amended to read as follows: 

13 "(10) Has not failed to demonstrate satisfactorily, in accordance with a 

14 test prescribed by the Chief, a knowledge of the laws of the District of Columbia pertaining to 

15 firearms and, in particular, the requirements of this unit, the responsibilities regarding storage, 

16 and the requirements for transport; provided, that once this determination is made with respect to 

17 a given applicant for a particular firearm, it need not be made again for the same applicant with 

18 respect to a subsequent application for a firearm or for the renewal of a registration certificate 

19 pursuant to section 207a;". 

20 (D) Paragraph (11) is amended to read as follows: 

21 "( II) Is not blind, as defined in section 8 of An Act To enable the blind 

22 and the otherwise physically disabled to participate fully in the social and economic life of the 

23 District of Columbia, approved October 21, 1972 (86 Stat. 971; D.C. Official Code § 7-1009);". 

4 
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(E) Paragraph (13) is amended as follows: 

2 (1) Subparagraph (A) is amended to read as follows: 

3 "(A) Has completed a firearms training and safety class provided 

4 free of charge by the Chief; or". 

5 (2) Subparagraph (B) is amended to read as follows: 

6 "(B) Has submitted evidence of any of the following: 

7 "(i) Evidence that the applicant has received firearms 

8 training in the United States military; 

9 "(ii) A license from another state for which firearms 

1 0 training is required, where the training, as determined by the Chief, is equal to or greater than 

11 that provided under subparagraph (A); or 

12 "(iii) Evidence that the applicant has otherwise completed 

13 a firearms training or safety course conducted by a firearms instructor that, as determined by the 

14 Chief, is equal to or greater than that conducted under subparagraph (A); and 

15 (2) Subsection (d) is repealed. 

16 (e) Section 204 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.04) is amended as follows: 

17 (1) Subsection (a) is amended to read as follows: 

18 "(a) The Chief shall require any person applying for a registration certificate to 

19 be fingerprinted in order to conduct an efficient and adequate investigation into the matters 

20 described in section 203 and to effectuate the purposes of this unit. The Chief shall maintain a 

21 record of the fingerprints of sufficient quality to enable periodic investigation to ensure 

22 compliance with section 203.". 

23 (2) Subsection (b) is amended to read as follows: 

5 
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"(b) The Chief shall take a digitalized, full-face photograph of each applicant, 

2 other than an organization, to be included as part of a person's firearms registration application. 

3 Such photo shall be taken simultaneously with the filing of the application.". 

4 (f) Section 205 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.05) is amended by adding a new subsection 

5 (c) to read as follows: 

6 "(c) Any declaration, certificate, verification, or statement made for purposes of firearm 

7 registration under this subchapter shall be made under penalty of perjury pursuant to D.C. Code 

8 § 22-2402. Except for section 203(a)(I), no document shall be required to be notarized.". 

9 (g) Section 206(b) (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.06(b)) is repealed. 

10 (h) Section 207a (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.07a) is amended as follows: 

II (1) Subsection (d) is amended to read as follows: 

12 "(d) The statement submitted pursuant to subsection (c) of this section shall be on 

13 a form provided by the Chief that can be submitted on-line via the Metropolitan Police 

14 Department website, by mail, or in person.". 

15 (2) Subsection (f) is repealed. 

16 (3) Subsection (g) is amended by striking the phrase "within 3 years of March 31, 

17 2009" and inserting the phrase "by January 1,2014." in its place. 

18 (4) A new subsection (h) is added to read as follows: 

19 "(h) Notwithstanding subsection (a), no registration renewal shall be required 

20 earlier than January 1,2014.". 

21 (i) The lead-in sentence of section 208 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2502.08) is amended to 

22 read as follows: 

23 "Sec. 208. Duties of registrants. Penalties.". 

6 
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G) Section 408(b) (D.C. Official Code § 7-2504.08(b)) is amended by striking the phrase 

2 "January 1,2013" wherever it appears and inserting the phrase "January 1,2014" in its place. 

3 (k) A new section 410 is added to read as follows: 

4 "Sec. 410. District as Federal Firearms Licensee. 

5 "(a) Whenever there is no active federal firearms licensee commercially operating within 

6 the District of Columbia, the Mayor is authorized to seek from federal authorities a license for 

7 the District to act as a federal firearms licensee, solely for the benefit of any District resident 

8 eligible and seeking to obtain a lawful handgun. 

9 "(b) The Mayor shall delegate the authority under subsection (a) to a subordinate agency 

10 for the purpose of the interstate transfer of handguns. 

11 "(c) The District shall act under the license pursuant to subsection (a) only until such 

12 time as there is an active federal firearms licensee commercially available and operating for 

13 residents of the District of Columbia to utilize. 

14 "(d) The District may charge a fee to recover the cost of acting as a federal firearms 

15 licensee pursuant to subsection (a) by charging $125 or actual costs, whichever is less, for each 

16 handgun. 

17 "(e) For the purposes of this section, the term "active federal firearms licensee" means a 

18 person or business who has applied and received a federal firearms license pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 

19 923, and who is holding himself or herself out as open for business to the general public and is 

20 receiving and transferring handguns for third parties in the District of Columbia.". 

21 (1) Section 503 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2505.03) is amended as follows: 

22 (1) Subsection (b) is amended striking the phrase "January 1,2013" wherever it 

23 appears and inserting the phrase "January 1,2014" in its place. 

7 
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(2) Subsection (c)( 1) is amended by striking the phrase "2013 that" and inserting 

2 the phrase "2014, that" in its place. 

3 (3) Subsection (e) is amended striking the phrase "January 1,2013" wherever it 

4 appears and inserting the phrase "January 1,2014" in its place. 

5 (m) Section 601(a) (D.C. Official Code § 7-2506.01 (a) is amended as follows: 

6 (1) Paragraph (3) is amended to read as follows: 

7 "(3) He is the holder of a valid registration certificate for a firearm pursuant to 

8 subchapter II of this unit; except, that no such person shall possess restricted pistol bullets;". 

9 (2) Paragraph (4) is amended by striking the period at the end and inserting a 

10 semicolon followed by the word "or" in its place. 

11 (3) A new paragraph (5) is added to read as follows: 

12 "(5) He temporarily possesses ammunition while participating in a firearms 

13 training and safety class conducted by a firearms instructor.". 

14 (n) Section 702 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2507.02) is amended as follows: 

15 (l) The lead-in sentence of section 702 is amended to read as follows: 

16 "Sec. 702. Responsibilities regarding storage of firearms. Penalties.". 

17 (2) A new subsection (e) is added to read as follows: 

18 "(e) The provisions of section 706 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2507.06) shall not 

19 apply to this section.". 

20 (0) Section 706 (D.C. Official Code § 7-2507.06) is amended by striking the phrase 

21 "Any person convicted of a violation of any provision of this unit," and inserting the phrase 

22 "Except as provided in sections 205, 208, 702, and 807, any person convicted of a violation of 

23 any provision of this unit" in its place. 
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2 Sec. 3. An Act To control the possession, sale, transfer and use of pistols and other 

3 dangerous weapons in the District of Columbia, to provide penalties, to prescribe rules of 

4 evidence, and for other purposes, approved July 8, 1932 (47 Stat. 650; D.C. Official Code § 22-

5 4501 et seq.), is amended as follows: 

6 (a) Section 1(2A) (D.C. Official Code § 22-4501(2A» is amended as follows: 

7 (1) Strike the paragraph designation "(1)" and insert the subparagraph 

8 designation "(A)" in its place. 

9 (2) Strike the paragraph designation "(2)" and insert the subparagraph 

10 designation"(B)" in its place. 

11 (3) Strike the paragraph designation "(3)" and insert the subparagraph 

12 designation"(C)" in its place. 

13 (b) Section 3(a)(6) (D.C. Official Code § 22-4503(a)(6» is amended to read as follows: 

14 "(6) Has been convicted,within the past five years of an intra-family offense, as defined 

15 in D.C. Official Code § 16-1001, punishable as a misdemeanor, or any similar provision in the 

16 law of another jurisdiction.". 

17 (c) Section 4(a) (D.C. Official Code § 22-4504(a» is amended by striking the phrase 

18 "without a license issued pursuant to District of Columbia law," wherever it appears. 

19 (d) Section 5(a) (D.C. Official Code § 22-4505(a» is amended to read as follows: 

20 "(a) The provisions of § 22-4504 shall not apply to: 

21 (1) Marshals, sheriffs, prison or jail wardens, or their deputies, policemen or 

22 other duly appointed law enforcement officers, including special agents of the Office of Tax and 

23 Revenue, authorized in writing by the Deputy Chief Financial Officer for the Office of Tax and 
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Revenue to carry a firearm while engaged in the perfonnance of their official duties, and 

2 criminal investigators ofthe Office of the Inspector General, designated in writing by the 

3 Inspector General, while engaged in the perfonnance of their official duties; 

4 (2) Special police officers and campus police officers who carry a firearm in 

5 accordance with chapter 422 of An act Making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 

6 government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen 

7 hundred, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1057; D.C. Official Code § 5-

8 129.02) and rules promulgated pursuant to that section; 

9 (3) Members of the Anny, Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps of the United States 

10 or of the National Guard or Organized Reserves when on duty, or to the regularly enrolled 

II members of any organization duly authorized to purchase or receive such weapons from the 

12 United States, provided such members are at or are going to or from their places of assembly or 

13 target practice; 

14 (4) Officers or employees of the United States duly authorized to carry a 

15 concealed pistol; 

16 (5) Any person engaged in the business of manufacturing, repairing, or dealing in 

17 firearms, or the agent or representative of any such person having in his or her possession, using, 

18 or carrying a pistol in the usual or ordinary course of such business; and 

19 (6) Any person while carrying a pistol, transported in accordance with § 22-

20 4504.02, from the place of purchase to his or her home or place of business or to a place of repair 

21 or back to his or her home or place of business or in moving goods from one place of abode or 

22 business to another, or to or from any lawful recreational firearm-related activity.". 

23 (e) Section 8 (D.C. Official Code § 22-4508) is amended to read as follows: 

10 
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"No seller shall within the District of Columbia deliver a firearm to the purchaser thereof 

2 until 10 days shall have elapsed from the date of the purchase thereof, except in the case of sales 

3 to marshals, sheriffs, prison or jail wardens or their deputies, policemen, or other duly appointed 

4 law enforcement officers, and, when delivered, said firearm shall be transported in accordance 

5 with § 22-4504.02. At the time of purchase, the purchaser shall sign in duplicate and deliver to 

6 the seller a statement containing his or her full name, address, occupation, date and place of 

7 birth, the date of purchase, the caliber, make, model, and manufacturer's number of the firearm 

8 and a statement that the purchaser is not forbidden by § 22-4503 to possess a firearm. The seller 

9 shall, within 6 hours after purchase, sign and attach his or her address and deliver 1 copy to such 

10 person or persons as the Chief of Police of the District of Columbia may designate, and shall 

11 retain the other copy for 6 years. No machine gun, sawed-off shotgun, or blackjack shall be sold 

12 to any person other than the persons designated in § 22-4514 as entitled to possess the same, and 

13 then only after permission to make such sale has been obtained from the Chief of Police of the 

14 District of Columbia. This section shall not apply to sales at wholesale to licensed dealers.". 

15 Sec. 4. Section 23-1331(3)(A) of the D.C. Official Code is amended to read as follows: 

16 "(A) Any felony offense under An Act To control the possession, sale, transfer and use 

17 of pistols and other dangerous weapons in the District of Columbia, to provide penalties, to 

18 prescribe rules of evidence, and for other purposes, approved July 8,1932 (47 Stat. 650; D.C. 

19 Official Code § 22-4501 et seq.) (Weapons) or the Firearms Control Regulations Act of 1975, 

20 effective September 24, 1976 (D.C. Law 1-85; D.C. Official Code § 7-2501.01 et seq.) (Firearms 

21 Control);". 

22 Sec. 5. Fiscal impact statement. 
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The Council adopts the fiscal impact statement in the committee report as the fiscal 

2 impact statement required by section 602(c)(3) of the District of Columbia Home Rule Act, 

3 approved December 24,1973 (87 Stat. 813; D.C. Official Code § l-206.02(c)(3)). 

4 Sec. 6. Effective date. 

5 This act shall take effect following approval by the Mayor (or in the event of veto by the 

6 Mayor, action by the Council to override the veto), a 60-day period of Congressional review as 

7 provided in section 602( c )(2) of the District of Columbia Home Rule Act, approved December 

8 24, 1973 (87 Stat. 813; D.C. Official Code § l-206.02( c )(2)), and publication in the District of 

9 Columbia Register. 

10 
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Gun Deaths in Rural and Urban Settings:
Recommendations for Prevention
Lee T. Dresang, MD

Background:Family physicians can play a vital role in preventing gun violence, and better data on
which to base their interventions might result in more effective prevention efforts. Using Washington
State data, two assumptions on which interventions can be based were tested: compared with urban ar-
eas, rural areas have (1) a higher percentage of gun deaths from shotguns and ri¯es, and (2) a higher
percentage of gun deaths from suicides and accidents

Methods:. From 1990 to 1996, 4,271 gun deaths on Washington death certi®cates were classi®ed as
rural or urban. The data were retrospectively sorted and analyzed by gun type (handguns, ri¯es, shot-
guns, or other) and by intent (suicide, homicide, or accidental death).

Results:Compared with urban settings, rural areas had a higher percentage of gun deaths from shot-
guns and ri¯es and a higher percentage from suicides and accidents (P< .01). Two similarities, how-
ever, stand out as more important than the con®rmed hypothesized differences: handguns accounted for
more than 50% of gun deaths, and suicides accounted for nearly 70% of gun deaths in both urban and
rural areas.

Conclusions:Family physicians might want to focus their ®rearm safety efforts on preventing hand-
gun deaths and suicides, which accounted for most gun deaths in rural and urban areas. Also, data from
this study suggest that deaths from shotguns and ri¯es as well as accidental and suicide gun deaths de-
serve special attention in rural areas.(J Am Board Fam Pract 2001;14:107±15.)

Gun violence in the United States is a public health
epidemic. In a study of ®rearm deaths from 1968 to
1991, the number of ®rearm-related deaths in 1991
exceeded the number of motor-vehicle-related
deaths in 7 states and Washington, DC.1 For male
teenagers, ®rearm-related deaths exceed the num-
ber of deaths from all natural causes combined.2

Recent school shootings in Littleton, Colo, and
Conyers, Ga, have intensi®ed US public awareness
of tragedies associated with gun violence in general
and have focused attention on issues speci®c to
rural and urban areas.

According to a 1996 study, ªfew patients report
that their physician has ever discussed ®rearm
safety with them, and only 30% of physicians sur-
veyed report ever counseling patients about ®rearm
safety.º3 In another study, 80% of physicians be-

lieved they should counsel on ®rearm safety, but
only 38% did so. Of those who did counsel, only
20% counseled more than 10% of the families they
saw.4 Parents ªindicate that they would acknowl-
edge gun ownership if their pediatrician asked
about guns in the home.º5 This ®nding suggests
that family physicians can play a bigger role in
combating the epidemic of gun violence.

Better data on which to base interventions could
result in more effective efforts. ªOur knowledge
about ®rearm injury in rural areas is limited com-
pared with urban settings. Yet rural areas have high
levels of ®rearm access and mortality.º6 Nationally,
rates of ®rearm violence have been declining since
1993. The so-called Boston miracle has received
much attention: ªa combination of gang-based in-
terventions, identi®cation and prosecution of ®re-
arms traf®ckers, and other measures has been asso-
ciated in a preliminary evaluation with a more than
60% decrease in juvenile and youth homicide and a
reduction in weapon carrying.º7 Some legislation
has been effective. For example, background checks
under the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act
and related statutes prevent the sale of ®rearms to
70,000 to 80,000 felons per year.7 Still, more work
needs to be done. ªThe homicide rate for persons
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aged 15 through 24 years remains high; the rate in
1995 was 71% higher than a decade earlier.º8 More
information comparing and contrasting rural and
urban gun deaths might make it possible to develop
more effective interventions.

Nationally, studies to date generally support the
hypothesis that the greater number of rural gun
deaths are from ri¯es or shotguns, whereas the
greater number of urban gun deaths are from hand-
guns. Among 122 gunshot wounds in a rural Wis-
consin trauma center between 1981 and 1991, 39%
were in¯icted by ri¯es, 21% by shotguns, and 20%
by handguns (16% were not speci®ed, and 4% were
in¯icted by other). 9 In contrast, among guns used
for homicides and suicides in Milwaukee between
1990 and 1994, 85% were handguns, 7% were
shotguns, and 6% were ri¯es.10 In Tennessee be-
tween 1978 and 1988, 59% of deaths in urban areas
and 33% in rural areas involved handguns.11 Dur-
ing a 5-year period in Philadelphia, a handgun was
used in more than 90% of homicides.12 An excep-
tion to the above pattern is a rural North Carolina
county, where between 1990 and 1991, 51% of gun
deaths were in¯icted by handguns, 26% by ri¯es,
and 23% by shotguns.6

This study also categorized gun deaths by sui-
cide, homicide, and accidental shootings. Accord-
ing to statistics from the Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention (CDC), suicides, homicides,
and unintentional shootings accounted for 49%,
45%, and 1% of gun deaths, respectively, in the
United States in 1994.13 That year, ®rearms were
responsible for 70% of all homicides and 60% of all
suicides.14 Washington State had the 19th highest
suicide rate in the United States in 1990.15

In general, homicide gun deaths in the United
States are more of an urban than a rural problem.
ªHalf of all homicides occurred in 63 cities with
16% of the nation's population; within those cities,
homicides were largely clustered in certain neigh-
borhoods.º7 For example, in Milwaukee, two inner-
city zip codes, 53204 and 53215, have homicide
rates of 89.1 per 100,000 and 38.8 per 100,000,
respectively, compared with a homicide rate of 10.5
per 100,000 for the state in general.16

Just as regionally comparative studies suggest
that ®rearm homicides are more of an urban prob-
lem, they generally show that ®rearm-related sui-
cides and accidents are a bigger problem in rural
areas. In rural Kentucky, between 1988 and 1993
the relative risk and con®dence intervals (CIs) for

pediatric gun deaths by suicide and unintentional
injuries were 3.07 (1.85±4.29) and 1.66 (1.04±2.27),
respectively.17 In Oklahoma, between 1982 and
1983 the pediatric unintentional gun death rate was
four times higher in rural counties.18 In Texas,
between 1984 and 1988 the pediatric death rate for
unintentional shootings was 2.9 times greater in
rural counties, whereas the pediatric death rate for
homicides was 2.4 times greater in metropolitan
areas.19 In a rural North Carolina county, between
1990 and 1991, 59% of gun deaths were suicides,
and none was unintentional.6

This study has two hypotheses: (1) compared
with urban Washington, rural Washington has a
higher percentage of gun deaths from shotguns and
ri¯es; and (2) compared with urban Washington,
rural Washington has a higher percentage of gun
deaths from suicides and accidents. The former
focuses on gun type, whereas the latter focuses on
intent. This study does not investigate why certain
types of gun deaths are more common.

Methods
Gun death statistics were gathered from death cer-
ti®cates of the Washington State Department of
Health, Center for Health Statistics, and from the
Forecasting Division of the Washington State Of-
®ce of Financial Management. Counties were clas-
si®ed as urban or rural based on codes developed by
the Economic Research Service of the United
States Department of Agriculture.20 Deaths were
analyzed by place of residence rather than place of
occurrence, because place of residence was more
reliably reported on death certi®cates. Data were
compiled from 1990 to 1996, but the total gun
death rates by gun type are from 1995 to 1996 only
because Washington started an improved system
for reporting gun type in 1995.

The chi-square test was then used to assess
whether the overall distribution of gun deaths by
gun type and by intention was signi®cantly differ-
ent in rural and urban Washington.P , 0.05 was
considered statistically signi®cant.

A MEDLINE search was performed using the
key words ªrural health,º ªurban health,º ª®re-
arms,º ªviolence,º ªhomicide,º ªsuicide,º ªgun
ownershipº and ªlegislation.º Other resources in-
cluded Physicians for Social Responsibility, the
HELP Network of Concerned Professionals, and
the CDC.
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Results
Figure 1 shows that the total gun death rate was
higher for rural than urban Washington. Figure 2
and Figure 3 show the overall distribution of gun
deaths by type and intention, respectively.

The difference in overall distribution of gun
deaths by gun type was statistically signi®cant (x2 5
50.275, 8 df, P ,.01 (Figure 2). Compared with
urban Washington, rural Washington had a larger
percentage of gun deaths by shotguns and ri¯es and
a smaller percentage by handguns. Within rural
Washington, however, the percentage of deaths by
handguns still overshadowed the percentage of
deaths by shotguns and ri¯es.

The difference in overall distribution of gun
deaths by intent was also statistically signi®cant
with a chi-squareP value of,.01 (Figure 3). Rural
Washington had a greater percentage of gun deaths

by suicide and accidental shootings and a smaller
percentage by homicide when compared with ur-
ban Washington. As Figure 3 shows, most gun
deaths in rural and urban Washington were sui-
cidesÐnearly 70% of deaths in both areas. The
percentage of rural gun deaths caused by accidental
shootings was only 3%.

Discussion
While the hypothesized differences between rural
and urban gun deaths are supported by study data,
the unforeseen similarities are more impressive.
Handguns accounted for more than 50% of rural
and urban gun deaths (Figure 2), and suicides ac-
counted for about 70% of gun deaths in both areas
(Figure 3). Consequently, efforts to prevent hand-
gun and suicide gun deaths have the potential to

Figure 1. Rural vs urban Washington gun deaths per 100,000 (1980±1996).

Figure 2. Rural vs urban Washington gun deaths by gun type (1995±1996).
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prevent most gun deaths. Nevertheless, the differ-
ences between rural and urban gun deaths were
statistically signi®cant and are worth noting as vi-
olence prevention strategies relevant to the clinical
setting are developed.

To avoid wasting time and effort on ineffective
or even harmful interventions, interventions should
be evidence-based when possible. Unfortunately, in
gun death prevention, well-designed outcome stud-
ies in many areas are still lacking. Such studies are
hard to design given the myriad of biopsychosocial
factors that play a role in gun deaths. This problem
is not unique to gun death prevention: ªfor many
decisions, there is simply no evidence available.º21

Lack of evidence, however, does not mandate in-
action. Ideally, if an intervention lacking evidence
is considered, physicians should implement the in-

tervention in the context of a well-designed out-
come study so that others can learn from the expe-
rience.

Family physicians can play an important role in
promoting violence prevention through work in
their communities and through legislation. The
following discussion, however, will focus on gun
death prevention strategies that can be applied in a
clinical setting.

Handgun Death Prevention in Rural and
Urban Areas
Handguns were the weapons most often involved in
both rural and urban Washington gun deaths (Fig-
ure 2). Figure 4 and Figure 5 show that the high
percentage of rural Washington deaths by hand-
guns contrasts with ®ndings in Tennessee and Wis-

Figure 3. Rural vs urban Washington gun deaths by intention (1990±1996).

Figure 4. Wisconsin vs Washington rural gun deaths.
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consin but is consistent with the North Carolina
data. This study did not address why the Washing-
ton rural handgun death rate was higher than ex-
pected. Regardless of the reason for the high rural
handgun death rate in this study, the ®nding indi-
cates a need to stress handgun safety not only in
urban but also in rural areas. Strategies can range
from discouraging gun ownership and usage to
promoting gun safety for patients who own or plan
to own guns. Many strategies to prevent handgun
deaths are relevant to preventing gun deaths in
general.

In clinical work, family physicians have the op-
portunity to educate patients on the dangers of
owning a handgun. Well-designed studies have
shown that, contrary to popular belief, it is not safer
to have a gun in the house. A gun in the home is 43
times more likely to kill a family member or friend
than it is to kill in self-defense.22 Kellerman found
ªthe presence of one or more guns in the home
was. . . associated with an increased risk of suicide
(adjusted odds ration (OR) 4.8; 95% CI
2.7±8.5).º23 Kellermann and other researchers
have similarly found an increased risk of gun death
by homicide when a gun is in the home.22,24 In
contrast, guns are rarely used for self-protec-
tion22,25,26even though 75% of persons who own a
handgun give protection as their reason for owning
the gun.27 Perhaps many would rethink gun own-
ership if a physician presented them with these
statistics. Outcomes research can evaluate the im-
pact of physician counseling regarding the relative
risks of having a gun in the home.

Several approaches to of®ce-based intervention
are effective in preventing handgun and other gun
deaths. The HELP Network for Concerned Pro-

fessionals developed the acronym GUNS as a guide
for questions to ask as part of every medical history
(Figure 6).28 Responses to these routine questions
give the physician information on risk factors for
gun violence and misconceptions of gun safety.
Counseling can be individualized, based on the
answers to these questions. The GUNS pneumonic
can serve as a good teaching device if medical
education is part of the practice. Future research
could examine whether simply using the GUNS
acronym at each visit results in decreased handgun
or other gun deaths.

Another mnemonic used to remember recent
recommendations from the American Academy of
Pediatrics (AAP) for clinical violence prevention
and management is EnLiST:earlynurturing, limit-
setting, screening for risk and assurance ofsafety,
and treatment of the physical and psychologic con-
sequences of violence.29

The AAP recommendations are ªa historic step
because it makes pediatrics the ®rst medical spe-
cialty to fully embrace the idea that violence is a
health issue and that the responsibility for violence
prevention does not rest solely in the hands of the
criminal justice system.º30 Family physicians now
also have a historic opportunity to evaluate the
effectiveness of the AAP recommendations.

Because most family physicians provide primary
care for children, we need to look at what clinical
interventions are most effective in preventing pe-
diatric gun deaths. Patterson and Smith31 noted
that ªplay involving toy guns is thought to contrib-
ute to the behavior patterns seen in gun-related
deaths in children.º In one study of accidental
shootings, ªthe most common activity associated
with the fatalities was playing with a gun.º11 Per-

Figure 5. Tennessee vs Washington handgun deaths.
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haps counseling parents on ways to discourage their
children from playing with guns can have an im-
pact. Future outcomes research can look at which
prevention strategies are most effective with chil-
dren.

Promoting gun locks and safety storage mecha-
nisms might help reduce gun deaths, whether by
shotguns and ri¯es or handguns. Physicians can
familiarize themselves with the latest in safety tech-
nology and pass this along to their patients. Safety
devices include gun locks, lockable plastic boxes,
metal lock boxes, security cabinets, and gun safes.32

At a gun store in Milwaukee, one can buy a trigger
lock for only $9.99 or spend $1,499.99 to purchase
a ®re-resistant, 800-pound storage cabinet. The
effectiveness of different gun lock and storage
mechanisms can be compared and contrasted in
future outcome studies.

In clinical practice physicians can incorporate
secondary prevention strategies such as education
and intervention after an injury. These strategies
might prevent gun deaths resulting from revictim-
ization and revenge violence. Moments after a gun-
shot injury a patient might be more open to life-
changing modi®cations that will reduce the chance
of future gun death or injury. Prothrow-Stith 33 in
Boston recommends that all patients in¯icted with
intentional injuries be assessed for (1) circum-
stances of the injury event, (2) victim's relationship
to the assailant, (3) use of drugs or alcohol, (4)
underlying emotional or psychosocial risk, (5) his-
tory of intentional injuries or violent behaviors, (6)

predisposing biologic risk factors, and (7) intent to
seek revenge. Future research could examine
whether simply asking and following up on these
questions have an impact on gun deaths.

Times of crisis can provide an excellent inter-
vention opportunity for preventing violence. In
Milwaukee, for example, Project Ujima, out of the
Children's Hospital of Wisconsin, uses trained
counselors on call to intervene whenever a youth
gun victim arrives in the emergency department.
After the initial contact, a multidisciplinary team
follows the youth into the community to provide
medical, psychiatric, and social support to make
major life modi®cations. Most health systems have
secondary prevention protocols when someone ar-
rives at the emergency department who is suicidal
or who has chest pain. These protocols are de-
signed to prevent the patient from committing sui-
cide or having a heart attack after they leave the
hospital. Physicians have the opportunity to inter-
vene with victims of violence to reduce their risk of
being revictimized or seeking revenge after recov-
ering from their acute injury. Outcome studies
could be designed for such secondary prevention
programs.

Suicide Prevention in Rural and Urban Areas
Findings from this study strongly suggest that sui-
cide is the major cause of gun deaths in rural and
urban Washington (Figure 3). National data indi-
cate that suicide is a greater cause of US gun deaths
than homicide, which is especially true in Wash-

Figure 6. GUNS acronym. Developed by the HELP Network of Concerned Professionals.28 Reprinted with
permission.
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ington in both urban and rural areas. These ®nd-
ings counter popular assumptions that homicide is
uniformly the leading cause of gun deaths in cities
and that accidents are the major cause of gun deaths
in rural areas. Given this information, family phy-
sicians might want to place extra emphasis on sui-
cide prevention when trying to reduce gun deaths
wherever they live and work. Unfortunately, well-
designed outcome studies of of®ce-based interven-
tions to prevent suicide gun deaths are lacking.

The low percentage of rural gun deaths from
accidents and high percentage of rural gun deaths
from suicides contrast with the studies cited in the
introduction. Unlike the Oklahoma, Kentucky, and
Texas studies, this study showed the accidental gun
death rate to be low and approximately equal in
rural (0.4 per 100,000) and urban (0.3 per 100,000)
Washington. Also, contrasting with these studies,
the percentage of gun deaths from suicides was
high and approximately equal in rural and urban
Washington (Figure 3). A North Carolina study
did not contrast urban and rural gun deaths, but
reported a low accidental rural gun death rate, a
®nding similar to that of this study. As with hand-
gun deaths, this study did not examine why suicide
gun death rates are so high in rural and urban areas,
but the results suggest a need to focus efforts on
preventing gun deaths by suicide in rural and urban
areas.

Suicide prevention most likely requires tradi-
tional interventions to screen for and treat mental
illnesses, substance abuse, and domestic violence.
One study found that 81.9% of adolescent suicides
involved diagnosis of bipolar disorder, affective dis-
order with comorbidity, lack of previous mental
health treatment, or availability of ®rearms in the
house.34 Usually patients see a physician within a
few months before committing suicide.35 Physi-
cians need to have both primary and secondary
prevention strategies in place for suicide preven-
tion, whether in a rural or urban area. Outcomes
research can be used to decide which clinical inter-
ventions are most effective in preventing gun
deaths by suicide.

Suicide prevention in clinical practice can also
involve some of the general gun safety measures
discussed above. In one study, ªthe presence of a
gun in the home, particularly if the gun was loaded,
seemed to be most closely associated with suicide in
the absence of a diagnosable psychiatric condi-
tion.º 36 There are about 200 million guns in the

United States. An increase in the suicide rate in
recent years can be attributed mostly to an increase
in suicide by ®rearms.37,38 Women attempt suicide
more often than men, but men die from suicide
more often because men are more likely to use a
gun with a suicide attempt. Outcome studies can
help evaluate how to incorporate most effectively
general gun death prevention measures into suicide
prevention measures.

Special Issues Regarding Rural Gun Deaths
This study supports the hypotheses that compared
with urban Washington, rural Washington has a
higher percentage of gun deaths from shotguns and
ri¯es (Figure 2) and that rural Washington has a
higher percentage of gun deaths from suicides and
accidents (Figure 3). These results agree with those
of national studies discussed in the introduction.

In reality, the occurrence of shotgun and ri¯e
deaths in rural areas might be even greater for
Washington state than this study indicates. The
data in this study were from place of residence of
the gun death victim because these data were more
reliable. If data based on place of occurrence of gun
deaths had been used, those who were killed by a
shotgun or ri¯e when they traveled from an urban
area to hunt in a rural area would have been in-
cluded as a rural rather than urban gun death.

Good outcome data are again needed to show
how to reduce shotgun and ri¯e gun deaths as well
as suicide and accidental gun deaths in rural areas.
Some of the measures to prevent handgun deaths
might apply to preventing shotgun and ri¯e deaths.
The interventions to reduce rural gun deaths from
shotguns and ri¯es could be important in reducing
rural gun deaths from suicides. Brent found that
ªlong-guns in the home were associated with sui-
cide only in rural areas.º36 Accidental deaths ac-
count for a minority of gun deaths in rural and
urban areas, but each one is tragic. Trigger locks
and other devices that do not require behavioral
change could be especially effective in preventing
these deaths.

Future Research
This study, as do many, poses at least as many
questions as it answers. Future research can focus
both on collecting better epidemiologic data on
which to base interventions and on assessing the
effectiveness of various interventions.
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As mentioned, the data in this study were from
place of residence of death victims, rather than
place of death. A study comparing results using
place of residence and place of occurrence data
might provide useful insights.

This study was retrospective. A better research
design would be a controlled prospective study.
Although more than 13,000 gun deaths per year is
alarmingly high, gun death rates in individual com-
munities are low enough that getting a suf®cient
number of participants in intervention studies to
give a study signi®cant power could be dif®cult. A
national gun death registry could help coordinate
data collection and improve the potential power of
studies that are undertaken.

Because of a new gun death reporting system in
Washington State and the desire to collect rela-
tively recent statistics, data were collected for a
relatively short period. Future studies can compare
rural and urban gun deaths within different periods
and in different regions of the country and look for
trends with time. The scope of the study could be
expanded to compare rural and urban nonfatal ®re-
arm injuries. This study looked at gun deaths, but
as many as two thirds of ®rearm injuries are not
fatal.6

This study does not address why some of the
Washington data differ from national data. Perhaps
demographics in rural Washington are different
from rural demographics in Wisconsin and Ten-
nessee but are similar to those in North Carolina.
Furthermore, why rural and urban gun death rates
differ within a given state was not addressed. Fu-
ture research could be designed to assess possible
causes for differences in gun death rates. Demo-
graphics, such as age, sex, ethnicity, income level,
and education, could be assessed. Future research
could also assess the subset of gun deaths related to
domestic violence and investigate potential legal,
transportation, con®dentiality, and ®nancial barri-
ers to domestic violence prevention in rural and
urban areas.

Many interventions for gun death prevention
lack outcome studies, though there are several areas
of intervention where outcome data are needed.
Given the magnitude of the gun death epidemic
and the variety of interventions to consider, re-
search is warranted to document which interven-
tions are most effective. Such research can look at
what family physicians are already doing in addi-
tion to testing new strategies. It is hoped that a

continued partnership between research and inter-
ventions will help control the current violence ep-
idemic in the United States.

Summary
As hypothesized, compared with urban Washing-
ton, rural Washington had a higher percentage of
gun deaths from shotguns and ri¯es and a higher
percentage of gun deaths from suicides and acci-
dents. Similarities overshadow differences, how-
ever, between rural and urban gun deaths in this
study. Handguns accounted for more than 50% of
rural and urban gun deaths, and suicides accounted
for about 70% of gun deaths in both areas. The
differences and similarities have implications for
violence prevention interventions and suggest
many areas for further research.

David Acosta, MD, Doug Keck, and Doug Schaad, PhD, con-
tributed support and assistance.
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Letter

March 19,  2001

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman
Ranking Minority Member
Committee on Government Reform
House of Representatives 

Dear Mr. Waxman:

This report responds to your request and subsequent conversations with 
your office that we conduct an investigation that demonstrates the 
difficulty that law enforcement officials have in preventing the illegal 
purchase of firearms. The Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act of 19931 
required the Attorney General of the United States to establish the National 
Instant Criminal Background Check System, known as NICS. Referred to as 
an instant background check, NICS is a computerized system operated by 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). Based on inquiries from federal 
firearm licensees (FFL),2 NICS searches the backgrounds of prospective 
firearm purchasers for criminal or other information that would disqualify 
them from purchasing firearms.

Specifically, you asked that we attempt to purchase firearms, acting in an 
undercover capacity and using counterfeit identification, in states that rely 
on the instant background check and do not require fingerprinting or a 
waiting period3 for such purchases. In addition, you requested that we 
determine how easily firearms can be purchased using the Internet.

The five states that we selected to purchase firearms in—Virginia, West 
Virginia, Montana, New Mexico, and Arizona—conformed to the Brady 
Act's minimum requirements, relying on an instant background check. 
They do not have additional requirements for fingerprinting or waiting 
periods. Some other states impose such requirements for purchasing 

118 U.S.C. § 922(t).

2 A federal firearm licensee (FFL) is a person licensed by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms (ATF) as a manufacturer, dealer, or importer of firearms. 28 C.F.R. § 25.2.

3 A waiting period generally refers to the period of time between the date an individual 
applies to purchase a firearm and the date the individual is allowed to take delivery of it.
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firearms in addition to those of the Brady Act. These requirements include, 
among others, the successful completion of firearm safety or training 
courses, approval of license applications by the local police commissioners 
or chiefs of police, waiting periods as long as 2 weeks, and fingerprinting.

To address your concerns, we created counterfeit state driver's licenses for 
the five states with fictitious names, dates of birth, and/or social security 
numbers using off-the-shelf software, a scanner, a laminator, and a color 
laser printer. Two special agents acting in an undercover capacity used the 
counterfeit driver's licenses in attempts to purchase firearms from gun 
stores and pawnshops that were licensed by the federal government to sell 
firearms in the five selected states. We selected these gun stores and 
pawnshops at random from the yellow pages of local telephone directories.

We also searched an Internet Web site that labels itself as a “directory 
service,” contacted 10 advertisers of firearms, and attempted to purchase 
firearms from 2 individuals. Neither individual would send firearms 
through the mail, but both were willing to complete the transactions in 
person. As agreed with your office, we did not attempt to complete these 
transactions. We performed our investigation from late October 2000 
through February 2001 in accordance with investigative standards 
established by the President's Council on Integrity and Efficiency.

Results in Brief We purchased firearms in five selected states—Virginia, West Virginia, 
Montana, New Mexico, and Arizona—using counterfeit driver's licenses 
with fictitious identifiers. In these states, the FFLs we contacted, with the 
possible exception of one, adhered to existing federal and state law 
regarding the mechanics of such a purchase. We will refer the matter 
relating to that FFL to the appropriate law enforcement agency.

Consistent with the Brady Act, in the five states we found that the instant 
background check does not positively identify purchasers of firearms. 
Rather, it is a negative check that cannot ensure that the prospective 
purchaser is not a felon or other prohibited person whose receipt and 
possession of a firearm would be unlawful. Similarly, in one state—
Virginia—the additional step of requiring a state criminal history check was 
also a negative check. Further, in one state when we purchased a revolver,
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the salesperson advised us that the NICS check was not required because 
the firearm had been manufactured over 100 years ago, in approximately 
1893.4

We also easily made inquiries of private entities that advertised firearms on 
the Internet. Of the 10 advertisers we contacted, 2 individuals agreed to sell 
us their firearms with no identification required if we met face-to-face.

Brady Act 
Requirements

The Brady Act requirement for instant background checks pertains to 
prospective purchasers of firearms that were manufactured after 1898, i.e., 
firearms that are not considered antiques. To accomplish this, the NICS 
Operations Center searches three separate databases:5

• the NICS Index, which contains records on persons known to be 
disqualified under federal law from possession of firearms;

• the National Crime Information Center, a computerized information 
system of criminal justice data established by the FBI, which contains 
records on protective orders, deported felons, and fugitives from justice; 
and

• the Interstate Identification Index, which contains criminal history 
records.

In certain states, a point-of-contact state agency serves as an intermediary 
between those licensed to sell firearms and the NICS. A state that is 
operating as a point of contact for NICS checks may simultaneously search 
available databases in state and local law enforcement agencies.

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF) regulations implementing 
the Brady Act provide that before an FFL may sell or deliver a firearm, the 
prospective purchaser must provide photo-identification issued by a 
government entity. The identification must contain the purchaser's name, 
state of residence, age, gender, and race.6 Because driver's licenses are 

4 Antique firearms, which include weapons manufactured before 1899, are not subject to 
NICS checks. 18 U.S.C. § 921(a)(3) and 27 C.F.R. § 178.11.

5 28 C.F.R § 25.6 (c)(1)(iii).

6 28 C.F.R. § 25.7.
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issued by individual states, prospective purchasers of firearms frequently 
use them as a form of identification.

ATF regulations provide that prior to the transfer of a firearm to a 
prospective purchaser, the purchaser must complete, sign, and date section 
A of ATF Form 4473, “Firearms Transaction Record Part I � Over-the-
Counter.”7 (See app. I.) The form requests the purchaser's name, gender, 
height, weight, race, residence address, birth date, and place of birth. It also 
requires “yes” or “no” answers to 12 personal background questions. To 
avoid misidentification of firearm purchasers as felons or other prohibited 
persons, the ATF form also solicits certain optional information about the 
purchaser, such as the purchaser's social security number.8

Upon receiving an FFL's request for an instant background check, the NICS 
Operations Center or state point of contact9 must provide one of three 
responses:

• “Proceed” means that no disqualifying or negative information is in the 
system to indicate that a firearm purchase would be unlawful and the 
transaction may proceed. 

• “Denied” means that the purchase would be unlawful and prohibits the 
FFL from transferring the firearm to the purchaser.

• “Delayed” means that the transferee must delay the transaction until 
contacted again by NICS or 3 business days have elapsed. 10 If NICS does 
not provide a response after 3 business days, the FFL may transfer the 
firearm.

Accordingly, if there is no disqualifying or negative information to indicate 
that the sale may be unlawful, the sale may take place.

7 27 C.F.R. § 178.124(a).

8 27 C.F.R. § 178.124(c)(2).

9 In some instances, states acting as points of contact may use terms other than those used 
by NICS. For example, an “approve” response may be the equivalent of a “proceed” 
response, a “pended” response may be the equivalent of a “delayed” response, and a “non-
approval” response may be equivalent to a “denied” response.

10 An ATF official and several FFLs informed us that the most common reason for a delay is 
that the gun purchaser's name and identification are similar to the name and identification 
of a prohibited individual.
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Undercover Agents 
Purchased Firearms 
Using Counterfeit 
Driver's Licenses With 
Fictitious Identifiers

In Virginia, West Virginia, Montana, New Mexico, and Arizona, special 
agents acting in an undercover capacity purchased a total of seven firearms 
and a number of magazines. One firearm was a semiautomatic assault 
weapon, and some of the magazines exceeded 10 rounds of ammunition.11 
All purchases were made from FFLs at gun stores, pawnshops, and a 
sporting goods store. The agents used counterfeit driver's licenses with 
fictitious names and identifiers as identification. With the possible 
exception of one in New Mexico, the FFLs we contacted complied with 
both the Brady Act and respective state laws when they sold the firearms to 
the undercover agents.

Virginia Purchase An undercover agent, using a counterfeit Virginia driver's license and a 
counterfeit earnings and leave payroll statement12 in the same fictitious 
name, purchased a Smith & Wesson Model 6906 9mm stainless steel 
semiautomatic pistol with two 12-round ammunition magazines from a gun 
store in Richmond, Virginia. (See fig. 1.) The salesperson told the agents 
that this firearm was part of a group of firearms sold to the gun store by a 
Virginia police department for resale.

11 The sale of either semiautomatic assault weapons or magazines containing more than
10 rounds is illegal unless, as here, the weapons and magazines were manufactured before 
Sept. 13, 1994. 18 U.S.C. § 922(v) and (w); 27 C.F.R. § 178.40(a) and (b)(1); and 27 C.F.R. 
§ 178.40a.

12 Virginia state law requires two forms of identification. Virginia Code Ann.
§ 18.2-308.2:2 B.1.
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Figure 1:   Richmond, Virginia, Purchase

Model 6906 Smith & Wesson 9mm Stainless Steel Semiautomatic Pistol With 12-Round Ammunition 
Magazine

The gun store salesperson requested that the agent complete ATF Form 
4473 and a Virginia State Police firearm purchase form. After checking both 
forms to make sure information provided was identical and complete, the 
salesperson ran the standard instant background check on the fictitious 
name, date of birth, and social security number provided by the undercover 
agent. He also provided the same information to the Virginia State Police 
for a state criminal record check. The records checks by both NICS and the 
Virginia State Police immediately came back with a proceed-to-sell 
response, meaning that no criminal record was associated with the 
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information provided. The agent paid for the firearm and, with a fellow 
agent, departed the store, carrying the firearm and ammunition magazines.

Virginia requires an additional background check not required by the Brady 
Act. Under Virginia law, a prospective firearm purchaser must consent in 
writing to having an FFL telephone the Virginia State Police to check for a 
criminal history record.13 In checking for a criminal history, the FFL must 
provide essentially the same identifying information to the Virginia State 
Police as it provides to the NICS. The state police are to inform the FFL 
whether the sale is prohibited or it may proceed with the sale. Under 
Virginia law, the state police are encouraged to provide a response “to the 
requesting dealer [FFL] during the dealer's call or by return call without 
delay.” Also under Virginia law, an FFL may proceed with the sale of a 
firearm without penalty if the FFL has not heard from the Virginia State 
Police by the end of the next business day following the criminal history 
request. An FFL's ability to make the sale under this condition is contingent 
on NICS's having advised the FFL that it may proceed.

West Virginia Purchase An undercover agent used a counterfeit West Virginia driver's license with a 
fictitious name to purchase a Bresa .380 semiautomatic pistol and a box of 
.380 ammunition from a sporting goods store in Beckley County, West 
Virginia. (See fig. 2.)

13 Virginia Code Ann. § 18.2-308.2:2.
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Figure 2:   Beckley County, West Virginia, Purchase

.380 Bresa Semiautomatic Pistol With 8-Round Magazine and .380 Ammunition

The agent presented a counterfeit West Virginia driver's license and 
completed the ATF Form 4473. The initial NICS check by the salesperson 
came back with a delay response, indicating that the system was either 
down or that the name, date of birth, and/or social security number 
submitted was similar to ones associated with a criminal history. The 
salesperson told the agent that NICS had 3 business days from the time he 
called in the name-check to respond and that if NICS did not respond 
within that period, he could sell the firearm to the agent. During this 
transaction, the salesperson stated that his main concern about a delay 
notification from the NICS was the potential loss of the sale. In this case, 
the proceed-to-sell order came back from NICS in less than 24 hours. The 
agent returned to the sporting goods store, paid for the firearm and 
ammunition, and departed the store with the merchandise and a 
companion agent.

Montana Purchases An undercover agent purchased (1) a Russian Samozariadnyia Karabina 
Simonova (SKS) 7.62mm semiautomatic rifle with a bipod rest and a 4x 
scope and (2) a .22 caliber semiautomatic rifle with a folding stock, 4x 
scope, and a 10-shot magazine. (See fig. 3.) The agent purchased the 
firearms from a Billings, Montana, pawnshop and filled out the ATF Form 
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4473 using a counterfeit Montana driver's license. The initial NICS check by 
the salesperson came back as a delay, and the salesperson explained that 
he could sell the firearms to the agent if NICS did not respond after the 
required 3 business days. During this transaction, the salesperson told us 
that his main concern in getting the delay notification from the NICS was 
the potential loss of the sale. When the proceed-to-sell order came back 
from NICS, in less then 24 hours, the agent and a companion agent returned 
to the pawnshop, paid for the firearms and ammunition, and left with the 
merchandise.

At a second pawnshop in Billings, Montana, the two agents also purchased 
2 boxes of 7.62mm Russian-made ammunition and a box of .22 caliber 
ammunition along with a 30-round “banana clip,” or magazine, for the 
Russian SKS and 2 additional 10-shot magazines for the .22 caliber. No 
identification or paperwork was required to purchase the ammunition or 
magazines. (See fig. 3.)

Figure 3:  Billings, Montana, Purchases

7.62mm Russian-Manufactured Samozariadnyia Karabina Simonova Semiautomatic Rifle With Bipod 
Rest, 4x Scope, 30-Round Banana Clip, and 7.62mm Ammunition (Top)

.22 Caliber Semiautomatic Rifle With Folding Stock, 4x Scope, 3 10-Shot Magazines, and .22 Caliber 
Ammunition (Bottom)
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New Mexico Purchase An undercover agent attempted to purchase an Intratec 9mm 
semiautomatic pistol, model AB-10, and a 32-shot magazine from a 
pawnshop in Santa Fe, New Mexico. New Mexico requires only a valid state 
photo-identification and the completion of the ATF Form 4473. On the first 
day, the salesman's attempt to contact NICS was unsuccessful because the 
circuits were busy. When the agent called the next day, the salesman told 
the agent that he had contacted NICS and received a delay message.

Later that same day, the undercover agent and a fellow agent returned to 
the pawnshop. At that time, the salesperson suggested that the individual 
accompanying the agent could purchase the firearm and transfer it to the 
first agent using a bill of sale. The second agent, also using a counterfeit 
New Mexico driver's license, filled out the ATF Form 4473. The salesperson 
checked the second agent's form against his license for accuracy and 
initiated the NICS background check, which came back immediately as a 
proceed-to-sell response. The first agent then used his credit card to 
purchase the previously selected firearm and magazine in the second 
agent’s name. The first agent also used his credit card to purchase a box of 
9mm 124-grain Hydra-Shok jacketed hollow-point ammunition. This 
purchase was based on the salesperson's statement that it was the best 
ammunition he had in stock to penetrate a bulletproof vest similar to those 
worn by police officers. (See fig. 4.)
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Figure 4:   Santa Fe, New Mexico, Purchase

Model AB-10 Intratec 9mm Semiautomatic Pistol With 32-Shot Magazine
 and 9mm 124-Grain Hydra-Shok Jacketed Hollow-Point Ammunition

FFLs are required to make entries on the ATF Form 4473 for the sale of 
firearms and include on the form the name of the intended recipient of the 
firearm. Title 18 U.S.C. § 924(a) provides that whoever knowingly makes 
any false statement or representation in the records required to be kept for 
the sale of firearms shall be fined, imprisoned for 5 years, or both. Further, 
instructions for ATF Form 4473 warn that “[A] licensee who knowingly 
delivers a firearm to an individual who is not buying the firearm for himself 
or herself or as a gift violates the law by maintaining a false ATF F [Form] 
4473.” In this instance, the FFL may have violated the law by selling a 
firearm to an individual who he knew was not the intended recipient.

Arizona Purchases An undercover agent used a counterfeit Arizona driver's license to 
purchase (1) a Spanish-manufactured half-break .38 caliber 5-shot revolver, 
circa 1893, with a box of Smith & Wesson .38 caliber ammunition and (2) an 
Page 11 GAO-01-427 Firearms Purchased With Bogus Identification
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Italian-manufactured .25 caliber semiautomatic pistol from a gun store in 
Tucson, Arizona. (See fig. 5.)

Figure 5:   Tucson, Arizona, Purchases

.38 Caliber Spanish-Manufactured Half-Break 5-Shot Revolver, Circa 1893, With .38 Caliber 
Ammunition (Top)

Model GT27 Italian-Manufactured .25 Caliber Semiautomatic Pistol With 7-Shot Magazine (Bottom)

Prior to purchasing the firearms, the agent completed the ATF Form 4473. 
Arizona requires an individual wanting to purchase a firearm to show a 
valid photo-identification. The NICS check by the salesperson came back 
with a proceed-to-sell response. Because Arizona is a point-of-contact 
state, the salesperson contacted the Arizona Department of Public Safety 
for the NICS check. The department simultaneously searched available 
state and local law enforcement files. Both searches were negative, 
allowing the sale to proceed.

During the transaction, the salesperson stated that he was required to do an 
NICS check only on the .25 caliber semiautomatic handgun because the
.38 caliber revolver was over 100 years old and was considered a “curio.” 
Page 12 GAO-01-427 Firearms Purchased With Bogus Identification
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The agent paid for the weapons and ammunition, and he and a companion 
agent departed the store with the merchandise.

Attempt to Purchase a 
Firearm Over the 
Internet

We also investigated the possibility of purchasing a firearm over the 
Internet by searching a Web site that labels itself a directory service.14 An 
agent acting in an undercover capacity responded to 10 of 21 
advertisements offering firearms for sale; 8 of the advertisers were FFLs 
and 2 were individuals. The FFL advertisers would ship the firearm offered 
for sale to only an FFL and refused to ship it to an individual. We also 
attempted to purchase firearms from the two advertisers we determined to 
be individuals but did not complete the transactions.

One individual, in Warner Robbins, Georgia, advertised a Smith & Wesson 
.45 caliber firearm for sale for $390. An agent acting in an undercover 
capacity contacted the individual by telephone and told him he was calling 
from the Northern Virginia area. After verifying that the firearm was for 
sale, the agent attempted to convince the individual to mail the firearm to 
him; but he refused to mail the firearm to anyone other than an FFL. The 
agent then told the individual that he would be in the Warner Robbins area 
in a few days, and the individual readily agreed to sell the firearm to the 
agent in a “face-to-face” transaction. The individual asked the agent if he 
was a criminal; the agent assured him that he was not and provided a 
fictitious name. The individual then agreed to sell the firearm for cash and 
stated that he would not require any identification. He then asked the agent 
to call him for directions to his home when he arrived in Warner Robbins.

In a second advertisement, an individual in Orlando, Florida, offered to sell 
a 9mm semiautomatic firearm for $339. An undercover agent telephoned 
the individual; stated that he was calling from the Washington, D.C., area; 
and verified that the firearm was for sale. The seller refused to send the 
firearm through the mail but agreed to meet the agent to complete the 
transaction. He stated that he would sell the firearm for cash and would not 
require identification.

14 The site notes that it makes no warranty that the seller or the guns actually exist and that 
all gun transfers must comply with ATF and shipping regulations.
Page 13 GAO-01-427 Firearms Purchased With Bogus Identification
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As arranged with your office, unless you disclose its contents earlier, we 
plan no further distribution of this report until 30 days after the letter's 
date. At that time, we will send copies of the report to interested 
congressional committees, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Attorney 
General, and the Directors of the FBI and ATF. The report will also be 
available on GAO's home page at www.gao.gov. If you have any questions, 
please call Assistant Director Patrick Sullivan at (202) 512-6722. Senior 
Special Agents John Cooney, Woodrow Hunt, William McDaniel, and 
Thomas Wiley and Senior Attorney Barry Shillito made key contributions to 
this investigation and report.

Sincerely yours,

Robert H. Hast
Managing Director
for Special Investigations
Page 14 GAO-01-427 Firearms Purchased With Bogus Identification
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Research Articles

irearm Death Rates and Association with Level of
irearm Purchase Background Check

teven A. Sumner, BS, Peter M. Layde, MD, MSc, Clare E. Guse, MS

ackground: Past ecologic analyses of firearm deaths have studied the effects of various gun-control laws;
however, no study has analyzed the effects of the differences among states in the
background checks required for firearm purchase. Some states utilize a federal agency to
conduct the background checks; others use a state agency; still others use a local agency.
The information potentially available to checking agencies at different levels of govern-
ment varies; the consequence of this variation is not known.

ethods: In 2007, negative binomial regression models were used to assess the association between the
Department of Justice classification of agencies conducting firearm background checks for
each state in 2002–2004 and firearm suicide and homicide rates for the same years from the
National Center for Injury Prevention and Control while controlling for age, race, unemploy-
ment, crime, income inequality, poverty, alcohol consumption, urbanization, and divorce rate.

esults: Performing local-level background checks was associated with a 27%-lower firearm suicide
rate (incidence rate ratio [IRR]�0.73, 95% CI�0.60, 0.89) and a 22%-lower homicide rate
(IRR�0.78, 95% CI�0.61, 1.01) in adults �21 years.

onclusions: Using local-level agencies to perform firearm background checks is associated with reduced
rates of firearm suicide and homicide. Methods to increase local-level agency background
checks, such as authorizing local police or sheriff’s departments to conduct them, or
developing the capability to share local-level records with federal databases, should be
evaluated as a means of reducing firearm deaths.
(Am J Prev Med 2008;35(1):1– 6) © 2008 American Journal of Preventive Medicine
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 he Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act
mandates background checks on individuals
who purchase firearms from federally licensed

rearm dealers. Under the Brady Act, which establishes
he federal minimum for gun-control laws, a person is
isqualified from purchasing a firearm if he or she is
nder indictment or convicted of a crime punishable
y more than 1 year in prison, is a fugitive from justice,

s unlawfully a user of a controlled substance, has been
djudicated as a mental defective or committed to a
ental institution, was dishonorably discharged from

he armed services, has renounced U.S. citizenship, is
ubject to a restraining order, or has been convicted of
omestic violence.1 Any of the above criteria is manda-

rom the Injury Research Center (Sumner, Layde, Guse), the De-
artment of Population Health (Layde), and the Department of
amily and Community Medicine (Guse), Medical College of Wiscon-
in, Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Address correspondence and reprint requests to: Peter M. Layde,
D, MSc, Injury Research Center, Medical College of Wisconsin,

701 Watertown Plank Road, Milwaukee WI 53226-0509. E-mail:
layde@mcw.edu.
The full text of this article is available via AJPM Online at
b
ww.ajpm-online.net; 1 unit of Category-1 CME credit is also avail-
ble, with details on the website.

m J Prev Med 2008;35(1)
2008 American Journal of Preventive Medicine • Published by

APPENDIX 0
ory grounds for rejection of a firearm purchase; how-
ver, the agencies that conduct background checks
ften lack the data necessary to conduct a complete
earch.2 The digitization of state records may be partial,
nd information may not be made available to federal
atabases because of either budgetary constraints on
he state level or legal restrictions that prevent the
haring of local data.2,3

The effect of the Brady Act on suicide and homicide
ates has been analyzed and found to have limited impact
xcept for certain subpopulations.4 Several additional
tate regulations, including age-specific restrictions,
ne-gun-a-month laws, junk-gun laws, and concealed-
eapon laws do not appear to confer a significant
enefit.5–7 Nonetheless, differences in interstate fire-
rm mortality exist that have not been fully explained
y previously studied factors.
To the best of our knowledge, no study has evaluated

he effect of the quality of a state’s firearm background
heck on firearm death rates. State-by-state differences
n the level of background checks, and hence the detail
nd availability of the data that a check accesses, may
etermine whether the check is fully effective at pre-
enting firearm sales to individuals who are prohibited

y law from purchasing a gun.

10749-3797/08/$–see front matter
Elsevier Inc. doi:10.1016/j.amepre.2008.03.023
00244
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When an individual desires to purchase a gun from a
ederally licensed dealer, the dealer uses telephone, mail,
r electronic communication to contact the agency that
he state has designated as being responsible for con-
ucting firearm background checks. The agency that is
ontacted will be one of three possibilities: the FBI, a
ingle state agency, or a local law enforcement depart-
ent such as a municipal police or sheriff’s office. The

esignated agency then conducts the background
heck and informs the dealer if the sale can proceed.
ach state, whether it utilizes a federal, state, or local
hecking agency, accesses the National Instant Crimi-
al Background Check System (NICS), a system that
cans federal databases and is the minimum check that
ust be performed. However, states that utilize a state

r local office for background checks “have access to all
f the information available to the FBI through NICS,
lus some . . . have additional information available
nly to their respective state.”2 Therefore, depending
n which agency is conducting the background check,
dditional records may be accessed,1 resulting in a
ore detailed and effective check.
In 2004, approximately 8,084,000 applications were

eceived for firearm transfers nationwide and 126,000,
r 1.6%, were rejected.8 Also in that year, firearms were

nvolved in 29,036 deaths.9 Suicides and homicides
onstituted 57.2% and 38.7% of the firearm deaths,
espectively.

This study analyzed the effect of conducting federal-,
tate-, or local-level background checks on firearm death
ates. It was hypothesized that states that conduct back-
round checks on a more local level would be associated
ith lower suicide and homicide rates because local
gencies, with access to more-detailed criminal reports
nd records that are not readily available to the federal
overnment, would be able to perform more thorough
ackground checks.

ethods

tate Classifications

he level of the background checks performed by each of the
0 states was classified using the annual Bureau of Justice
tatistics published table of agencies conducting firearm
ackground checks.10 This table, and the publication contain-

ng it, detail the level of government involved in conducting
ither the entire background check or a significant portion
i.e., handgun checks or checks separate from the NICS)11 as
etermined by state law. For the analysis, states were classified
ccording to the background check agency reported in the
ureau of Justice Statistics publication: federal level if the
ackground check agency was the FBI, state level if the agency
as a centralized state agency, or local level if the background
heck agency was a municipal police or sheriff’s office.
The data analysis was performed in 2007; the time period

nalyzed was 2002–2004. This time period was chosen be-

ause the level of the background checks performed by each c

American Journal of Preventive Medicine, Volume 35, Num
tate remained unaltered with the exception of only two
tates. Vermont switched from using a state-level to a federal-
evel check on February 2, 2002, and Arizona switched on
ugust 22, 2002. These states were included in the analysis at

he federal-level category because they switched background-
heck levels very early in the study period and their inclusion
ould only support the null hypothesis that there exists no
enefit to performing more local background checks. Fur-
hermore, analyses were performed excluding these states;
verall trends remained unaltered (results not shown).
The time period of the study could not be expanded past

004 because federal statistics on firearm death rates were not
vailable beyond that year. Because only three states have
hanged background-check levels since 1999, the first full
ear in which the permanent Brady Act and NICS were in
lace, it was not possible to create a longitudinal analysis
omparing the states pre- and post-changes in background-
heck levels. Therefore, the study design compared states to
ne another.

utcome Variables

ggregated rates of firearm suicide and homicide mortality
er 100,000 population for 2002 to 2004 were calculated for
ach state from the National Center for Injury Prevention and
ontrol’s Web-based Injury Statistics Query and Reporting
ystem (WISQARS).12 Rates were calculated for individuals
ged 21 or older because federal law prohibits a federally
icensed firearm dealer from selling a handgun to anyone
nder age 21.1 Studying the firearm suicide rates for individ-
als aged 21 or older allows a more precise analysis of the
ffectiveness of the Brady Act because it excludes younger
ndividuals who may have committed suicide with a gun that
hey did not purchase. Additionally, looking at firearm homi-
ide deaths in individuals aged �21 also provides a more
efined analysis because the ages of homicide victims and
erpetrators are correlated.4,13 Homicide deaths due to legal

ntervention were excluded from the analysis.

tatistical Analyses

egative binomial regression was used to evaluate the associ-
tion between a state’s firearm suicide and homicide rates
nd its level of background checks while controlling for
otential confounders. Negative binomial regression is useful
hen rates are skewed and variances are greater than the
ean, as is typical of death rates.14 Likelihood ratio tests were

erformed, revealing that the distribution was not Poisson.
egression analyses were performed in Stata 9.2.
The multivariate analyses controlled for potentially con-

ounding factors commonly identified in the literature as
eing associated with a state’s homicide or suicide rate:
ercentage of the population unemployed15; robbery rate16;

ncome inequality level (as measured by the Gini coeffi-
ient)17; percentage of individuals living in poverty18; per
apita alcohol consumption19,20; percentage of the popula-
ion living in metropolitan areas21,22; divorce rate23,24; age
percentage aged �65 for suicide and percentage aged 15–29
or homicide)25,26; and race (percentage white for suicide
nd percentage black for homicide).26,27

All data for potential confounders were obtained from the
.S. Census Bureau’s Statistical Abstract28 except for alcohol
onsumption data, which were taken from the National

ber 1 www.ajpm-online.net
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nstitute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism,29 and the rob-
ery rate, which was taken from the FBI’s Uniform Crime
eports.30 Most data used in the regression models were
easured annually. The percentage of the population living

n metropolitan areas and the income-inequality level were
vailable only for the 2000 Census data. Divorce rates were
vailable only for 2003 and 2004. In two states, California and
awaii, divorce rate data were not reported in 2003 or 2004,

o rates from the most recently available year were used—the
990 and 2000 censuses, respectively. The state of Indiana
oes not report divorce rate data, and was therefore dropped
rom the analysis, with 49 states remaining in the final model.
he divorce rate was included as a potential confounder
ecause it is highly associated with rates of both firearm
uicide and homicide.

For more targeted investigation, the effect of the level of
ackground checks on firearm suicide and homicide rates in
ge groups (0–14, 15–24, 25–34, 35–44, 45–54, 55–64, and
65) was examined by plotting rates over the age groups for

ach level of background check.

esults

igure 1 shows the level of each state’s firearm back-
round check (federal, state, or local) and presents
ach state’s crude firearm suicide and homicide rate.
ackground checks were classified as federal level for
1 states, as state level for 17 states, and as local level for
2 states. The crude rates of firearm suicide showed a
istinct reduction as background checks were per-
ormed on a more local level (Table 1); the rates for
ederal, state, and local classifications were 11.64, 8.45,

igure 1. Level of agency involved in conducting state backg
002–2004.
nd 5.74 per 100,000 population, respectively. Firearm I

uly 2008
omicide rates also showed a trend of reduced rates as
ackground checks were performed at a more local

evel; for federal, state, and local classifications, the
ates were 4.28, 4.02, and 2.81 per 100,000 population,
espectively.

Figures 2 and 3 show the association of background
hecks with firearm suicide and homicide rates for the
arious age groups analyzed. Local checks showed a
ower rate for both homicide and suicide across all age
roups. The difference between federal and local
hecks was most distinct in homicides for people aged
5–44, while firearm suicide rates were distinctly lower
n states with local checks compared to those with
ederal checks for people aged 15–24 and older.

checks and unadjusted firearm suicide and homicide rates,

able 1. Unadjusted firearm suicide and homicide rates
nd IRRs in states with federal, state, or local firearm
urchase background checks, individuals aged �21,
002–2004

ackground-check level

Rate per
100,000
population IRR (95% CI)

irearm suicides
Federal 11.64 1.0 (ref)
State 8.45 0.73 (0.58, 0.92)
Local 5.74 0.50 (0.38, 0.64)

irearm homicides
Federal 4.28 1.0 (ref)
State 4.02 0.93 (0.62, 1.40)
Local 2.81 0.65 (0.42, 1.02)
round
RR, incidence rate ratio

Am J Prev Med 2008;35(1) 3
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Table 2 presents the multivariate analysis that ad-
usted for potentially confounding variables. These
esults demonstrated similar patterns with decreasing
rearm suicide and homicide rates as background
hecks were performed by a more-local agency, but
nly the incidence rate ratio (IRR) for suicide in states
onducting local checks had a CI that excluded 1.0.
sing federal-level checks as the reference group, when

ocal agencies conducted background checks, firearm
uicide rates showed an IRR of 0.73 (95% CI�0.60,
.89), indicating that states with a local agency conduct-
ng background checks had a firearm suicide rate that
as 27% lower than states with a federal agency con-
ucting background checks.

iscussion

his study provided evidence that states that utilize
ocal-level agencies to conduct firearm background

igure 3. Firearm homicide rate per 100,000 population by
ge, within state firearm background check groups, 2002–

igure 2. Firearm suicide rate per 100,000 population by age,
ithin state firearm background check groups, 2002–2004.
i004.

American Journal of Preventive Medicine, Volume 35, Num
hecks have reduced rates of firearm suicide and,
ossibly, firearm homicide.
A significant reduction in firearm suicide rates with

ocal-level background checks was seen for all sub-
roups of age, except for the group aged 0–14. This is
onsistent with the legal reality that individuals in that
ge group cannot purchase a firearm from a federally
icensed firearm dealer, so they theoretically should not
e able to commit suicide with their own weapon.1 Gun
vailability is highly correlated with firearm suicide
ates.31

The reduction in firearm suicide rates associated
ith local-level background checks could have an im-
ortant public health and economic impact. Individu-
ls who attempt suicide with a firearm are far more
uccessful than individuals who attempt suicide by
ther means.32 Suicide attempted by firearm is also
ssociated with markedly increased financial burdens
n patients and healthcare systems compared to suicide
ttempted by other means.32

Firearm homicide rates were not as strongly associ-
ted with local background checks as were suicide rates.
omicide rates were reduced in states that conduct

tate and, to a greater degree, local background checks,
ut the CIs of the IRR included 1.0, and these findings
ould be attributable to chance.
As with suicides, the reduction in firearm homicide

ates associated with local-level background checks
ould also have an important impact on public health
nd economic outcomes. Assaults involving a firearm
re more lethal and more costly for patients and
ospital systems than nongun assaults.33,34

The greater reduction observed in firearm suicide rates
ompared to firearm homicide rates is consistent with the
elief that more people who commit homicide obtain
heir guns from nonfederally licensed dealers compared
o those who commit suicide.35 Nonetheless, the study
ndings suggest that firearm homicide rates may be
educed by local background checks, which is consistent
ith studies showing that gun-control laws create friction

able 2. Adjusted IRRs for firearm suicide and homicide by
tate firearm background-check levels, individuals aged
21, 2002–2004

ackground-check
evel

Firearm suicidesa

IRR (95% CI)
Firearm homicidesb

IRR (95% CI)

ederal 1.0 (ref) 1.0 (ref)
tate 0.97 (0.79–1.19) 0.84 (0.65–1.08)
ocal 0.73 (0.60–0.89) 0.78 (0.61–1.01)

Adjusted for percent unemployed, robbery rate, income inequality
evel, percent living in poverty, per capita alcohol consumption,
ercentage living in metropolitan areas, divorce rate, percent aged
65, and percent white

Adjusted for percent unemployed, robbery rate, income inequality
evel, percent living in poverty, per capita alcohol consumption,
ercentage living in metropolitan areas, divorce rate, percent aged
5–29, and percent black
RR, incidence rate ratio
n illegal markets.36

ber 1 www.ajpm-online.net
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Some noteworthy limitations of this study should be
ddressed. This study failed to discover any significant
enefit to the performance of background checks by
tate-level agencies compared to federal-level checks. It
s possible that some large, centralized state-level agen-
ies have just as little access to local-level records as
ederal background-check agents do because of the
reat variability in state procedures.1 A federal-level
heck performed by the FBI accesses the NICS, which
erforms the federally required minimum-level back-
round check using national databases. States that are
andated by state law to conduct their own back-

round checks also have an NICS check, but may
earch additional state records.1 Unfortunately, it is
ifficult to quantify what additional data are accessed,
he regularity of access, and the completeness of those
ata. Furthermore, for the states that perform local-

evel background checks, it is also difficult to clarify the
uality and quantity of data that these local-level agen-
ies are accessing, because there are more than 2800
uch agencies.

It would have been ideal to conduct a longitudinal
nalysis in which the states that experienced changes in
he level of their background checks were compared to
hemselves, pre- and post-change. However, since 1999
the first full year in which the permanent Brady Act
nd NICS were in place), only Arizona, Vermont, and
outh Carolina have switched background-check levels
n the time periods for which data are available. Fur-
hermore, as South Carolina’s switch occurred during
he first year of data availability, there would not be
ufficient pre- and post- data available for analysis of
his state.

Nonetheless, this study has detected a strong associ-
tion between more local-level background checks and
ower firearm-suicide fatality rates, and it was hypothe-
ized that this may be due to more-thorough back-
round checks performed by local agencies. Indeed,
he existence and potential problems of state-to-state
ifferences in background-check detail have been
aised by Congress,2,37 and may be a plausible explana-
ion for some of the variability in state firearm death
ates.

It should also be mentioned that local-level back-
round checks could possibly be acting as a proxy for
ther unmeasured factors. For example, states that

nvolve local-level agencies in background checks may
lace an added political or societal value on firearm
ontrol and be devoting more financial, police, or legal
esources to the issue. Some states routinely conduct
ederal- or state-level background checks on firearms
ut conduct more local-level checks when a gun pur-
haser is applying to carry a concealed weapon.1 In
ther words, many states know which purchases are
specially high-risk and are willing to divert more
esources into evaluating those purchases. Results from

his study suggest that it may be beneficial for states to

uly 2008
llocate resources to permit local police or sheriff’s
epartments to conduct all background checks, or for
tates to develop the legal and fiscal capabilities to
hare all of their local-level records with federal
atabases.
Studies on the implementation of the Brady Act or

ther gun-control laws have generated inconclusive
vidence on the association between such actions and
uicide and homicide rates.4,6,38 This ecologic study
uggests a potential explanation for some of the incon-
istencies in previous studies. State-by-state differences
n the level of background checks—and hence the
epth and availability of the data that the checks
ccess—may be responsible for an important portion of
he de facto effectiveness of gun-control attempts; these
ifferences merit further investigation.

he authors thank Esther Kelty for designing Figure 1. This
ork was supported, in part, by CDC Grant R49 CCR519614.
No financial disclosures were reported by the authors of

his paper.

eferences
1. Regional Justice Information Service. Survey of state procedures related to

firearm sales, midyear 2004. Washington DC: Bureau of Justice Statistics,
August 2005, NCJ 209288.

2. U.S. General Accounting Office. Gun control: options for improving the
National Instant Criminal Background Check System. Washington DC: U.S.
General Accounting Office, Report to Congressional Requesters, April
2000. GAO/GGD-00-56. www.gao.gov/archive/2000/gg00056.pdf.

3. Marks A. Congress to revisit background checks for gun buyers. The Christian
Science Monitor. April 23, 2007. www.csmonitor.com/2007/0423/p02s02-
ussc.htm.

4. Ludwig J, Cook PJ. Homicide and suicide rates associated with implementation
of the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act. JAMA 2000;284:585–91.

5. Webster DW, Vernick JS, Zeoli AM, Manganello JA. Association between
youth-focused firearm laws and youth suicides. JAMA 2004;292:594–601.

6. Rosengart M, Cummings P, Nathens A, Heagerty P, Maier R, Rivara F. An
evaluation of state firearm regulations and homicide and suicide death
rates. Inj Prev 2005;11:77–83.

7. Webster DW, Vernick JS, Hepburn LM. Effects of Maryland’s law banning
“Saturday night special” handguns on homicides. Am J Epidemiol
2002;155:406–12.

8. Regional Justice Information Service. Background checks for firearm
transfers, 2005. Washington DC: Bureau of Justice Statistics, November
2006, NCJ 214256.

9. Miniño A, Heron P, Smith B. Deaths: preliminary data for 2004. Natl Vital
Stat Rep 2006;54:1–49.

0. Regional Justice Information Service. Agencies conducting firearm back-
ground checks, Table 12 or Appendix B. Survey of state procedures related
to firearm sales, midyear 2002, 2003, 2004. Washington DC: Bureau of
Justice Statistics; 2003–05, NCJ 198830, 203701, 209288.

1. Hargarten SW, Karlson TA, O’Brien M, Hancock J, Quebbeman E.
Characteristics of firearms involved in fatalities. JAMA 1996;275:42–5.

2. CDC, National Center for Injury Prevention and Control. Web-based Injury
Statistics Query and Reporting System (WISQARS) [online]. 2005.
www.cdc.gov/ncipc/wisqars.

3. Federal Bureau of Investigation website. Crime in the U.S. 2004. Murder,
Table 2.7. www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius_04/offenses_reported/violent_crime/
murder.html.

4. Lawless JE. Negative binomial regression and mixed Poisson regression.
Can J Stat 1987;15:209–55.

5. Krueger PM, Bond Huie SA, Rogers RG, Hummer RA. Neighbourhoods

and homicide mortality: an analysis of race/ethnic differences. J Epidemiol
Community Health 2004;58:223–30.

Am J Prev Med 2008;35(1) 5

http://www.gao.gov/archive/2000/gg00056.pdf
http://www.csmonitor.com/2007/0423/p02s02-ussc.htm
http://www.csmonitor.com/2007/0423/p02s02-ussc.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/ncipc/wisqars
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius_04/offenses_reported/violent_crime/murder.html
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius_04/offenses_reported/violent_crime/murder.html


1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

6

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 250 of 294
6. Hsieh C, Pugh M. Poverty, income inequality, and violent crime: a
meta-analysis of recent data studies. Crim Justice Rev 1993;18:182–202.

7. Cubbin C, Pickle LW, Fingerhut L. Social context and geographic patterns
of homicide among U.S. black and white males. Am J Public Health
2000;90:579–87.

8. Karpati A, Galea S, Awerbuch T, Levins R. Variability and vulnerability at
the ecological level: implications for understanding the social determinants
of health. Am J Public Health 2002;92:1768–72.

9. McDonald A, Wang N, Camargo C. U.S. emergency department visits for
alcohol-related diseases and injuries between 1992 and 2000. Arch Intern
Med 2004;164:531–7.

0. Moore GM, Robertson AR. Suicide attempts by firearms and by leaping from
heights: a comparative study of survivors. Am J Psychiatry 1999;156:1425–31.

1. Branas CC, Nance ML, Elliott MR, Richmond TS, Schwab CW. Urban-rural
shifts in intentional firearm death: different causes, same results. Am J
Public Health 2004;94:1750–5.

2. Fingerhut LA, Ingram DD, Feldman JJ. Homicide rate among U.S. teen-
agers and young adults. JAMA 1998;280:423–7.

3. Kposowa A. Marital status and suicide in the National Longitudinal
Mortality Study. J Epidemiol Community Health 2000;54:254–61.

4. Miller M, Azrael D, Hemenway D. Household firearm ownership and
suicide rates in the U.S. Epidemiology 2002;13:517–24.

5. Land K, McCall P, Cohen L. Structural covariates of homicide rates: are
there any invariances across time and social space? Am J Sociol
1990:95:922–63.

6. Romero MP, Wintemute GJ. The epidemiology of firearm suicide in the
U.S. J Urban Health 2002;79:39–48.

7. Harper S, Lynch J, Burris S, Smith GD. Trends in the black–white life
expectancy gap in the U.S., 1983–2003. JAMA 2007;297:1224–32.
8. U.S. Bureau of the C
prod/www/statistical

American Journal of Preventive Medicine, Volume 35, Num
9. National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism website. Per capita
ethanol consumption for states, census regions, and the U.S., 1970–2004.
www.niaaa.nih.gov/Resources/DatabaseResources/QuickFacts/AlcoholSales/
consum03.htm.

0. Federal Bureau of Investigation website. Crime in the U.S. (Table, 2002,
-03,-04). www.fbi.gov/ucr/ucr.htm#cius.

1. Miller M, Lippmann SJ, Azrael D, Hemenway D. Household firearm
ownership and rates of suicide across the 50 United States. J Trauma
2007;62:1029–35.

2. Shenassa ED, Catlin SN, Buka SL. Lethality of firearms relative to other
suicide methods: a population based study. J Epidemiol Community Health
2003;57:120–4.

3. Mock C, Pilcher S, Maier R. Comparison of the costs of acute treatment for
gunshot and stab wounds: further evidence of the need for firearms
control. J Trauma 1994;36:516–21.

4. Saltzman LE, Mercy JA, O’Carroll PW, Rosenberg ML, Rhodes PH. Weapon
involvement and injury outcomes in family and intimate assaults. JAMA
1992;267:3043–7.

5. Wright JD, Rossi PH. Armed and considered dangerous: a survey of felons
and their firearms. 2nd ed. Hawthorne NY: Aldine de Gruyter, 1994.

6. Cook PJ, Ludwig J, Venkatesh S, Braga AA. Underground gun markets.
National Bureau of Economic Research Working Paper No. W11737.
October 2005.

7. To improve the National Instant Criminal Background Check System, and
for other purposes, H.R.2640, 110th Congress. 2007. http://thomas.
loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d110:HR02640:@@@D&summ2�m&.

8. Hahn RA, Bilukha OO, Crosby A, et al. First reports evaluating the effective-
ness of strategies for preventing violence: firearms laws. MMWR Recomm Rep
2003;52(RR14):11–20. www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5214a2.
ensus. Statistical abstract of the U.S. www.census.gov/

-abstract-2001_2005.html. htm.

Have you seen the American Journal of Preventive Medicine website lately?
Visit www.ajpm-online.net today to see what’s new online!
ber 1 www.ajpm-online.net

http://www.census.gov/prod/www/statistical-abstract-2001_2005.html
http://www.census.gov/prod/www/statistical-abstract-2001_2005.html
http://www.niaaa.nih.gov/Resources/DatabaseResources/QuickFacts/AlcoholSales/consum03.htm
http://www.niaaa.nih.gov/Resources/DatabaseResources/QuickFacts/AlcoholSales/consum03.htm
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/ucr.htm%23cius
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d110:HR02640:@@@D%26summ2=m%26
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d110:HR02640:@@@D%26summ2=m%26
http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5214a2.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5214a2.htm


Weaknesses in Federal Gun Laws Which Enable  
Criminals to Get Guns

Preventing individuals who are deemed too risky or dangerous from obtain-
ing Žrearms is arguably the most important objective of gun control policies. 
Many perpetrators of gun violence are prohibited by federal law from pur-
chasing Žrearms from a licensed dealer due to prior felony convictions or 
young age. Other contributions to this book provide compelling evidence that 
existing conditions for disqualifying someone from legally possessing Žre-
arms are justiŽable and should be expanded (Vittes, Webster, and Vernick, 
in this volume). Wintemute (chap. � in this volume) and Zeoli and Frattaroli 
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(in this volume) provide evidence that laws which prohibit Žrearm possession 
by persons convicted of violent misdemeanors and those who are subject to 
restraining orders for domestic violence can reduce violence.

Some prohibited persons will voluntarily refrain from having a Žrearm 
in order to avoid criminal sanctions. But policies that enhance Žrearm seller 
and purchaser accountability are likely to determine how e€ectively gun con-
trol laws prevent prohibited individuals from acquiring guns. The federal 
Brady Law serves as a foundation, albeit incomplete, for preventing prohib-
ited persons from acquiring Žrearms by making Žrearm purchases from 
federally licensed Žrearm dealers contingent upon the prospective purchaser 
passing a background check (Cook and Ludwig, in this volume). Licensed 
dealers must check purchasers’ IDs, submit purchase applications to the FBI’s 
National Instant Check System (NICS), and maintain records of all Žrearms 
acquisitions and sales so that ATF auditors can assess the dealers’ compliance 
with gun sales laws.

Data on guns recovered by police and traced by the U.S. Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco and Firearms (ATF) have indicated that about ��Ÿ of criminal pos-
sessors were not the retail purchaser (Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Fire-
arms ����). This is consistent with our analysis of data from the most recent 
(����) Survey of Inmates in State Correctional Facilities (SISCF) to deter-
mine the source for the handguns acquired by the �,��� inmates incarcerated 
for an o€ense committed with a handgun. The largest proportions of o€end-
ers got their handguns from friends or family members (��.�Ÿ) or from street 
or black market suppliers (��.�Ÿ), sales for which there are no federal back-
ground check requirements. Licensed gun dealers were the direct source for 
��.�Ÿ of the gun o€enders. One in �� o€enders in our sample reported that 
they had stolen the handgun that they used in their most recent crime. Hand-
gun acquisitions by o€enders at gun shows and Œea markets were rare (�.� Ÿ).

It is easy to understand why o€enders would prefer private sellers over 
licensed Žrearms dealers. Under federal law and laws in most states, Žrearm 
purchases from unlicensed private sellers require no background check or 
record keeping. The lack of record keeping requirements helps to shield an 
o€ender from law enforcement scrutiny if the gun were used in a crime and 
recovered by police. Indeed, of the o€enders in the SISCF who were not pro-
hibited from possessing a handgun prior to the crime leading to their incar-
ceration, two-thirds had obtained their handguns in a transaction with a pri-
vate seller.
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That only ��Ÿ of handgun o€enders reported acquiring their handguns 
from a licensed gun dealer does not mean that licensed dealers play a negli-
gible role in the diversion of guns to criminals. Federal gun tra‚cking inves-
tigations indicate that corrupt licensed dealers represent one of the largest 
channels for the illegal gun market (Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Fire-
arms ����), and a national phone survey of gun dealers found a willingness 
to make gun sales likely to be illegal relatively common (Sorenson and Vittes 
����). As articulated by Vernick and Webster (in this volume) and Braga and 
Gagliardi (in this volume), current federal laws provide many protections to 
licensed Žrearm sellers, and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives lacks the resources and politi cal power to serve as a robust deter-
rent to illegal gun sales.

Prior Evidence That Better Regulation of Gun Sellers  
Reduces Diversions of Guns to Criminals

Weaknesses in federal gun sales laws may cause skepticism about whether 
gun control can work in the United States. However, states vary greatly in the 
nature of their gun sales laws. For example, many states extend conditions for 
Žrearm prohibitions beyond those covered in federal law to include additional 
high-risk groups and place additional regulations on Žrearm sales to prevent 
illegal transfers. Twelve states require retail Žrearm sellers to be licensed by 
state or local governments and allow law enforcement to conduct audit 
inspections of gun dealers (Vernick, Webster, and Bulzachelli ����). Fi‰een 
states extend Žrearms sales regulations to sales by private, unlicensed sellers, 
and two additional states require background checks for Žrearms sold at gun 
shows. Nine states have some form of licensing system for handgun purchas-
ers, Žve require applicants to apply directly with a law enforcement agency 
and be photographed and Žngerprinted, and three allow agencies to use their 
discretion to deny an application if they deem it to be in the interest of public 
safety. Additional laws enacted by states to keep guns from prohibited per-
sons include mandatory reporting of loss or the‰ of private Žrearms, limiting 
handgun sales to one per person per month, and banning the sale of low-
quality “junk guns” that are overrepresented in crime (Wintemute ����; 
Wright, Wintemute, and Webster ����).

A study which used crime gun trace data from �� U.S. cities for the years 
����– � ��� examined the association between state gun sales regulations and 
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the diversion of guns to criminals (Webster, Vernick, and Bulzacchelli ����). 
Diversion of guns to criminals was measured by the number of guns recov-
ered by police within one year of retail sale unless the criminal possessor was 
the legal retail purchaser. In addition to examining state laws, this study also 
surveyed state and local law enforcement o‚cials to ascertain their policies 
for conducting compliance inspections or undercover stings of licensed deal-
ers. Strong regulation and oversight of licensed gun dealers—deŽned as hav-
ing a state law that required state or local licensing of retail Žrearm sellers, 
mandatory record keeping by those sellers, law enforcement access to records 
for inspection, regular inspections of gun dealers, and mandated reporting 
of˜the‰ of loss of Žrearms—was associated with ��Ÿ less diversion of guns 
to˜criminals by in-state gun dealers. Regulation of private handgun sales and 
discretionary permit-to-purchase (PTP) licensing were each independently 
associated with lower levels of diversion of guns sold by in-state dealers. The 
Žnding on private sales regulations is consistent with the results of a systematic 
observational study of gun sales at gun shows that found anonymous un
documented Žrearms sales to be ubiquitous and illegal “straw man” sales 
more than six times as common in states that do not regulate private sales com-
pared with California that does regulate such sales (Wintemute ����; Winte-
mute, chap. � in this volume).

Diversions of Guns to Criminals Following Missouri’s  
Repeal of Permit to Purchase Licensing

The associations between state gun sales laws and diversions of guns to crim-
inals cited above are cross-sectional and therefore do not capture changes in 
gun diversions following changes in state gun sales laws. The strong associa-
tion between at least some forms of PTP licensing and lower rates of gun diver-
sions to criminals could potentially be confounded by some variable omitted 
from the analyses that distinguishes states that enact the most comprehen-
sive Žrearm sales regulations from those that do not. There have been few 
noteworthy changes in gun sales laws during a period when crime gun trac-
ing practices were more common and the data were available to track changes 
over time. An exception is the repeal of Missouri’s PTP law e€ective August ��, 
����. This law had required handgun purchasers to apply for a PTP through 
their local county sheri€ ’s o‚ce and required a PTP for all handgun sales, 
whether by licensed or unlicensed sellers. Following the repeal, handgun 
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purchasers could purchase handguns without a background check or record 
keeping if the seller was not a licensed dealer, and licensed gun dealers rather 
than sheri€ ’s deputies processed applications to purchase handguns.

Using annual state-level data on crime guns recovered by police in Mis-
souri and traced by the ATF for the period ����–� ���, we examined changes 
in commonly used indicators of illegal gun diversion—the number and pro-
portion of guns with short sale-to-crime intervals—before and a‰er the state 
repealed its PTP law. If Missouri’s PTP law had been curtailing the diversion 
of guns to criminals, the repeal of the law should result in more short sale-to-
crime guns recovered by police, and the shi‰ in increasing crime guns should 
coincide with the length of time between the repeal of the law and a crime 
gun’s recovery by police.

Such a pattern is clearly evident in the data presented in Table �.�. The 
percentage of traced crime with a sale-to-crime interval of less than three 
months begins to increase from a pre-repeal stable mean of �.�Ÿ to �.�Ÿ in 
���� when the repeal was in e€ect for four months, and then jumps up to a 
mean of �.�Ÿ for ���� through ����. The percentage of crime guns with sale-
to-crime intervals of three to twelve months increased sharply beginning 
in ���� from a pre- repeal mean of �.�Ÿ to ��.�Ÿ for ����– � ��� when all such 
guns were purchased a‰er the law’s repeal. If the PTP repeal increased the 
diversion of guns to criminals, the percentage of crime guns recovered at a 

Table �.�  Percentage of Missouri Crime Guns with  
Short Time Intervals between Retail Sale and Recovery  

by Police for Years ����–� ���

Year

Up to � 
months 

(Ÿ)

�–�� 
months 

(Ÿ)

�–� 
years 
(Ÿ)

2002 2.9 5.2 5.2
2003 3.2 5.3 6.1
2004 2.1 5.6 5.7
2005 3.3 5.1 6.6
2006 3.2 7.5 7.2
2007 4.5 7.9 7.1
2008 9.4 12.6 6.7
2009 8.1 15.0 12.7
2010 7.6 13.7 13.0
2011 8.5 14.3 12.7

Preventing the Diversion of Guns to Criminals through Firearm Sales Laws    � ��
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one to two years sale-to-crime interval should increase beginning in ����. 
Indeed, that is what happened. These guns increased sharply from a mean of 
�.�Ÿ to ��.�Ÿ. The sharp increase in very short sale-to-crime intervals for guns 
in Missouri was not part of a national trend; in fact, the average sale-to-crime 
interval increased nationally from ��.� years in ���� to ��.� years in ����.

Because states with stronger gun sales laws tend to attract guns originat-
ing in states with weaker gun laws (Cook and Braga ����; Webster, Vernick, 
and Hepburn ����), we also compared trends in the proportion of Missouri’s 
crime guns that were initially purchased in Missouri versus those that had 
been purchased outside of the state. Consistent with our hypotheses that 
Missouri’s PTP had been preventing guns from being diverted to criminals, 
the share of crime guns originating from Missouri increased from a mean of 
��.�Ÿ when the PTP law was in place to ��.�Ÿ by ����, while the proportion 
that had originated from out of state gun dealers decreased from ��.�Ÿ be-
fore the repeal, began dropping in ����, and was ��.�Ÿ in ����. This is a re-
markable change for an indicator that tends to change very little over time.

E€ects of State Gun Sales Laws on the Export of Guns  
to Criminals across State Borders

In ����, ��Ÿ of crime guns traced by the ATF were recovered in states other 
than the state where they were originally sold; however, there is great variation 
across states with respect to the proportion of crime guns which were origi-
nally sold by gun dealers in other states. Mayors Against Illegal Guns (����) 
published a report showing great disparities across states in the number of 
crime guns exported per capita. Bivariate analyses indicated that each of ten 
selected gun control laws were associated with exporting fewer guns per capita 
that were used by criminals in other states. In a National Bureau of Economic 
Research (NBER) working paper, Knight used an index of eleven laws devel-
oped by MAIG to examine the Œow of guns to and from states with strong 
versus weak gun laws and found that states with weak gun laws tended to 
export guns to states with strong gun laws (Knight ����).

The present study adds to this literature by using crime gun trace data 
from the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) to 
examine the cross-sectional association between state gun laws and the per 
capita rate of exporting crime guns across the �� contiguous U.S. states. The 
following state gun sales laws were considered: strong regulations of retail 
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gun dealers™; permit-to-purchase (PTP) licensing; private sales regulations 
(mandatory background checks of sellers or valid PTP); handgun registra-
tion; mandatory reporting to law enforcement of the‰ and loss of Žrearms by 
private owners; whether the state has criminal penalties for dealers who fail 
to conduct background checks or has penalties for illegal straw purchasers; 
one-gun-per-month restrictions; assault weapon bans; and junk gun bans. 
Three variations of PTP laws were examined: (�) discretionary PTP laws 
which give law enforcement the discretion to refuse to issue permits; (�) PTP 
with Žngerprinting which requires applicants to appear at the law enforcement 
agency that issues the permits to be photographed and Žngerprinted; and 
(�) nondiscretionary PTP laws which require a permit to purchase a Žrearm 
but do not require applicants to go to agencies to be Žngerprinted.

We used negative binomial regression models with robust standard errors 
to estimate the association between state gun laws and the per capita rate of 
crime guns exported to criminals in other states a‰er controlling for potential 
confounders. Key confounders controlled for in the analyses were the preva-
lence of gun ownership, out-of-state population migration, and the number of 
people living near the border of states with strong gun laws. State population 
served as an o€set variable so that transformed regression coe‚cients could 
be interpreted as incident rate ratios (IRR) and percentage reductions in risk.

Data on crime gun exports were obtained from the ���� state-level crime 
gun trace data posted on the ATF’s website. ATF deŽnes crime guns as recov-
ered Žrearms that were “illegally possessed, used in a crime, or suspected to 
have been used in a crime.” In ����, ��Ÿ of the guns that police submitted to 
ATF were successfully traced to the Žrst retail sale.

Data on state gun laws were obtained through legal research and from 
ATF and U.S. Department of Justice Publications. Oak Ridge National Labo-
ratory’s LandScan global population distribution data was used with arcGIS 
Version �� to calculate state border population variables used as control vari-
ables in statistical models. These control variables included population within 
�� miles of a bordering states with the strongest gun control lawsš and states 
with medium level of gun control.› Household prevalence of Žrearm owner
ship was obtained from the Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System ���� 
survey (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention ����), and measures of 
state migrationœ were obtained from the American Community Survey (ACS) 
����– � ��� Žve- year estimates. Finally, we measured two variables indicating 
that a state borders Canada or Mexico, respectively.

Preventing the Diversion of Guns to Criminals through Firearm Sales Laws    � ��
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States that exported the most crime guns per ���,��� population were 
Mississippi (��.�), West Virginia (��.�), Kentucky (��.�), and Alabama (��.�). 
Of these four states, three (Mississippi, West Virginia, and Kentucky) had 
none of the state gun laws we examined. Alabama penalized gun dealers who 
failed to conduct background checks but had no other laws of interest in 
place. States that exported the fewest crime guns per capita—New York (�.�), 
New Jersey (�.�), Massachusetts (�.�), and California (�.�)—each had strong 
gun dealer oversight, regulated private sales, and handgun registries. New 
York, New Jersey, and Massachusetts also had discretionary PTP and required 
reporting of Žrearm the‰/loss.

Data from the regression analysis are presented in Table �.�. Due to high 
collinearity (Variance InŒation Factor �  ��), assault weapons bans and hand-
gun registration laws were dropped from the Žnal models. Statistically signiŽ-
cant lower per capita export of crime guns across state borders was found for 

Table �.�  Estimates of association between state gun laws and crime gun exports

IRR Robust SE p value

State gun laws
 ​ ​  Discretionary purchase permits 0.24 0.10 .001
 ​ ​  Purchase permits with Žngerprinting 0.55 0.15 .02
 ​ ​  Nondiscretionary permits 0.75 0.15 .15
 ​ ​  Strong dealer regulationa 1.45 0.30 .07
 ​ ​  Penalty for failure to conduct background checks 0.76 0.12 .07
 ​ ​  Penalty for straw purchasers 1.46 0.30 .07
 ​ ​  Junk guns banned 0.68 0.13 .04
 ​ ​  Private sales regulated 0.71 0.11 .03
 ​ ​  Firearm the‰/loss reported 0.70 0.10 .02
 ​ ​  One gun per month 0.81 0.26 .51
Covariates
 ​ ​  Household gun ownership 6.05 4.20 .009
 ​ ​  Border population in states with strong gun lawsb 1.00 1.82E-08 .50
 ​ ​  Border population in states with medium gun lawsc 1.00 2.57E-08 .14
 ​ ​  Migration out of state 0.99 5.04E-07 .50
 ​ ​  Borders Canada 0.68 0.065 � .001
 ​ ​  Borders Mexico 0.84 0.19 .43

Note: IRR �  incidence rate ratio. Model also includes state population o€set term.
aStates were considered to have strong dealer regulation if they require licensing of gun 

dealers, allow inspection of dealer records, and penalize dealers who falsify records.
bStates were considered to have strong gun laws if they have a discretionary permit-to-

purchase law.
cStates were considered to have medium gun laws if they regulate private sales, require 

licensing of gun dealers, and allow inspections of dealer records.
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discretionary PTP laws (IRR �  � .��, lowered risk ��Ÿ), nondiscretionary PTP 
laws requiring Žngerprinting at a law enforcement agency (IRR �  �.��, � ��Ÿ), 
junk gun bans (IRR �  �.��, � ��Ÿ), regulation of private sales (IRR �  �.��, � ��Ÿ), 
and required reporting of Žrearm the‰ or loss by private gun owners 
(IRR �  �.��, � ��Ÿ) were each associated with statistically signiŽcantly lower 
rates of crime gun exports. E€ects for penalties for gun dealers’ failure to 
conduct background checks (IRR �  � .��) and penalties for straw purchases 
(IRR �  � .��) approached statistical signiŽcance at the .�� level but in opposite 
directions. Although billed as a deterrent to interstate gun tra‚cking, one-
gun-per-month restrictions were unrelated to tra‚cking and neither were 
strong dealer regulations, penalties for failure to conduct background checks, 
or penalties for straw purchasing. Household gun ownership (IRR �  �.��) was 
associated with higher crime gun export rates and bordering Canada was as-
sociated with lower crime gun exports (IRR �  � .��). States bordering other 
states where gun laws are relatively strict was unrelated to the rate of export-
ing crime guns a‰er controlling for gun sales laws and other factors.

Conclusions and Policy Implications

Data presented here provide compelling evidence that the repeal of Missouri’s 
permit-to-purchase (PTP) law increased the diversion of guns to criminals. 
The timing of the e€ects on our indicator of diversion, short intervals be-
tween sales, and recovery in crime was in exact correspondence with the 
timing of the law’s repeal. The changes observed in gun diversions in Mis-
souri are likely related to the substantial change in how guns were sold fol-
lowing the law’s repeal. Prospective purchasers of handguns being sold by 
private individuals no longer had to pass a background check and sellers were 
no longer required to document the sale. Prospective purchasers, including 
illegal straw purchasers, interested in buying handguns from licensed dealers 
applied to purchase the gun at the place that proŽted from the sale rather 
than at a law enforcement agency. Repealing the PTP law made it less risky 
for criminals, straw purchasers, and persons willing to sell guns to criminals 
and to their intermediaries, and these individuals appear to have taken ad-
vantage of the opportunities a€orded to them by the repeal.

In our study of state gun sales laws in the �� contiguous states, discretion-
ary PTP laws were the most dramatic deterrent to interstate gun tra‚cking. 
This Žnding is consistent with prior research showing a negative association 
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between these laws and intrastate diversion of guns to criminals; however, 
the e€ects were either mediated by or explained by lower levels of gun own
ership in states with these laws (Webster, Vernick, and Bulzachelli ����). Dis-
cretionary permitting procedures such as in-depth and direct scrutiny by law 
enforcement, longer waiting times, higher fees, and stricter standards for 
legal ownership may depress gun ownership and reduce opportunities for 
criminals to Žnd individuals who have guns that they would be willing to 
sell or who would be targets for gun the‰. The strong negative association 
between nondiscretionary PTP laws and exporting guns to criminals in other 
states a‰er statistically controlling for gun ownership levels, geography, and 
other gun laws suggests that PTP laws deter gun tra‚cking.

Perhaps most relevant to current debates about federal gun policy, we 
found that states which regulated all handgun sales by requiring background 
checks and record keeping, not just those made by licensed dealers, diverted 
signiŽcantly fewer guns to criminals in other states. This Žnding is consistent 
with the results of a prior study of intrastate diversions of guns to criminals 
(Webster, Vernick, and Bulzachelli ����) and the Žndings of an observational 
study of sales practices gun shows (Wintemute ����; chap. � in this volume). 
The importance of Žxing this Œaw in current gun law is highlighted by data 
Žrst reported here which indicate that nearly ��Ÿ of handgun o€enders in-
carcerated in state prisons reported purchasing or trading for their handgun 
from an unlicensed seller who, in most states, was not legally obligated to 
ensure that the purchaser passed a background check or to keep a record of 
the transaction.

Our examination of state Žrearms regulations and the interstate diversion 
of guns to criminals considered a larger array of laws than prior studies. Laws 
requiring private gun owners to promptly report the‰ or loss of Žrearms to 
police are intended to increase private gun seller accountability and provide 
law enforcement with a tool to combat illegal straw purchases when such pur-
chasers accept no responsibility for the gun being in the hands of a prohibited 
person with dubious claims of unreported gun the‰. Having this measure of 
accountability signiŽcantly reduced interstate gun tra‚cking, as did bans of 
junk guns. Junk guns are the least expensive guns, and their low price enables 
tra‚ckers to invest relatively little money in guns that can sell for nearly Žve 
times more than retail prices on the streets in states with the most restrictive 
gun laws. Prior research on the e€ects of Maryland’s ban of junk guns found 
the banned guns used much less in Baltimore, Maryland, than in cities with-
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out such bans, seven years a‰er Maryland’s law was enacted (Vernick, Web-
ster, and Hepburn ����), and gun homicides were �Ÿ lower than projected 
had the law not been enacted (Webster, Vernick, and Hepburn ����).

Interestingly, a policy designed speciŽcally to deter interstate gun tra‚cking—
one-gun-per-month limits for gun buyers—was not associated with the export 
of guns to criminals in other states. Strong gun dealer regulations were also 
unrelated to exporting of crime guns across state lines. A prior study of intra-
state tra‚cking found that strong dealer regulations by themselves were not 
e€ective unless law enforcement reported that they had a policy of regular 
compliance inspections. Unfortunately, we had no measure of enforcement for 
the current study.

Our assessment of the e€ects of state gun control laws on the export of guns 
to criminals in other states had several limitations. First, the cross-sectional 
study design precludes an assessment of whether changes in gun control laws 
prompt subsequent changes in crime gun exports. Longitudinal crime gun 
trace data could not be obtained, as many of the state laws of interest were in 
place before crime gun tracing become common practice. The sharp increase 
in diversions of guns to criminals following the repeal of Missouri’s law, how-
ever, lessens this concern. Second, our outcome data does not include all crime 
gun exports. Not all crime guns are submitted to the ATF for tracing. In ����, 
gun traces could not be completed for nearly ��Ÿ of crime guns due to in
su‚cient or incorrect data. Third, although reducing the diversion of guns to 
criminals is a key objective of some gun control laws, there is currently insuf-
Žcient research to discern the degree to which reductions in diverted guns 
a€ects gun violence, and it appears as though some have had no impact.

In spite of these limitations, our study is the Žrst to estimate independent 
associations between a number of state gun control laws and crime gun ex-
port rates while controlling for confounders, and it is the Žrst longitudinal 
assessment of the impact of permit-to-purchase licensing that regulates all 
handgun sales. Our Žndings on cross-state diversions of crime guns under-
scores the importance of having more comprehensive federal regulation of 
Žrearm sales because lax laws in many states facilitate the arming of crimi-
nals beyond state borders. At a minimum, federal law should require back-
ground checks and record keeping for all Žrearms sales. Regulating many 
private sellers is a challenge, yet the data suggest that it is necessary to deter 
the diversion of guns to criminals, and requiring gun owners to report the‰ 
or loss of Žrearms provides additional accountability to prevent illegal sales.
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�.  Licensing of gun dealers, inspection of dealer records allowed, and criminal 
penalties for dealers who falsiŽed records.

�.   PTP laws or in the District of Columbia with what could be considered a ban 
on Žrearm ownership until ����.

�.   Regulate private sales, require licensing of gun dealers, and allow inspections 
of dealer records.

�.   The number of people who moved out of each state between ���� and ����.
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Factors Affecting a Recently Purchased Handgun’s
Risk for Use in Crime under Circumstances
That Suggest Gun Trafficking

Mona A. Wright, Garen J. Wintemute, and Daniel W. Webster

ABSTRACT While many handguns are used in crime each year in the USA, most are not.
We conducted this study to identify factors present at the time of a handgun’s most
recent retail sale that were associated with its subsequent use in crime under
circumstances suggesting that the handgun had been trafficked—purchased with the
intent of diverting it to criminal use. Handguns acquired in multiple-gun purchases were
of particular interest. Using data for 180,321 handguns purchased from federally
licensed retailers in California in 1996, we studied attributes of the handguns, the
retailers selling them, the purchasers, and the sales transactions. Our outcome measure
was a handgun’s recovery by a police agency, followed by a gun ownership trace,
conducted by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, that
determined (a) that the recovery had occurred within 3 years of the handgun’s most
recent purchase from a licensed retailer and (b) that the person who possessed the gun
when it was recovered by police was not its most recent purchaser. Altogether, 722
handguns were recovered and had trace results that met the additional criteria.
Handguns acquired in multiple-gun, same-day transactions were more likely to be
traced than were single-purchase handguns (odds ratio [OR] 1.33, 95% confidence
intervals [CI] 1.08 to 1.63). This was not the case for multiple-purchase handguns
defined more broadly as multiple handguns purchased by one individual over any 30-
day period as used in “one-gun-a-month” laws. Bivariate regressions indicated
increased risk of a handgun being traced when it sold new for $150 or less (OR 4.28,
95% CI 3.59 to 5.11) or had been purchased by a woman (OR 2.02, 95% CI 1.62 to
2.52). Handguns sold by retailers who also had a relatively high proportion (�2%) of
purchases denied because the prospective purchasers were prohibited from owning
firearms were more likely to be traced than were those sold by other retailers (OR 4.09,
95% CI 3.39 to 4.94). These findings persisted in multivariate analyses. Our findings
suggest specific strategies for intervention to prevent gun violence.

KEYWORDS Crime, Violence, Firearms

INTRODUCTION

Approximately 280 million �rearms are now in civilian hands in the USA.1

Most �rearms are not used in crime. Yet an estimated 315,000 violent crimes
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involving guns, including 10,886 homicides, were committed in the USA in
2008.2,3

Few large-scale studies have been done of potential risk factors for �rearms
being used in crime. One risk factor is well known; handguns are overrepresented
among crime guns, particularly in urban areas. Previous studies further suggest that
speci�c gun type, cost, and concealability are associated with a handgun’s risk of
involvement in crime, as are purchaser age and sex, and several attributes of the
licensed retailer who sells the handgun.4–7

Interventions to prevent gun violence by reducing the supply of guns to
dangerous people often focus on gun trafficking, the rapid and intentional diversion
of guns from legal to illegal commerce. The median interval between a gun’s retail
sale and its recovery in crime in the USA is 5.7 years, but traf�cked guns are often
used in crime within a few years of purchase, by someone other than the original
retail purchaser.4,8–10 Several lines of evidence suggest that guns used in crime are
often bought in multiple-gun transactions,6,8–10 but the evidence is mixed.5 A
Maryland study found that these multiple-sale handguns were at increased risk of
recovery by law enforcement agencies in that state for the �rst 2 years following
purchase, but not thereafter.6 This increase in risk persisted for at least 5 years for
handguns sold in Maryland but recovered by police in nearby Washington, DC,
which had banned the purchase of handguns.

Using detailed data for handguns sold in 1996 by federally licensed retailers in
California, we examine attributes of the handguns, retailers, purchasers, and sales
transactions to identify those that affect the likelihood a handgun will be recovered
by a law enforcement agency and subjected to gun ownership tracing by the Bureau
of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives (ATF). These traces, done at the
request of law enforcement agencies, are a widely used surrogate measure for a gun’s
use in crime.5,6,10,11 To focus the results on handguns that may have been traf�cked,
we specify further that the trace must have occurred within 3 years of the handgun’s
most recent retail sale and that, at the time of its recovery by a law enforcement
agency, the handgun must have been in the possession of someone other than the
person identi�ed by the trace as the gun’s buyer in 1996.

Our objective is to identify risk factors for use in crime among handguns sold by
federally licensed �rearms dealers that are amenable to law enforcement or public
policy interventions. Given the prior evidence, we were particularly interested in
handguns acquired in multiple-gun purchases. We apply two de�nitions of this term:
(1) multiple-gun, same-day transactions and (2) purchases of multiple handguns, one
at a time, by the same individual in transactions spread over up to 30 days—a
de�nition used in “one-gun-a-month” laws. Simultaneously, we determine the
importance in this large population of risk factors identi�ed in previous studies.

METHODS

Datasets
Data on study handguns and their sellers, purchasers, and sales transactions were
obtained from the Dealer’s Record of Sale (DROS) �le for 1996, provided by the
California Department of Justice (CDOJ). Files for later years were used to identify
any subsequent sales (see below). All gun tracing records for 1996 through 1999,
regardless of the location of the requesting law enforcement agency, were made
available by ATF. With few exceptions, guns for which traces are requested have
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been recovered in a criminal context.12 ATF attempts to reconstruct the chain of
ownership of the gun from its manufacture to its �rst retail sale; records for
completed traces include information on both the seller and buyer in that
transaction.

Forming the Study Population and Identifying Outcome Events
We identi�ed all handguns sold in 1996 from the DROS �le, using data from the
most recent sale for guns that were sold more than once that year. We then searched
DROS records for 1997–1999 to identify subsequent sales of handguns sold in
1996, using manufacturer, serial number, handgun type, and caliber as linking
variables. Handguns resold during this follow-up period were omitted from analysis
since attributes of the buyer, the transaction, and the retailer would change with the
subsequent sale.

Handgun characteristics were then used to link sales records to tracing data. An
exact replication of manufacturer, serial number, handgun type, and caliber
constituted a successful match. If the handgun matched on manufacturer, serial
number, and either caliber or type (but not both), a manual comparison of the
records was done, using additional handgun information such as model and barrel
length, to determine whether a true match existed.

Our outcome measure was a handgun’s recovery by a police agency, followed
by a gun ownership trace, conducted by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms
and Explosives, that determined (a) that the recovery had occurred within 3 years of
the handgun’s most recent purchase from a licensed retailer and (b) that the person
who possessed the handgun when it was recovered by police was not its most recent
purchaser. We omitted from analysis those handguns that were not recovered by law
enforcement but had been purchased by an individual who had bought at least one
traced handgun due to the increased likelihood that an untraced gun purchased by
such an individual may also have been used in crime but not recovered by police.

Explanatory Variables
In accordance with the law in several states, we de�ned a multiple purchase as the
purchase of more than one handgun from one or more licensed retailers by an
individual within any 30-day period. We identi�ed each handgun as being purchased
singly or as part of a multiple sale by linking DROS records using the buyer’s last name,
�rst four letters of the �rst name, date of birth, date of sale, and a unique weapon
number assigned by CDOJ. Among multiple-purchase handguns, we identi�ed the
subset bought in same-day, multiple-gun transactions. Over the course of 1996, an
individual buyer could have bought guns in both single and multiple purchases.

We grouped handguns by type as semi-automatic pistols, revolvers, or
derringers and single-shot guns, and categorized caliber as small (.22, .25, .32),
medium (.38, .380, 9 mm), or large (.357, .40, .44, .45, .50, 10 mm). Barrel length
was de�ned as short (�3 in.) or long (93 in.). We classi�ed handguns as inexpensive
if their retail price as a new gun was �$150, based on manufacturer. There were
eight gun manufacturers that sold only handguns with retail prices of $150 or less in
1996 (Bryco Arms, Davis Industries, Hi-Point Firearms, Jennings Firearms, Lorcin
Engineering, Phoenix Arms, Raven Arms, and Sundance Industries). All handguns
from these manufacturers were classi�ed as inexpensive. To our knowledge, no
other major manufacturers produced handguns in this price range.

Retailer type—dealer, pawnbroker, or importer/manufacturer—was obtained
from the DROS data. Retailers were categorized by their total number of handgun
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sales during 1996 (1–249, 250–999, �1,000) and the percentage of purchase
applications that were denied because the prospective purchasers were prohibited
from possessing �rearms (G1%, 1% to G2%, �2%).5,13 The highest category for the
percentage of handgun purchase applications denied is higher than the national
average.14 Most denials stem from previous criminal convictions,15–17 and a high
denial percentage might therefore re�ect a clientele at increased risk for committing
crimes.3,8,13 Finally, retailers were grouped according to their proximity to a Youth
Crime Gun Initiative (YCGI) city (within 25 mi or farther away). YCGI is an ATF
initiative to comprehensively trace all crime guns; participating cities agree to trace
all guns recovered from criminal suspects and crime scenes.4

Handgun purchaser attributes included gender; age; and an occupation, such as
law enforcement of�cer or �rearms instructor, which exempted the purchaser from
completing a California Basic Firearms Safety Course. (Proof of completion was
otherwise mandatory.)

We hypothesized that gun traf�ckers who sell many guns illegally might be
inclined to purchase multiple handguns of the same make, model, and caliber. To
capture the number of handguns purchased in 1996 and purchases of essentially
identical types of handguns by individual purchasers, we created a variable to
describe the number and uniformity of the handguns bought. All handguns
purchased by a single individual were compared on manufacturer, handgun type,
and caliber classi�cation. Guns had to match on all three variables to be considered
alike. We then determined if all, some, or none of each individual’s purchased
handguns were alike, and all handguns purchased by that individual were assigned
to that category.

Statistical Analysis
We performed separate analyses for all handguns (single- and multiple-purchase)
and for multiple-purchase handguns only. Unadjusted odds ratios and their 95%
con�dence intervals were calculated for each explanatory variable. We then
performed a sequence of logistic regression models, adding groups of variables in
stages to those already in the model to estimate adjusted odds ratios for a handgun
being recovered and traced. The �rst stage included only the purchase timing
variable (single purchase, same-day multiple purchase, or 30-day multiple purchase)
and handgun attribute variables. The second stage added retailer variables, and
the third stage added purchaser variables. All analysis was done using PC SAS
version 8.18

This study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of the University of
California, Davis.

RESULTS

The DROS �le identi�ed 209,485 handgun sales in California in 1996 by licensed
retailers (Figure 1). After exclusions (see �gure legend), data for 180,321 handguns
(86.1% of all handguns sold in 1996) were available for analysis. Of these
handguns, 135,192 (75.0%) were bought singly and 45,129 (25.0%) were part of
multiple-handgun purchases. Of the multiple-purchase handguns, nearly half
(45.7%) were part of same-day purchases. Among all guns, 722 (0.4%) were traced
by ATF following recovery of the gun by the police from someone other than the
retail purchaser within three years of the purchase.
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In a bivariate analysis for all handguns (Table 1), multiple-purchase handguns
bought on the same day with others were more likely to be traced than were single-
purchase handguns (odds ratio [OR] 1.33, 95% con�dence interval [CI] 1.08 to
1.63). Conversely, handguns purchased by the same individual within 30 days of
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with traced gun 

(n = 1,288) 

Not 
recovered 

(n = 46,244)

Evidence 
of recovery 
(n = 385)

Analyzed 
Not traced 

(n = 44,956)

Excluded 
Not ATF 

trace  
(n=207) 

Possessor 
at trace 

was 
purchaser 

(n=5) 

FIGURE 1. Study subject �ow chart. Prior to assigning purchase timing (single or multiple), we
excluded sale records that were not for handguns, that were duplicate or invalid entries, or were
missing key variables. Following purchase timing assignment, we excluded sales to other retailers,
earlier sales of guns sold more than once in 1996, and all guns resold within 3 years after purchase.
We identi�ed 182,814 handguns; 136,185 (74.5%) acquired in single purchases and 46,629 (25.5%)
in multiple purchases. Among the multiple purchase handguns, nearly half (21,686 guns, 46.5%) were
bought on the same day with others. Among handguns not recovered by a law enforcement agency,
we excluded those which had been purchased by a buyer who had also purchased a traced gun. We
also excluded ATF traced handguns where the possessor of the weapon at the time of the trace was the
purchaser of the gun. Our �nal sample was 180,321 handguns (86.1% of all handgun sales in 1996).
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TABLE 1 Tracing within 3 years of purchase, following recovery by law enforcement from a
person other than the gun’s purchaser, for handguns purchased legally in California in 1996

Explanatory variable

Number (%) of guns

ORa 95% CIb p value
Traced
N=722

Not traced
N=179,599

Related to purchase
Timing

Same-day multiple 111 (0.5) 20,492 (99.5) 1.33 1.08–1.63 G0.0001
30-day multiple 62 (0.3) 24,464 (99.8) 0.62 0.48–0.81 G0.0001
Single purchase 549 (0.4) 134,643 (99.6) 1.00 (Referent) –

Related to handgun
Type

Derringer and single shot 47 (0.4) 11,114 (99.6) 1.36 0.98–1.88 0.3900
Semi-automatic pistol 511 (0.4) 115,828 (99.6) 1.42 1.19–1.69 0.0381
Revolver 164 (0.3) 52,648 (99.7) 1.00 (Referent) –

Caliber
Small (.22, .25, .32) 105 (0.3) 32,741 (99.7) 1.11 0.87–1.40 0.0587
Medium (.38, .380, 9) 421 (0.5) 79,229 (99.5) 1.83 1.55–2.17 G0.0001
Large (.357, .40, .44, .45, .50, 10) 196 (0.3) 67,593 (99.7) 1.00 (Referent) –

Barrel length
Short (�3 in.) 278 (0.6) 49,515 (99.4) 1.65 1.42–1.92 G0.0001
Long (93 in.) 439 (0.3) 129,000 (99.7) 1.00 (Referent) –

Price
�$150 159 (1.4) 11,115 (98.6) 4.28 3.59–5.11 G0.0001
9$150 563 (0.3) 168,484 (99.7) 1.00 (Referent) –

Related to retailer
License type

Importer or manufacturer 46 (0.7) 6,227 (99.3) 2.01 1.49–2.71 0.0152
Pawnbroker 80 (0.7) 11,707 (99.3) 1.86 1.47–2.35 0.0468
Dealer 595 (0.4) 161,638 (99.6) 1.00 (Referent) –

Within 25 mi of YCGIc city
Yes 500 (0.5) 93,725 (99.5) 2.06 1.76–2.42 G0.0001
No 222 (0.3) 85,874 (99.7) 1.00 (Referent) –

Number of gun sales in 1996
�1,000 302 (0.5) 59,241 (99.5) 1.86 1.54–2.26 G0.0001
250–999 263 (0.4) 63,000 (99.6) 1.53 1.25–1.86 0.1597
1–249 157 (0.3) 57,358 (99.7) 1.00 (Referent) –

Denials, % of sales+denials
�2% 167 (1.1) 15,556 (98.9) 4.09 3.39–4.94 G0.0001
1 to G2% 244 (0.5) 45,625 (99.5) 2.04 1.72–2.41 0.9295
G1% 311 (0.3) 118,418 (99.7) 1.00 (Referent) –

Related to purchaser
Gender

Female 89 (0.8) 11,698 (99.2) 2.02 1.62–2.52 G0.0001
Male 633 (0.4) 167,844 (99.6) 1.00 (Referent)

Age, years
21–24 186 (1.0) 18,136 (99.0) 4.86 3.97–5.95 G0.0001
25–29 140 (0.6) 23,429 (99.4) 2.83 2.28–3.52 0.0043
30–39 202 (0.4) 46,035 (99.6) 2.08 1.71–2.53 0.0889
40+ 194 (0.2) 91,969 (99.8) 1.00 (Referent) –

Safety course exemption
Law enforcement 36 (0.2) 17,632 (99.8) 0.49 0.35–0.69 G0.0001
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another handgun purchase, but not on the same day, were less likely to be traced
(OR=0.62, 95% CI 0.48 to 0.81). Pistols, handguns of medium caliber, and those
with short barrels were more likely than other handguns to be traced. Handguns
selling new for $150 or less were four times as likely to be traced as were more
expensive handguns (OR 4.28, 95% CI 3.59 to 5.11).

Handguns sold by a pawnbroker or importer/manufacturer were twice as likely
to be traced as handguns sold by gun dealers. Handguns sold by retailers with denial
percentages of 2% or greater were four times as likely to be traced as were handguns
sold by retailers with denial percentages of 1% or less (OR 4.09, 95% CI 3.39 to
4.94). Handguns sold by dealers with high sales volume and handguns sold by
dealers in close proximity to a city that participated in the YCGI gun tracing
program had higher risk of being traced than other handguns. Handguns purchased
by females were twice as likely to be traced as were those purchased by males (OR
2.02, 95% CI 1.62 to 2.52), and risk that a handgun would be traced decreased as
the age of the purchaser increased. Handguns purchased by individuals who bought
more than one gun during the year, and whose purchased handguns were all alike,
were more likely to be traced than were handguns purchased by single-gun
purchasers (OR 1.58, 95% CI 1.15 to 2.18).

A sequence of logistic regression models for all handguns, with related variables
added in stages, is shown in Table 2. Across all models, a handgun’s having been
purchased on the same day with others, a low selling price, the retailer variables
mentioned above, the gender and age of the buyer, and uniformity among all
handguns purchased by the buyer were associated with an increase in risk for being
traced. We tested for interactions between purchase timing and selected variables
(price, gender, number and uniformity of purchases, denial percentage of retailer,
number of retailer gun sales); none were identi�ed.

Findings for multiple-purchase handguns only were similar (results not shown;
available on request). Handguns that were part of same-day multiple purchases were
twice as likely to be traced as were those from purchases spread over 30 days (OR
2.1, 95% CI 1.57 to 2.92).

TABLE 1 (Continued)

Explanatory variable

Number (%) of guns

ORa 95% CIb p value
Traced
N=722

Not traced
N=179,599

Professional 55 (0.5) 10,656 (99.5) 1.24 0.94–1.63 0.0004
None 631 (0.4) 151,311 (99.6) 1.00 (Referent) –

Number and uniformity of
all handguns purchased in 1996
91 handgun: all alike 42 (0.7) 6,152 (99.3) 1.58 1.15–2.18 0.0002
91 handgun: some alike 41 (0.4) 11,652 (99.7) 0.82 0.60–1.13 0.1072
91 handgun: none alike 196 (0.3) 59,014 (99.7) 0.77 0.65–0.91 0.0008
Purchased only 1 handgun 443 (0.4) 102,779 (99.6) 1.00 (Referent) –

Missing data—handgun type: 9 not traced; caliber: 36 not traced; barrel length: 5 traced, 1,084 not traced;
retailer license type: 1 traced, 27 not traced; gender: 57 not traced; age: 30 not traced; number and uniformity
of guns purchased: 2 not traced

aOdds ratio
bCon�dence interval
cYouth Crime Gun Initiative
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The effect of applying several risk factors serially is shown in Figure 2. Only
0.4% of all handguns in the study were traced under the conditions that met our
de�nition of an outcome event. Among the 1,783 handguns that were purchased on
the same day as others, and from a retailer with an increased percentage of denials
(Level 2 in Figure 2), 25 (1.4%) were recovered by police and traced to a purchaser
different from the possessor—a risk ratio of 3.5.

DISCUSSION

For handguns sold by licensed dealers in California in 1996, several speci�c factors
predicted a greater likelihood that a handgun would be later recovered by police
within three years of its sale and that the gun’s purchaser and its possessor at the
time of its recovery would not be the same person. Multiple-purchase handguns
bought on the same day with others were at greater risk of being traced than were
single-purchase handguns. This was not true for multiple purchase handguns bought
over a period of up to 30 days. Gun traf�ckers may purchase several guns at once,
on the same day, to maximize operational ef�ciency.
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FIGURE 2. Effect of applying several risk factors serially. LEVEL 1 same-day multiple purchase;
LEVEL 2 same-day multiple purchase and retailer with denials �2% of all prospective purchases;
LEVEL 3 same-day multiple purchase, increased denials, and purchaser age G30; LEVEL 4 same-day
multiple purchase, increased denials, purchaser age G30, and price of gun �$150.
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Handguns purchased by individuals who bought multiple similar guns were
58% more likely to be used in crime than were handguns purchased by individuals
who purchased only one handgun in 1996. This is a substantial difference. A case
from our data illustrates the point: One purchaser bought 100 handguns in three
transactions (two same-day multiple purchases and one single purchase). All
handguns were Lorcin 9 mm pistols, costing $150 or less when purchased new. Nine
of these handguns were traced by ATF within three years following purchase; another
10 appeared in a separate California database of guns recovered and held as evidence.

Koper6 identi�ed an increase in risk of tracing for multiple-purchase handguns,
irrespective of the timing of the multiple purchase, in the �rst two years following
purchase. Our study considered additional factors relating to the retailer and the
purchaser, and one year of sales data with a three-year follow-up. These variations
may explain the differences between the two studies. Webster and colleagues have
recently shown that one-gun-a-month statutes are not associated with less intrastate
gun traf�cking.19 Studies in other jurisdictions would be useful in identifying subsets
of multiple-purchase handgun transactions that are disproportionately associated
with guns that are later used in crime.

Several of the factors we associated with handguns’ risk for being traced have
been identi�ed previously. These include a low selling price,20,21 a female purchaser,5

a younger buyer,4,5 and a high percentage of denied sales and sales volume for the
retailer.5,13

Others of our �ndings have not previously been reported. Risk for being traced
was nearly twice as great for handguns sold by retailers licensed as manufacturers
and importers as for those sold by gun dealers. We conducted a post hoc analysis of
trace completion rates by retailer type to investigate the possibility that some traced
handguns were linked to these �rms only because the retailer actually selling the gun
had not been identi�ed. Completion rates were the same for traces for all three
categories of retailers. Some of those licensed as manufacturers or importers have
been the subject of site visits conducted by one of the authors for another study,13

and all of these were functioning as retail sellers. This remains a subject for further
investigation.

Our �ndings are subject to several limitations. We used a handgun’s appearance
in ATF’s trace records, a proxy for use in crime, as our measure of outcome. To help
focus our �ndings on activities associated with gun traf�cking, we de�ned outcome
events restrictively as traces occurring within three years of purchase and involving
purchasers and possessors who were different people. ATF estimates the median time
from sales to trace is nearly twice as long,4 and our results should not be generalized
to the larger population of recovered crime guns. Studies of that larger population
have yielded similar results, however.3,10

Handgun sales records did not include the selling price or distinguish new from
used guns. Our classi�cation of guns as to cost was necessarily based on their selling
price as new guns. We were not able to identify handguns that were sold used at
much less than their original price, resulting in misclassi�cation of some inexpensive
guns as expensive.

The handguns in this study were purchased nearly 13 years ago. However,
recent tracing data are not available, and it is unlikely that gun markets have
changed substantially since that time. Four states—California, Maryland, Virginia,
and New Jersey—now restrict handgun purchases to no more than one within a 30-
day period. The remaining states do not limit the number of guns that can be
purchased at one time; our �ndings likely re�ect the current situation in those states.
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Legitimate gun collectors may also buy many guns over the course of a year, and
California’s handgun sales records do not differentiate these purchasers from others.
Our uniformity variable was devised in part in the belief that collectors would be less
likely than purchasers for gun traf�cking operations to buy many essentially identical
handguns at once, but this belief has never been empirically tested. The mixed results
that we and Koper have obtained may be due in part to an inability to distinguish
multiple purchases by legitimate collectors from other multiple purchases.

Our �ndings provide some speci�c directions for future intervention and
research. Handguns that are bought on the same day with others, are inexpensive,
are purchased by young people or women, are acquired in purchases that involve
multiple identical guns, or are sold by retailers whose clienteles include a dispropor-
tionate number of persons with signi�cant criminal histories appear to be more likely
than others to be used in crime. Law enforcement agencies and policymakers may
wish to take such patterns into account in designing future monitoring and
intervention programs and violence prevention policies. For example, some local
and state law enforcement agencies have units that combat illegal gun sales and rely
upon the same type of data used in this study—archives of handgun sales records and
ATF traces of crime guns. ATF requires licensed retailers to report the sale of multiple
handguns to the same individual within �ve business days, and these reports are
already used to develop leads for gun traf�cking investigations. Our �ndings should
help these units to consider which of the thousands of crime gun traces to follow up
with an investigation of possible traf�cking.

Our �ndings are relevant to potential legislative initiatives as well. A ban on the
sale of low-quality (and therefore inexpensive), highly concealable handguns, for
example, has been associated with a decrease in �rearm homicides.21 In addition, a
large gun dealer’s voluntary decision to discontinue sales of these low-quality
handguns led to a dramatic reduction in the rate at which guns sold by that dealer
were diverted to the criminal market.22 Future research efforts should examine
further the relationship between multiple-gun purchases, particularly guns bought
on the same day, and risk for use in crime, and should seek data directly from
persons involved in illegal gun commerce.
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Brief Reports 

Effects of Limiting Handgun Purchases 
on Interstate Transfer of Firearms 
Douglas S. Weil, ScD; Rebecca C. Knox, MPH. MSW 

ObjectlVe.-To determine the effect of limiting handgun purchases to 1 per 
month on the illegal movement of firearms across state lines. 

Deslgn.-Data from the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco. and Firearms firearms 
trace database were obtained for traces requested for firearms recovered in con­
nection with criminal investigations. The analysis incorporates data on date and 
location of purchase for 14 606 firearms purchased prior to (September 1989 
through June 1993) and after (July 1993through March 1995) enactment of a Vir­
ginia law limiting handgun purchases to 1 per month. 

Main Outcome Meaauree.-odds of tracing a firearm acquired prior to imple­
mentation of the law to Virginia vs another state in the Southeast compared with 
the odds for firearms acquired after the law took effect. 

Resulta.-For firearms recovered anywhere in the United States, 3201 (27%) 
of 11876 acquired prior to the implementation of the law and 519 (lgok) of 2730 
purchased afterthe lawwas enacted were traced to Virginia (odds ratio [OR]. 0.64; 
950/0 confidence interval [CI], 0.58-0.71). For traces initiated in the northeast cor­
ridor (New YorI<, New Jersey, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Massachusetts), 
1103 (34.8%) of 3169 of the firearms acquired before the 1-gun-a-month law took 
effect and 142 (15.5%) of 919 firearms purchased after implementation were 
traced to Virginia (OR, 0.34; CI. 0.28-0.41). 

COnclualon.-Gun control policies invoMng licensing. registration, and restrict­
ing the number of purchases represent efforts to limit the supply of guns available 
in the illegal market. 'rhis study provides evidence that restricting handgun 
purchases to 1 per month is an effective means of disrupting the illegal interstate 
transfer of firearms. 

(lAMA. 1996;275:1759-1761) 

IN JULY 1993, a Virginia law limiting north along interstate highway 1-95 
handgun purchases by an individual to 1 (sometimes referred to as the "Iron Pipe­
gun in a 3O-day period took efl'ect.1 Prior line't5), as 1 of3 principal gun-trafficking 
to the l-gun-a-month law, individuals routes in the country (oral eommunica­
were able to purchase an un1imited num­ tion, Joe Vince, July 18, 1995). The ATF 
ber of handguns from licensed dealers. also reported that Virginia, Florida, and 
The law was passed in response to Vir­ Georgia accounted for 65% ofall success­
ginia's growing reputation as a principal fully traced firearms used in crimes in 
supplier of guns to the illegal market in New York City}1 In a separate report, 
the northeastern United States,2The Bu­ investigators found that 25% of success­
reau of Alcohol, Tobaceo, and Fireanns fully traced firearms recovered in Balti­
(ATF) reported that 41% of a sample of more, Md, were originally purchased in 
guns seized in New York City in 1991 the southeastern United States.6 

were traced to Virginia gun dealers.aVir­ Interstate gun trafficking occurs, in 
ginia also has been a primary out-of-state part, because of the disparity in state 
source of recovered crime guns traced in laws goveminggun sales. As a result, the 
Washington, DC,' and Boston, Mass.5 illegal. market price of firearms in locali­

Virginia is not the only out-of-state ties with restrictive gun laws is signifi­
source offirea.rms illegally tramcked along cantly greater than the retail price for 
the eastern seaboard. The ATF has iden­ the same types of guns purchased in states 
tified the illegal movement of fireanns in which laws are less stringent.7 The 
from states in the Southeast to states ability to buy many guns at a retail price 

to be sold e1sewhere at a higher illegal 
From the Center to Prevent Handgun Violence, market price suggests that the purchase

WasIlingtCl'l. DC. of multiple firearms in a single transac­
Reprints: Douglas S. Weil, ScD. Center to Prevent 

Handgun Violence. 1225 1St NW. Suite 1100. Washing­ tion is an important aspect of the profit 
Ion. DC 20005. motive that supports the iJlega!. gun mar­

keto The objective behind passage ofthe 
1-gun-a-month law in Virginiawas to un­
dermine the economic incentive created 
by the disparities in gun laws among the 
states. This study assesses the effect of 
Virginia's 1-gun-a-month law on gun-traf­
ficking patterns across state lines. 

Methoda 
Thedataused in the analysis come from 

the fireanns trace database compiled by 
ATF and were obtained by the Center to 
Prevent Handgun Violence through the 
Freedom of Information Act. Law en­
forcement agencies can request thatATF 
trace a gun that has been recovered in 
connection with a eriminaJ. investigation. 
The ATF staff at the National Tracing 
Center eontact the manufacturer of the 
firearm to identify the wholesaler or re­
tan dealer who received the gun. Staffat 
the National Tracing Center then con­
tact each eonsecutive dealer who acquired 
the fireann until the gun is either traced 
to the most recent owner or until the gun 
can be traced no further. There is no re­
quirement that records of gun transfers 
be maintained by nongun dealers who 
sell a firearm. Consequently, the tracing 
process often ends with the first retail 
sale of the gun. 

As part of the tracing process, infor­
mation is eoJ1ected on several variables, 
including the location ofthegun dealer or 
dealers who handled the gun (by state 
and region); when thegun was purchased; 
when and where the trace was initiated; 
and the manufacturer, model, and caliber 
ofthe firearm being traced. The firearms 
tracedatabase contained records pertain­
ing to approximately 295 000 firearms 
(September 1989 through March 1995). 
Since 1990, the number of traces con­
ducted each year has more than doubled, 
and in 1994 was approximately 85000. 

The principal analysis was to estimate 
the odds ratio (OR) for tracing a fireann 
to any gun dealer in Virginia relative to 
gun dealers in the other southeastem 
states, for guns purchased prior to the 
effective date ofVirginia's l-gun-a-month 
law (September 1989 through June 1993) 
eompared with guns purchased after the 
law was implemented (July 1993through 
March 1995). The Southeast region was 

.lAMA. June at Johns Hopkins University & Knox 1759 
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The magnitude of the association be­
tween when and where a gun was ac­
quired was greater when the analysis fo­
cused on gun traces initiated in the 
northeast corridor (New Jersey, New 
York. Connecticut, Rhode Island, or Mas­
sachusetts). Forgun traces originating in 
the Northeast, the likelihood that a gun 
would be traced to Virginia relative to 
gun dealers elsewhere in the Southeast 
for guns purchased after the l-gun-a­
month law took effect when compared 
with guns purchased prior to the law's 
eff'ectivedate was reduced 66% (OR, 0.84: 
96% CI, 0.28-0.41). 

ABsociations were apparent for gun 
traces initiated in individual states. For 
instance, among the guns from the South­
east recovered in New York, 888(38%) of 
8212 guns purchased prior to implemen­
tation of the Virginia law were traced to 
Virginia gun dealers compared with 102 
(15%) of869 guns from the Southeast pur­
chased after the law took effect (OR, 0.29; 
96% CI, O.zl-O.36). 

Comment 
There is little published research on 

the effectiveness of gun laws. Most stud­
ies have focused on the association be­
tween gun laws and rates of injury or 
violence. With little dissent,S these stud­
ies are generally supportive of the thesis 
that well-tailored gun laws can have a 
beneficial impacton gun violence, whereas 
laws that increase access to firearms may 
have the opposite effect.g.12 For example, 
restrictive licensing of handguns in Wash­
ington, DC, was associated witha "prompt 
decline in homicides and suicides by fire. 
arms in the District of Columbia."18 Con· 
versely, in a study of 5 large urban areas, 
easing restrictions on carrying concealed 
weapons was associated with an increase 
in homicide and was not off'­
setby a decrease in homicides committed 
by other means.14 

In 1993, 1.1 million violent crimes were 
committed with handguns.16 Approxi­
mately 30% to 43% of criminals identified 
the illegal market as the source of their 
last handgun.16,17 The illegal market ex­
ists for several reasons: would-be crimi­
nals may be unable to buy handguns be­
cause prior criminal records disqualify 
them from legal purchases, the gun laws 
in their states prevent them from obtain­
ing a handgun quickly and easily, and 
would-be criminals do not want to make 
legal purchases because the handgun 
eventually can be traced back to them. 

Local and state legislative bodies have 
created a variety of weak and strong laws 
regulating handgun sales across the coun­
try. In some jurisdictions purchasers may 
need a permit to possess a bandgunl8,19 or 
may be required to wait several days be­
fore the firearm transfer is 

Estimated Odds Rallos That a Arearm PUI'dlased After Implemenlatlon of the VIrginia 1·Gun-a-Monlh law 
Would Be Traced to a Virginia Gun Dealer Relative to a Gun Oealer In Another SouIheastem S1ate Com­

WIth Firearms Purchased Prior to the law"' 

Gun. Pun:hHld GuM Pun:hHld After OddaR.ao 
GunaTnlced PrIor to Law, Law tmp/arIIIentId, (11K ConfIdence 

Recovered In to ae.lerln No. ('Wt) No. ('Wt) 1IMrvaI) 

All states 14 606) Virginia 3201 (27.0) 519(19.0) ] 
0.84 (O.58..().71)

SouIheast 8675 (73.0) 2211 (81.0) 

Nonheast (n=4088) VIrginia 1103(34.8) 142 (15.5) ] 
0.34 (0.2&-0.41)

SouIheast 2068(65.2) Tn (84.5) 

New Jersey Virginia 154(28.7) 

SouIheast 537(71.3) 

New York (11=2991) Virginia 888(38.2) 

Sout'-t 2324 (81.8) 

Connecticut (n=53) Virginia 15 (34.1) 

Southeast 44(65.9) 

Rhode Island (n .. '4) Virginia 1 (7.1) 

SouIheast 14(92.9) 

MaasachuseIIs (n=301) Virginia 45(18.0) 3 (5.9) ] 0.28 (o.o8..().94)
SouIhessl 2!0(82.0) 51 (94.1) 

·Soulflea8t incIudeIlhe following Slates: North Carolina. South Carolina. Mlsslulppl. Georgia. FlorIda. T ennes­
see. and Alabama. NA Incicates not applicable. PerIod prior to law is september 1989lhrough June 1993; period 
alter law is July 1993 tIlIOugh March 1995. 

identified as the comparison group for 
Virginia because the region has long been 
identified as a principal source of out-of­
state firearms for the eastern seaboard. 
As defined by ATF, the Southeast region 
includes Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Ala.bama, Mis­
sissippi, and Tennessee. The origin of a 

that had been transfen-ed from a 
in 1 state to a dealer in a second 

was considered to be the last deal· 
location. 

The ATF no longer traces fireanns 
manufactured prior to 1986 without be­
ing specifically requested to do so. Re­
sults are reported in this analysis only for 
guns purchased since January 1986. How­
ever, the results of a sensitivity analysis 
incorporating data for all firearms for 
which date of purchase infonnation were 
available wereessentiaJ1yuncbanged from 
the principal analysis. In another sensi­
tivity analysis conducted excluding guns 
purchased more than 1full year after the 
Virginia law took eff'ect to rule out the 
influence of seasonal variation, the re­
sults were not significantly different from 
those of the principal analysis. 

Date of purchase infonnation was not 
available for all guns in the firea.nns trace 
dataset. or the 9217 traced tireanns ac­
quired in the Southeast region and recov­
ered in the Northeast, the date of pur­
chase was known in 4088 cases (42%). A 
proxy variable for the date of purchase 
(the date the trace was initiated) was cre­
ated so that the analysis could be 
ca.ted using the firea.nns for which the 
date ofpurehase was unknown under the 
assumption that all guns traced prior to 
;nplement:aticlll of the law would have 

purchased before the law took ef­
and that guns traced after the law 

was implemented could have been ac­

quired before or afterimplementation. The 
results of this analysis also were c0nsis­
tent with the principalresu1ts of the study. 

Odds ratios were estimated for fire. 
arm traces initiated (1) anywhere in the 
United States; (2) in the northeast 
ridor(New Jersey, New York. Connecti­
cut, Rhode Island, and Massachusetts); 
and (3) for each of these Northeast states 
individually. For each estimate, the hy­
pothesis being tested remained the same: 
the odds of a gun purchased after enact­
ment ofVirginia'sl.gun-a-month law be­
ing traced to any Virginia gun dealerrela­
tive to a gun dealer in another part of the 
Southeast were significantly lower than 
for guns purchased prior to enactment of 
the law. 

Results 
The date a gun was purchased and the 

date the trace request was made were 
available for 55856 (19%) of the guns in 
the A TF database. Of these guns, 17082 
(30.6%) were traced to dealers located in 
the Southeast region; 14606 guns were 
acquired after 1989. 

A total of 3201 (27%) of 11876 guns 
purchased prior to passage of the l-gun­
a-month law, which were traced to gun 
dealers in the Southeast, were acquired 
from Virginia gun dealers. A total of 519 
(19%) of 2730 guns purchased after the 
law went into eff'ect and similarly traced 
to dealers in the Southeast were acquired 
in Virginia. The likelihood that a traced 
gun recovered anywhere in the nation 
was acquired in Virginia relative to an­
other southeastemstate, fortireannspur­
chased after the l-gun-a-month law took 
effect compared with guns purchased 
prior to enactment of the law, was re­
duced 36% (OR, 0.64: 95% confidence in­
terval [CI], 0.68-0.70 (Table). 

0.53 (0.35-0.80) 

0.29 (0.23..().36) 

0.98 (0.21-4.39) 

NA 
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In other jurisdictions, there are no re›
strictions on the sale of handguns beyond 
the few imposed by federal law. Conse›
quently, jurisdictions with weaker gun 
retail laws may attract gun traffickers 
who buy handguns in these jurisdictions 
and transport their purchases illegally to 
areas with stronger regulation. The guns 
can then be sold illegany to ineligible buy›
ers (eg, felons or minors) or to people who 
want guns that cannotbe traced to them. 

In an ATF study on gun trafficking in 
Southern California where a ls.day wait›
ing period applies, 179 (30.5%) of687 guns 
recovered in crimes in that region, which 
could be traced to a gun dealer, came 
from outside CaIifomia. 21 Almost a third 
(58 [32.4%] of 179) of these out-of-state 
guns were sold initially by dealers in Ne›
vada, Arizona, and Texas, states in which 
the most exacting rules concerning hand›
gun sales are the minimum restrictions 
set forth in federallawP The experience 
in New York City is similar. The ATF 
reports that 66% of a sample of all guns 
recovered in crime in New York City in 
1991 and traced by ATF were originally 
obtained in Virginia, Florida, Ohio, and 
Texas, all ofwhich have relatively weaker 
gun laws compared with New York City}’ 

The ability to purchase large numbers 
of firearms that have a street value that 
is much higherthan their commereiaJ.price 
enables gun traffickers to make large 
profits and keep costs to a minimum. The 
ATF field division for Southern Califor›
nia recently reviewed more than 5700 in›
stances of multiple gunsales. Almost 18% 
(1026 [17.9%) of 5743) ofthese multiple 
sales involved individual purchases of 3 
or more guns.21(PPIO-l7) Theoretically, pro›
hibiting multiple purchase transactions 
should be an effective policy means to 
disrupt established gun-trafficking pat›
terns while ultimately reducing the sup›
ply of firearms in the illegal market. 

The results of our study provide evi›
dence that restricting purchases of hand›
guns to 1 per month is an effective way 
to disrupt the illegal movement of guns 
across state lines. The analysis of the :fire­
arms tracedatabase shows a strong. con›
sistent pattern in which guns originally 
obtained in the Southeast are significantly 
less likely to be recovered as part of a 
criminal investigation and traced to Vir›
ginia if they were purchased after the 
Virginia law went into effect. 

While evidence generated from this 
study is consistent with the theory be­
hind a prohibition on multiple gun sale 
transactions, a change in the laws gov›
erning gun purchases that makes more 
pennissive the laws in the comparison 
states (eg, Florida or Georgia) after July 
1993 could provide an alternative expla›
nation forthe findings. We surveyed state 
laws looking for changes in limits on mul­

tiple sales, gun bans, background checks 
and waiting periods required for the pur›
chase of a gun, regulation of secondary 
sales, license to purchase requirements, 
and registration of sales. Laws govern›
ing private gun ownership in the south›
eastern region revealed no relevant 
changes, although Georgia adopted an in›
stant check system and preempted local 
gun laws effective January 199f;’ 

Our study has several limitations.First, 
additional research is needed to clarify 
what, if any. displacement efl’ects were 
created by the Virginia law (eg, to what 
extent gun traffickers shift their activi›
ties to the next most attractive state for 
acquiringt’i:reanns). Second, with the ATF 
data we used, it was not possible to de›
termine the effect of the Virginia law on 
gun violence rates. Third, all types of tire­
arms are included in our analysis, even 
though the Virginia law only restricts the 
purchase of handguns. The prohibition on 
multiple handgun purchases could have 
an incidental effect on illegal trafficking 
of long guns (eg, rifles) as gun traffickers 
either stop or limit their operations in 
Virginia or shift; from trafficking in hand›
guns to longguns. Ifthere isno incidental 
impact on trafficking of long guns. their 
inclusion in the analysis would bias the 
results toward the null hypothesiS. 

Fourth, because ATF does not trace 
all firearms recovered by law enforce›
ment as part of a criminal investigation, 
firearms included in the firearms trace 
database may not be representative of all 
recovered guns. However, the origin and 
date of purchase of a gun (the 2 key vari›
ables in our study) are not known by the 
requesting agency until a trace is com›
pleted, making itunlikely that thesample 
of guns traced will differ significantly from 
the larger pool of recovered guns with 
respect to these 2 variables. 

Finally, other unidentified :fact.ors as›
sociated with when and where a gun was 
acquired and the likelihood that a gun 
trace would be requested (eg, a decision 
to stop or start tracing 1 type of:firearm 
that can only be acquired in Virginia) 
may have been present at the time the 
law took effect. Such factors could lead to 
results that are inappropriately attrib›
uted to implementation of the law. How›
ever, the observation of a consistent set 
of results in several different regions de›
creases the possibility that such an uni­
dentified confounding factor is respon›
sible for the outcome of our analysis. 

Conclusion 
Most gun control policies currentlyad›

vocated in the United States (eg, licens›
ing, registration, and l-gun-a-month) 
could be described as efforts to limit the 
supply of guns available in the illegalmar›
ket. However, oncesuch laws are enacted, 

it is important to demonstrate that they 
are effective. This study provides evi›
dence that limiting the purchase of hand›
guns to no more than 1 per month per 
person is an effective means of disrupting 
the illegal interstate transfer of firearms. 
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Philip J. Cook, and Greg Ridgeway 

ABSTRACT Thousands of Americans are killed by gunftre each year, and hundreds of 
thousands more are injured or threatened with guns in robberies and assaults. The 
burden ofgun violence in urban areas is particularly high. Critics suggest that the results 
of firearm trace data and gun trafficking investigation studies cannot be used to 
understand the illegal supply of guns to criminals and, therefore, that regulatory and 
tmforcement efforts designed to disrupt illegal firearms markets are futile in addressing 
criminal access to firearms. In this paper, we present new data to address three key 
arguments used by skeptics to undermine research on illegal gun market dynamics. We 
find that criminals rely upon a diverse set of illegaL diversion pathways to acquire guns, 
gun traffickers usually divert small numbers ofguns, newer guns are diverted through 
close-to-retaildiversions from legal firearms commerce, and that a diverse set of gun 
trafficking indicators are needed to identify and shut down gun trafficking pathways. 

KEYWORDS Gun violence, Gun policy, Gun trafficking, Injury prevention 

Gun violence remains a serious problem in the USA, with some 10,226 gun 
homicide victims 1 and 326,090 victims2 of nonfatal violent firearms crimes in 2009. 
Rates of murder, robbery, and aggravated assault are much higher in large cities 
than elsewhere. t ,2 

Much of this serious violence is generated by guns that end up in the wrong 
hands. Research suggests that only about one of every six firearms used in crime was 
obtained legaUrand that most serious gun violence is· committed by a relatively 
small number of very active criminals.+-7 Clearly, the USA has a large problem with 
the illegal acquisition of guns by high-risk individuals who should not have access to 
them. One broad class of gun -control policy instruments are those designed to 
influence who has access to different kinds of firearms.8 The intuitive notion here, 
which is backed by empirical evidence,9,lO is that if we could find a way to keep guns 
out of the hands of "bad guys" without denying access to the "good guys," then gun 
crimes would fall without infringing on the legitimate uses of guns. 
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In maintaining legal firearms commerce for law-abiding citizens, there is the serious 
problem of preventing illegal transfers. That task is currently being done very poorly 
indeed. Loopholes in existing gun laws weaken accountability of licensed gun dealers 
and private sellers; this facilitates illegal transfers by scofflaw licensed gun dealers, 
generates difficulty in screening out ineligible buyers, and, most important, results in a 
vigorous and largely unregulated secondary market-gun sales by private individuals­
in which used guns change hands.8 Nonetheless, those who support "supply-side" 
measures directed at reducing access by those who are legally proscribed suggest that 
it is feasible to increase the transaction costs in illegal fireann markets and thereby 

14reduce the prevalence of illegal gun possession by criminals. l1
­

Much of the evidence in support of supply-side interventions comes from recent 
analyses of Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives (ATF) firearm trace 
data and firearms trafficking investigations that indicate some percentage of the guns 
used in crime were recently diverted from legal firearms commerce.4,13-21 Firearm 
tracing makes it possible, at least in· principle, to determine the chain of commerce for a 
firearm from the point of import or manufacture to the first retail sale (and beyond, in 
states that maintain records of gun purchases)?2 Unfortunately, not all fireanns can be 
traced and firearm trace data have some widely recognized limitsY,23 The National 
Academies' Committee to Improve Research Information and Data on Firearms, 
however, suggests that the validity of conclusions drawn from firearm trace data 
research depends on the care taken in the application and analyses of these data?3 

Among the main findings of these research studies are: (1) New guns are recovered 
disproportionately in crime;1l,13,16-18,22 (2) Some licensed firearm retailers are 
disproportionately frequent sources of crime guns; these retailers are linked to more 
guns traced by ATF than would be expected from their overall volume of gun sales;24 
(3) Under test conditions, significant proportions of licensed retailers and private party 
gun sellers will knowingly participate in illegal gun sales;25,26 (4) On average, about 
one third of guns used in crime in any community are acquired in that community, 
another third come from elsewhere in the same state, and a third are brought from 
other states;ll,13,l6-18,22 (5) There are longstanding interstate trafficking routes for 
crime guns, typically from states with weaker gun regulations to states with stronger 
ones. The best known of these is the "Iron Pipeline" from the Southeast to the Middle 
Atlantic and New England.11 ,13,16-18,22 

Research studies based on analyses of firearm trace data and firearms trafficking 
investigations have been greeted with a healthy dose of skepticism. Gun rights groups, 
such as the National Rifle Association,27,28 and certain academics, most notably 
Professor Gary Kleck of Florida State University,29,30 suggest that fireann trace data 
cannot be properly used to understand the illegal supply of guns to criminals. These 
criticisms are then followed by arguments that regulatory and enforcement efforts 
designed to disrupt illegal firearms markets are futile in addressing criminal access to 
firearms. In this paper, we present new data to address three key arguments used by 
skeptics to undermine research on illegal gun market dynamics and associated 
approaches to limit the illicit acquisition of guns diverted from legal firearms commerce. 

THE SCALE OF GliN TRAFACKING: BIG-TIME ORGANIZED 
GUN RUNNERS OR DIVERSE BLEND OF ILLEGAL DIVERSION 
PATHWAYS? 

One strategy used to refute a proposition is to setup a "straw man" argument. To 
"attack a straw man" is to create the illusion of having refuted proposition by 
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substituting a superficially similar proposition (the "straw man"), and refuting it, 
without ever having actually refuted the original position.31 In a recent UCLA Law 
Review article,Kleck and Wang set forth the straw man argument that advocates of 
the proposition that criminals acquire guns through a variety of gun trafficking 
pathways assert a central role for high-volume gun traffickers, usually involving 
corrupt or negligent licensed dealers, in supplying guns to criminals.30 Kleck and 
Wang define a large-scale trafficker as a person who sold 100 guns or more annually 
and then incorrectly characterize the picture presented by ATF and selected scholars 
of illegal gun markets as relatively organized markets with significant numbers of 
high-volume traffickers.30 

The academic studies that Kleck and Wang used as reference do not argue, however, 
that organized high-volume gun traffickers dominate illegal transfers of guns to 
criminals. Rather, these studies highlight the importance of a flow of new guns to 
criminal consumers and implicate c1ose-to-retail diversions from licensed dealers as 
generating a noteworthy minority of recovered crime gunS.4,11-13,15,19,20,32 ATF 
publications make the case that gun trafficking enterprises of many shape and sizes 
play an important role in supplying crime guns to cririunals and do not claim that 
high-volume, organized gun runners are the modal form of illegal gun diversion in the 
USA.1 6-18 

In fact, two ATF reviews of gun trafficking investigations explicitly contradict the 
organized big-time gun trafficking characterization. A 1999 report examining 314 ATF 
gun show trafficking investigations found that 41 % of these cases involved the diversion 
of 10 or fewer firearmS.

33 A 2000 report examining 1,530 gun trafficking investigations 
made by ATF between July 1, 1996 and December 31, 1998 found that 61 % of the 
cases involved the diversion of 20 or fewer firearms and concluded that most but not 
all gun trafficking investigations involve relatively small number of firearms. I7 

When the existing data are considered, Kleck and Wang's definition of a large­
scale trafficker as someone who has been caught illegally selling 100 or more 
firearms seems to be set artificially high to support their straw man argument. Guns 
are durable goods that can remain in the hands of criminals for many years. The 
iUegal diversion of 20, 30, or 50 guns to criminals by one individual in 1 yeflr 
generates a considerable public safety threat. Clearly, putting this individual out of 
business and shutting down this more modest pipeline of guns to criminals would 
increase public safety. It is also important to consider that the number of guns 
diverted.in ATF gun trafficking investigation is based solely on diversions known to 
the case agent. A gun trafficker caught selling 10 guns to a violent street gang would 
not be classified as.a large-scale gun trafficker under Kleck and Wang's definition. 
However, this gun trafficker may have been funneling hundreds of guns to street 
gangs for many years without being caught by ATF doing so. Kleck and Wang's use 
of this definition to make generalizations about the structure of illegal gun markets 
is highly problematic given the limits of ATF gun trafficking investigation data. 

New Data 
To shed additional insights on the nature of illegal gun market dynamics, we present 
new data on 2,608 ATF gun trafficking investigations made between January 1, 
1999 and December 31, 2002. These data were collected by ATF as an update to 
their 2000 Following the Gun report on gun trafficking in the USA. Following the 
same methodology, a survey instrument was sent to each of ATF's 23 field divisions 
requesting information for each gun trafficking investigation made by special agents 
and the disposition of investigations referred by ATF for prosecution during the 
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study time period. Because these analyses are based on a survey of ATF special 
agents, they reflect what ATF encountered and investigated in trafficking inves­
tigations. As such, they do not necessarily reflect typical criminal diversions of 
firearms or the typical acquisition of firearms by criminals. A majority of these 
investigations were still ongoing at the time the survey was distributed; only 40.5 % 
were fully adjudicated (1,056 of 2,608). 

Table 1 presents the gun trafficking pathways identified by ATF agents in the 
2,608 investigations. Many gun trafficking investigations involved close-to-retail 
diversions of guns from legal firearms commerce. A plurality (41.3%) of 
investigations involved straw purchasing from federally licensed dealers (Federal 
Firearms Licensees-FFLs), with firearms trafficked by straw purchasers either 
themselves or indirectly. The investigations also involved trafficking by unlicensed 
sellers (27.1 %), by FFLs (6.3 %), illegal diversions at gun shows (7.1 %), and illegal 
diversions from flea markets and other secondary market Sources (4.3%). When 
aggregated into one category, firearms stolen from FFLs, residences, and common 
carriers were involved in 22.5 % of the trafficking investigations. 

Though 117,138 firearms were involved altogether, most investigations involved 
relatively small numbers of guns (Table 2).The mean and median were 45.3 and 
eight guns per case, respectively; a majority involved 10 firearms or less. Large-scale 
trafficking was uncommon; roughly 5 % of investigations involved more than 100 
firearms. One investigation involved 30,000 firearms. Different trafficking pathways 
were associated with large differences in the numbers of guns linked to the 
investigations (Table 3). FFLs, including pawnbrokers, have access to a large volume 
of firearms, so a corrupt licensed dealer can illegally divert large numbers of 
firearms. FFL traffickers were involved in only 6 % of investigations, but had by far 
the largest mean number of guns per case (348.7) and accounted for 47% of all guns 
linked to the investigations (55,088 of 117,138 firearms). If the investigation 
involving 30,000 diverted firearms is excluded as an outlier, the mean number of 
guns per case involving a corrupt FFL drops to only 159.8, this further suggests that 
large-scale trafficking is a rare event. With or without the investigation involving 
30,000 diverted firearms, the median number of guns per FFLtrafficker case was 50. 

TABLE 1 Gun traffiddng pathways identified in An: investigations 

Source Number Percent 

Firearms diverted by straw purchaser or straw purchasing ring 1,078 41.3 
Firearms diverted by unregulated private sellers" 708 27.1 
Prohibited persons lying and buying firearms . 364 14.0 
Diverting firearms stolen from residence or vehicle 338 13.0 
Diverting firearms stolen from FFL 239 9.2 
Diverting firearms at gun shows 185 7.1 
Firearms diverted by licensed dealer, induding pawnbroker 163 6.3 
Diverting firearms at flea markets, auctions, or want ads and gun magazines 112 4.3 
Diverting firearms stolen from common carrier 28 1.1 
Diverting firearms over the Internet 22 0.8 
Other 5 02 

N=2,608 
Sum exceeds 100% since investigations may be induded in more than one category. Gun trafficking 

investigations can be very complex and involve a variety of sources of illegal guns 
"As distind from straw purchasers and other traffickers 
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TABLE 2 Number of fireanns involved in ATFtraflickiag investigations 

Range Number of investigations Percent 

<5 962 36.9 
5-10 516 19.8 
11-20 427 16.4 
21-50 374 143 
51-100 165 63 
101-250 89 3.4 
251 or greater 54 2.1 
Unknown 21 0.8 

N=2,608 

NEW (RIME GUNS: AN INDICATOR OF IllEGAL GUN 
DIVERSION OR THEm 

AlF and academic analyses of firearms trace data typically focus on a critical 
dimension of the illegal firearms market: the time between a firearm's first sale at 
retail and its subsequent recovery by a law enforcement agency, most often in 
connection with a crime ("rime-to-crime"). Law enforcement investigators consider 
a traced firearm with short time-to-crime as possibly having been recently and 
illegally diverted from a retail outlet.18 For investigative and tactical purposes, guns 
with quick rime-to-crime offer law enforcement an opportunity to identify illegal 
gun transfers soon after they occur. Newer guns have also passed through fewer 
hands, making it much easier for law enforcement to investigate illegal gun 
trafficking and to mount prosecutions. Records are likely to be more complete and 
more available; individuals listed on paperwork are, easier to find; guns are less likely 
to have been resold, given away, or stolen; and the chain of transfers to illicit 
consumers is likely to be shorter.4 

TABU 3 Volume of flreanns diverted, by traffiddng pathway 

Source N (%) N firearms Mean Median 

Firearms diverted by straw purchaser or straw 1,074 (41.5) 38,032 35.4 12 
purchasing ring 

Firearms diverted by unregulated private sellers4 697 (26.9) 38,734 55.6 7 
Prohibited persons lying and buying firearms 364 (14.1) 8,192 22.5 3 
Diverting firearms stolen from residence or vehicle 337(13.0) 7,758 23.0 5 
Diverting firearms stolen from FFL 238 (9.2) 6,694 28.1 16 
Diverting firearms at gun shows 182 (7.0) 30,471 167.4 72 
firearms diverted by licensed dealer, including 158 (6.1) 55,088 348.7 50 

pawnbroker 
Diverting firearms at flea markets, auctions, 110 (4.3) 23,164 210.6 69 

or want ads and gun magazines 
Diverting firearms stolen from common carrier 28 (1.1) 994 35.5 14 
Diverting firearms over the Internet 21 (0.8) 6,335 301.7 50 

N investigations=2,587 
N firearms induded=117,138 
Sum exceeds 100% since the investigations may be induded in more than one category. Table excludes 22 

cases with an unknown number of diverted fit:earms 
aAs distinct from straw purchasers and other traffickers 
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Franklin Zimring first documented the disproportionate representation of new 
guns among those recovered by the police. 2o More recently, Kennedy, Piehl, and 
Braga analyzed comprehensive trace data for firearms recovered from Boston youth 
ages 21 and under between 1991 and 1995.4 They documented that 26% of traced 
firearms were recovered in crime within 2 years of their first retail sale and none of 
these new guns were recovered in the possession of the first retail buyer.4 Cook and 
Braga analyzed comprehensive trace data on handguns recovered in 32 US cities 
participating in ATF's YCGrr program in 1999.11 They found that 32 % of traced 
handguns were recovered within 3 years of their first retail purchase and only 18 % 
of these new guns were recovered in the possession of the first retail buyer. A 
California study of crime guns recovered from adolescents and young adults in 1999 
emphasized the link between time to crime and policies regulating the purchase of 
firearms.22 A rime-to-crime of less than 3 years was observed for 17.3 % of guns 
recovered from persons younger than 18 years, who cannot purchase guns 
themselves, but 34.6% of guns recovered from persons ages 21-24. 

While survey research highlights the importance of theft and secondary market 
acquisitions in supplying adult criminals and juveniles with guns,34-36 these studies 
also suggest a fairly substantial role, either direct or indirect, for retail outlet sales in 
supplying criminals with guns. About 27% of state prisoners in a US Bureau of 
Justice Statistics survey said they acquired their most recent handgun from a retail 
outlet.36 Similarly, Wright and Rossi reported that 21 % of male prisoners had 
acquired their most recent handgun from a licensed dealer.35 Sheley and Wright 
found that 32 % of juvenile inmates had asked someone, typically a friend or family 
member, to purchase a gun for them in a gun shop, pawnshop, or other retail 
outlet.34 This purchasing arrangement, known as a "straw purchase," is likely to 
result in relatively short times-to-crime. All three survey studies also find that 
"street" and "black market" sources are important sources that may well include 

4traffickers who are buying from retail outlets and selling on the street. ,21 

Regrettably, since surveys of criminals only ask about proximate sources of illegal 
firearms, these research studies are limited in establishing the role of gun trafficking 
in criminal acquisition of firearms as they do not ascertain how guns are diverted 
into these "street" and "black market'" sources.4,21 

Critics suggest that a short average rime-to-crime among traced crime guns in a given 
area may serve more as an indirect indicator of property crime, especially burglary, in 
that area rather than of widespread firearms trafficking. Kleck and Wang, for instance, 
argue that many guns move quickly into criminal hands because they were stolen from 
their owners shortly after retail purchase.30 Their basic thesis is that new crime guns 
are usually stolen because (1) criminals prefer new guns to older guns and (2) 
criminals who steal guns disproportionately retain newer guns for later personal use. 

Unfortunately, there is little survey research evidence to support their overall 
thesis. Neither the Wright and Rossi survey of convicted felons35 nor the Sheley and 
Wright survey of juvenile inmates and high school students34 asked whether 
respondents preferred new guns. In those studies, convicted felons and juveniles 
report as some of the "very important" characteristics of desirable handguns that 
they be accurate, untraceable, well made, easy to shoot, concealable, easy to get 
(both the gun and ammunition), and have sufficient firepower.34

,35 Stolen guns that 
had these traits were more likely to be kept by criminals who stole them. These 
desira ble traits are not linked to the age distinctions (such as a time-to-crime of 
3 years or less) that most academic analyses of firearm trace make in characterizing 
a crime gun as new or old.4,11,13,14 
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There is some evidence that certain criminal consumers do have preferences 
for newer guns. In Boston, interviews with youthful probationers in the mid­
1990s revealed that they preferred modem and stylish semiautomatic pistols 
that were "new in the box.,,4 The preference for newer semiautomatic pistols that 
were still in the original packaging by the manufacturer arose from "street 
wisdom" that older, less expensive firearms may have a "body" on it, and they 
wished to avoid being caught and charged witb crimes they did not personally 
commit.4 Similarly, in Maryland, Webster et aI. found that older teens had a strong 
preference for guns which were new due to their concerns about being linked 
through ballistics imaging to crimes that may have been committed with 
secondhand guns.37 New pistols that are still in the original packaging are usually 
acquired through FFLs or directly from manufacturers rather than stolen from 
their owners' residences. To the extent that gun age may matter, desire for new 
guns in the manufacturers' original packaging would support the perspective that 
close-to-retail diversions are an important source of guns for certain young 
criminals. 

Theft risk varies by source and type of firearm. Residential theft is the most 
frequent source of stolen guns for gun thieves, with between 500,000 and 600,000 
guns stolen from residences each year.32

,38 This yearly estimate dwarfs the number 
of stolen guns reported in ATF investigations involving thefts from FFLs (6,694 
guns) and common carriers (994 guns) over a 4-year period (Table 3). To 
understand the age distribution of stolen guns, therefore, it is important to examine 
the age distribution of privately held guns in gun-owning households. 

The most detailed national survey on the private citizen gun stock is the National 
Survey of the Private Ownership of Firearms (NSPOF) conducted in 1994.38 According 
to the NSPOF, the average firearm was acquired 13 years earlier and 22.4 % were 
acquired within the past 2 years.38 Only 64 % of firearms acquired within the past 
2 years were reported as new when the respondent first acquired it. This suggests that, 
if recovered in crime, 14.3% of firearms in private hands (0.224xO.64x100) would 
be traced by ATF and characterized as having a time-to-crime of 2 years or less. In 
contrast, analyses of ATF trace data for crime guns recovered in 32 US cities 
participating in the YCGII program in 1999 found that the median time-to-crime for 
all recovered crime guns was 5.7 years, and 25.9% of crime guns had a time­
to-crime of 2 years or less.39 If property crime, especially burglary, were the 
predominant generator of traced crime guns with short time-to-crime, the age 
distribution of the private gun stock would more closely match the age distribution 
of recovered crime guns. 

Finally, there is a growing body of evaluation evidence that challenges Kleck and 
Wang's assertion that most short time-to-crime guns are obtained through theft by 
demonstrating a clear link between interventions focused on retail sales practices 
and subsequent reductions in new guns recovered in crime. In Detroit and Chicago, 
the number of guns recovered within a year of first retail sale from someone other 
than the original purchaser was sharply reduced after undercover police stings and 
lawsuits targeted scofflaw retail dealers.4o In Boston, a gun market disruption 
strategy focused on the illegal diversion of new handguns from retail outlets in 
Massachusetts, southern states along Interstate 95, and elsewhere resulted in a 
significant reduction in the percentage of handguns recovered in crime by the Boston 
Police Department that were new.14 In Milwaukee, the number of guns recovered 
within a year of first retail sale from someone other than the original purchaser 
dramatically decreased after voluntary changes in the sales practices of a gun dealer 
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, �

that received negative publicity for leading the USA in selling the most guns 
recovered by police in crime.41 

New Data 
Another way to examine the role of theft in supplying guns to criminals is to 
compare the age distribution of crime guns and the age distribution of legally owned 
firearms in the USA over a similar time period. If theft is the predominant source of 
crime guns, the age distribution of crime guns should foHow the age distribution of 
legally owned firearms-the broader pool of guns at risk for theft. Thieves stealing 
firearms would not know the age of the firearms they were stealing; the selection of 
guns would resemble a random selection process with respect to the age of the stolen 
guns. Conversely, if c1ose-to-retail illegal diversions of guns from licensed dealers 
contribute to the supply of guns to criminals, then the age distribution of crime guns 
should be disproportionately concentrated among newer guns relative to the age 
distribution of all legaHy owned firearms. The following new data are used to 
examine this proposition. 

We compare the age distribution of 85,511 crime guns recovered by US law 
enforcement agencies and traced by ATF in 1999 to the production history of all 
firearms manufactured or imported for sale in the USA between 1979 and 1998. We 
selected 1999 because this was the first year that ATF traced all firearms to their first 
retail sale regardless of the length of time between the first retail sale and subsequent 
recovery in crime. ATF also maintains data on the number of firearms produced by 
US manufacturers, the number of firearms exported by US manufacturers, and the 
number of firearms imported by foreign manufacturers for a given calendar year.42 

(The data were collected through a National Institute of Justice grant to study illegal 
gun markets that was completed prior to the 2003 passage of the Tiahrt Amendment 
that greatly restricts the use of such data by non-law enforcement personnel.43

) 

Table 4 presents annual aggregate handgun data for 1979-1998. Firearm 
manufacturers produced an average of 2,264,000 handguns for sale each year and 
45,275,000 handguns in total. Only 3.8 % of these handguns were produced for sale 
in 1998. However, 17.3 % of recovered crime guns in 1999 were first sold at retail in 
1998. One-year-old handguns are overrepresented by a factor of nearly 4.6 times 
when the handgun production history age distribution and time-to-crime distribu›
tion are compared. 

We fit a binomial regression model to the annual aggregate crime gun recovery 
data to assess the relationship between the year the gun was manufactured and the 
probability of it being recovered in crime. As Figure 1 shows, there is a sharp 
increase in the rate of recovery for guns manufactured after 1994. To allow the 
model to capture this, we allowed the coefficient on year to change in 1994. The 
model has the form: 

logP(recoveredlyear) = Po + PI year + P2year x I(year1994). (1) 

For years prior to 1994, the value of exp(t!d -1 gives the percent increase in 
the probability of a gun’s recovery in crime relative to the prior year. After 1994, 
exp(t!I +fu.)-1 gives the percent increase in the probability of a gun’s recovery in 
crime relative to the prior year. Note that this is essentially a logistic regression 
model; however, we model the log probability rather than the log odds. Since the 
recovery probabilities are small, the log and the logit are nearly identical. 
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TABU"' The age distribution of handguns produced for the US market, 1979-1998, and the 
time-to-crime age distribution of traced handguns recovered in crime 

% Distribution 
Annual N handguns of traced 1999 
produced for US % Distribution of crime handguns 

Year market handguns produced first retail sale 

1979 2,171 4.80 1.54 
1980 2,449 5.41 1.88 
1981 2,591 5.72 1.92 
1982 2,708 5.98 1.84 
1983 2,219 4.90 1.80 
1984 1,905 4.21 1.94 
1985 1,684 3.72 1.97 
1986 1,538 3.40 2.23 
1987 1,842 4.07 2.60 
1988 2,236 4.94 2.97 
1989 2,353 5.20 3.60 
1990 2,110 4.66 4.27 
1991 1,941 4.29 5.29 
1992 2,803 6.19 7.63 
1993 3,881 8.57 9.01 
1994 3,324 7.34 6.86 
1995 2,199 4.86 7.30 
1996 1,821 4.02 8.36 
1997 1,773 3.92 9.70 
1998 1,727 3.81 17.30 

The annual number of handguns produced for us markets equals the total of the number of handguns 
produced by US manufacturers, minus the number of firearms exported by US manufacturers to foreign 
countries, plus the number of handguns imported to the US by foreign manufacturers for a given calendar year. 
While guns are durable goods, a small number of firearms are removed each year from the private stock of guns 
due to various forms of depreciation such as confiscation by law enforcement agendes and disposal by owners. 
Research suggests that some 200,000 guns are confiscated by law enforcement agencies each year and some 
36,000 guns are thrown away by their owners each year.12

•
34 We ran the same analyses presented here with 

various adjustments for depreciation; there were no substantive differences in the results of these analyses. 
These analyses are available upon request from the authors 

Numbers are reported in thousands 

However, relative rates, which the model in (1) estimates, are generally easier to 
understand than relative odds. Under the hypothesis that the age of the gun is 
unrelated to its probability of being recovered, we would expect f3J. and Ih to be O. 

Table 5 shows the parameter estimates. For guns manufactured prior to 1994, the 
newer guns are more likely to be recovered in crime with each additional year 
increasing the probability of recovery by 9%. The recovery rate accelerates after 
1994; with each additional year, the recovery rate increases by 37%. The curve 
plotted in Figure 1 shows the model fits closely to the data. This analysis provides 
strong evidence that the newer guns are disproportionately recovered in crime 
relative to their prevalence among guns in circulation. 

The age distributions of many specific types of crime guns are disproportionately 
concentrated among newer guns. Table 6 presents overrepresentation ratios for the 
basic firearm types (handguns, rifles, and shotguns) and for selected manufacturers 
featured in ATF trace reports as the makers of frequently recovered crime guns.16

,18 
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() () 

1980 1985 1990 1995 
Year Manufactured 

FIGURE 1. Guns recovered as a fraction of guns in circulation by year manufactured. Points 
computed from the raw data. The horizontolline is what we would expect if the remvered guns 
were a random sample from the guns in circulation. The curve is the fit from the binomial 
regression model. 

Overall, firearms produced in 1998 were overrepresented by a factor of 3.7 times 
among recovered crime guns that were traced in 1999. Overrepresentation was 
greater for handguns (ratio of 4.6) than for rifles (2.2) or shotguns (2.8). Selected 
semiautomatic pistols generally had higher overrepresentation ratios than did 
revolvers. The highest overrepresentation ratio for guns included in the analysis 
(6.0) was seen for Bryco Arms pistols. 

SHOULD OBLITERATED SERIAL NUMBERS �
BE THE ONLY INDICATOR OF GUN TRAFFICKING? �

ATF and gun trafficking researchers suggest that an obliterated serial number on a 
recovered crime gun is a very strong indicator of illegal gun trafficking.4 

,11,14,18,39 

Since defacing the serial numbers on a firearm is itself a crime, obliterated serial 
numbers establish that a criminal possessed the gun at some time and also constitute 
strong evidence that some past possessor wanted to obstruct tracing and prevent the 
firearm from being linked to a past transfer. Despite the obvious advantage in 
avoiding detection by law enforcement agencies, most gun traffickers do not 
obliterate the serial numbers on their guns. In the 2,608 ATF gun trafficking 
investigations described earlier, agents reported violations of Federal Law 18 USC § 
922(k) barring possession of and commerce in firearms with obliterated serial 

TABLE 5 Estimates of the average year• to-year perc.ent increase in rec.overy rates 

Model parameter Estimate (%) 95%(1 

Before 1994 exp(Pt)-l 9.3 9.00..1.,9.5% 
After 1994 exp(f1t +P2)-1 37.1 36.3%, 37.9% 

Years of dat.a=20 
Null deviance=34,542.8, with d/=19 
Model deviance =1,345.9, with df=17 

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 289 of 294



INTERPRETING THE EMPIRICAL EVIDENCE ON ILLEGAL GUN MARKET DYNAMICS 

TABLE 6 Overrepresentation ratios for selected firearm typeS and manufacturers 

% Distribution 
% Distribution 1999 crime 
produced in gu ns first sold overrepresentation 

Firearm 1998 in 1998 ratio 

Firearms, all manufacturers 4.4 163 3.7 
Handguns, all manufacturers 3.8 17.3 ..4.6 
Rifles, all manufacturers 5.3 11.8 2.2 
Shotguns, all manufacturers 4.5 12.7 2.8 
Selected revolvers 
(olt revolvers 5.6 10.5 1.9 
Smith « Wesson revolvers 1.9 6.4 3.4 
Sturm Ruger revolvers 6.5 11.7 1.8 
Selected semiautomatic pistols 
8ryco pistols 5.7 34.0 6.0 
Lorcin pistols 7.1 25.3 3.6 
Smith « Wesson pistols 4.7 19.9 42 
Sturm Ruger pistols 6.7 23.6 3.5 

All figures are rounded to the first decimal place. OVer-representation ratios were calculated by dividing the 
percentage of a particular gun produced for sale in 1998 into the percentage of 1999 traced crime guns of that 
type that were first sold at retail in 1998 

numbers in only 7.8 % (N=203) of cases. This proportion varied little by the specific 
trafficking channel involved, except for cases involving trafficking over the Internet 
(18.2 %; Table 7). 

The small proportion of obliterated serial numbers may reflect the presence of lax 
gun laws and weak penalties for making illegal gun sales as well as low risks of 
detection, arrest, and prosecution for gun trafficking across many jurisdictions in the 
USA. In these low-risk environments, the obliteration of serial numbers to conceal 
illegal purchases of firearms may not be necessary. As such, it may not be surprising 

TABLE 7 Firearms diversion channels identified in ATF investigations by reported violations of 
Federal law 18 USC § 922(k) barring possession and commerce of firearms with obliterated 
serial numbers 

922(k) violation 
Source N reported %of (hannel N 

Firearms diverted by straw purchaser or straw purchasing ring 45 
Firearms diverted by unregulated private 66 
Prohibited persons lying and buying firearms 15 
Diverting firearms stolen from residence or vehide 10 
Diverting firearms stolen from FFL 17 
Diverting firearms at gun shows 12 
Firearms diverted by licensed dealer, including pawnbroker 10 
Diverting firearms at flea markets, auctions, or want ads and 7 

gun magazines 
Diverting firearms stolen from common carrier 2 
Diverting firearms over the Internet 4 

4.2% of 1,078 
9.3% of 708 
4.1% of 364 
2.9% of 338 
7.1% of 239 
6.5% of 185 
6.1% of 163 
63% of 112 

7.1% of 28 
18.2% of 22 

Sum exceeds 100% since the investigations may be induded in more than one category 
"As distinct from straw purchasers and other traffickers 
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to find low overall rates of serial number obliteration violations in these ATF gun 
trafficking investigations. 

Data on obliterated serial numbers are very limited and must be used with great 
caution to avoid incorrect conclusions about illegal gun market dynamics. In 
particular, while obliterated serial numbers are an important indicator of illegal gun 
trafficking, they are insufficient in themselves; other indicators must also be used to 
determine whether gun trafficking has occurred. Kleck and Wang, in contrast, use 
obliterated serial data as their sole measure to develop a tentative estimate 
of the trafficking share of crime guns.30 Based on their own interpretation of 
published ATF data on crime guns recovered from 46 US cities in 2000,18 they posit 
that only 1.6 % of handguns with rime-to-crime of 1 year or less had obliterated 
serial numbers. It is important to note that the column of a key ATF table contained 
information on only 52 handguns. 18 Without any supporting evidence or analytic 
rationale, Kleck and Wang then argued that some guns with obliterated serial 
numbers were probably not trafficked and estimated that the trafficked share of 
crime guns is probably less than 1 %. 

Kleck and Wang misinterpreted a key ATF table that explored possible links between 
guns with obliterated serial numbers and multiple handgun sales. III To be included in 
that table, an obliterated serial number gun had to be traced, which requires the .serial 
number to be restored. Many handguns with obliterated serial number cannot be 
traced, and the guns in the table therefore represent a selective undercount of guns 
with obliterated serial numbers. Kleck and Wang's estimate is therefore incorrect. 

ATF does not report the success rate of serial number restoration attempts; 
therefore, it is very difficult to make a grounded calculation of the true prevalence of 
handguns with obliterated serial numbers and a time-to-crime of 1 year. However, 
since 2,705 handguns with obliterated serial numbers were included in the 
obliterated serial number section of the ATF report,18 the 52 handguns with 
restored serial numbers that form the basis of Kleck and Wang's estimate are almost 
certainly a sizeable underestimate of the true prevalence of recovered handguns with 
obliterated serial numbers and short times to crime. 

Kleck and Wang also use obliterated serial number data in two exploratory 
multivariate analyses.30 The first uses principal components techniques to under­
stand the relationship among various potential gun trafficking indicators, such as 
median rime-to-crime, gun sold by first retail dealer located over 250 miles away, 
and the percent of recovered guns with obliterated serial numbers. They find that 
many of their indicators load on factors separate from the factor that mainly reflects 
the prevalence of guns with obliterated serial numbers; since they regard obliterated 
serial number guns as a strong trafficking indicator, they conclude that the other 
indicators must be measuring something other than gun trafficking and are probably 
not good trafficking indicators.3o The second analysis uses multiple regression 
models to examine the causal effects of the percent of recovered guns with 
obliterated serial numbers on criminal gun possession (measured as the percent of 
homicides committed with guns), murder rates, robbery rates, and assault rates. 
They find that the prevalence of obliterated serial number guns is not significantly 
related to criminal gun possession or violent crime rates. 

Unfortunately, the ATF report from which Kleck and Wang collected their 
obliterated serial number data clearly states that these data were seriously limited: 
they were reported from just eight cities, did not include long guns, and did not 
include older guns.l8 The flaws in the data raise serious doubts about the reliability 
and validity of Kleck and Wang's conclusions. 

Case 1:08-cv-01289-JEB   Document 73-2   Filed 11/05/13   Page 291 of 294

http:indicators.3o
http:analyses.30


INTERPRETING THE EMPIRICAL EVIIJENCE ON ILLEGAL GUN MARKET DYNAMICS 

CONCLUSION 

It is important to note that the empirical data used in this article to refute wrong›
headed claims by Kleck and Wang on illegal gun market dynamics have some 
noteworthy limitations. As described earlier, ATF firearms trace data may not be 
representative of firearms possessed and used by criminals; furthermore, a 
substantial proportion of recovered firearms cannot be traced to the first known 
retail sale? ATF gun trafficking investigation data only provide information on gun 
trafficking investigations that come to the attention of ATF agentsY These gun 
trafficking enterprises may not be representative of broader gun trafficking 
pathways at work in the USA. The trace- and investigation-based information that 
results is biased to an unknown degree by these factors. These concerns certainly 
apply to the trace and investigation data used in the empirical analyses presented 
here. However, as suggested by the National Research Council’s Committee to 
Improve Research Information and Data on Firearms, these data can provide policy 
relevant insights on illegal gun market dynamics when conclusions are based on 
careful analyses that are coupled with clear acknowledgments of the data 
limitationsP 

The research presented here identifies three important points about how criminals 
acquire guns. First, they rely on a diverse set of illegal pathways, including corrupt 
licensed dealers, unlicensed sellers, straw purchasers, residential theft, and theft from 
licensed dealers, common carriers, and firearm manufacturers. Organized, large›
scale trafficking exists, but it is not predominant. Where they occur, high-volume 
gun trafficking operations are attractive targets for regulatory and enforcement 
efforts. (Certain trafficking routes, such as those supplying firearms to large criminal 
organizations in Mexico, may behave differently.) Second, new guns are dispropor›
tionately recovered in crime, suggesting an important role for close-to-retail 
diversion of guns in arming criminals. Third, given the diversity of channels through 
which criminals can acquire guns, law enforcement agencies need to consider a 
variety of gun trafficking indicators that go well beyond whether a crime gun is 
recovered with an obliterated serial number or not. 

Our findings refute three key arguments against the proposition that interventions 
aimed at curtailing illegal transfers of firearms could be used to good effect in 
reducing gun availability to criminals and gun crime. The case for a supply-side 
approach to gun violence is well supported by the empirical evidence on illegal gun 
market dynamics. To date, however, there is little empirical evidence that such an 
approach reduces rates of gun crime. We believe that it is time to develop 
experimental evidence on whether interventions designed to limit illegal transfers 
of firearms can reduce gun violence. 
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