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”A gun inthe hands of a
bad man's a very dangerous

thing. A gunin the hands of a @
W»’ good person 1S no danger _

to anyone except the bad guys." g
‘ é -Charlton Heston '




Statistics Supporting Armed
Citizens

Defensive Gun Use & Crime
Deterrence

Overview of Commonly Cited Data
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Defensive Gun Use (DGU) —
Overview

* Defensive gun use refers to civilians using
firearms to prevent or stop crime.

* Estimates vary widely depending on data
source and methodology.
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* Often cited by proponents of armed
self-defense.
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Key Patterns Seen in Defensive Gun Use

* Most DGUs do not involve firing a weapon
o Armed presence often causes attackers to flee
o Events are typically sudden and over quickly

o Defensive gun use occurs far more often than mass shootings



High-End DGU Estimates

* Gary Kleck & Marc Gertz survey: ~2.1-2.5
million DGUs per year.

* Based on national self-report surveys.

* Includes brandishing or displaying a firearm
without firing.



Lower-End / Conservative
Estimates

* National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS):
~60,000—7/0,000 DGUs per year.
* Countsonly incidents during reported crimes.

* Often cited by public health researchers.



Aggregated Survey Estimates

* Some summaries place DGU between 60,000
and 2.5 million annually.

* Pro-gun advocates often cite ~1.8 million
defensive uses per year.

* Used to argue firearms are commonly used for
protection.



e
Recent Academic Estimates

* JAMA Network Open analysis estimates
~489,000 defensive events per year.

* Uses nationally representative adult surveys.
* Sits between high and low estimates.
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Gun Ownership & Self-Defense
Motivation

* Majority of gun owners cite personal
protection as a key reason.

e Surveys suggest ~70%+ list self-defense as a
primary motive.

e Often used to justify civilian firearm access.
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Crime Deterrence Research

* Lott & Mustard study: shall-issue carry laws
linked to reduced violent crime.

* Suggests potential deterrent effect of armed
citizens.

* Findings remain controversial.
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Key Takeaways

* Defensive gun use exists, but frequency is
disputed.

* Supporters emphasize deterrence and
self-defense benefits.

* Opponents question reliability and broader
safety impacts.
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ELEMENTS OF SELFDEFENSE

1) You faced an imminent threat

The danger had to be immediate, not speculative or in the past.

You reasonably believed you were about to be harmed.

2) The threat was unlawful

The other person was acting illegally (e.g., assaulting you).

You weren’t consenting to a mutual fight.

3) Your response was proportional

You used only the level of force reasonably necessary to stop the threat.

Deadly force generally requires a reasonable fear of death, great bodily harm, or forcible felony.

4) You were not the aggressor

You didn't start or provoke the confrontation.

If you initially provoked, you must have clearly withdrawn and communicated that withdrawal (rules vary).

5) Duty to retreat vs. Stand Your Ground

Some states require retreat if safely possible; others don't.

Even in Stand Your Ground states, reasonableness still matters.



Justification: Was the Use of Force Legal?

The core legal question is whether your use of deadly force was legally justified.

Most states require:

o Imminent threat - You reasonably believed you faced an immediate threat of death, serious bodily harm, or

(in some states) forcible sexual assault.
o Proportionality - Deadly force can only be used to counter deadly force.

o Reasonableness - A “reasonable person” in your position would have believed force was necessary.

If any of these are disputed, justification may fail.



Practical steps that help establish self-defense

o (all 911 as soon as it's safe; report that you were attacked and needed help.

* Request medical aid for anyone injured.

o Identify witnesses and point them out to responding officers.

o Preserve evidence (don't tamper; note cameras, save clothing).

o Give basic identifying info, but consider speaking to a lawyer before a detailed statement.

o Document everything you remember as soon as possible (times, words, actions, distances).



Statements You Make Can Be Used Against You

Common legal risks include:

e Inconsistent statements under stress
e Speculation or volunteering unnecessary details

e Statements made before consulting an attorney

What you say immediately after an incident can significantly affect legal outcomes.



Use-of-Force Training and Conduct

Legal outcomes may hinge on:

Whether you were the initial aggressor
Prior threats, social media posts, or statements
Firearm modifications or ammunition choices (in some cases)

Your training history and whether you followed it

Jurors often judge behavior before and after the incident, not just the moment force was used.



What prosecutors/juries often scrutinize

* Your statements at the scene and afterward (consistency matters).
o Physical evidence vs. your account.
o Whether force stopped when the threat stopped.

o Your prior relationship with the other party and any messages/posts.



Mental and Emotional Aftermath

While not strictly legal, post-incident behavior matters:

o Trauma responses can be misinterpreted
o Poor coping (anger, public comments) can affect court perception

o Counseling is often advisable and legally prudent



Civil Liability (Wrongful Death or Injury Lawsuits)

o Criminal acquittal does not prevent civil lawsuits
o Civil cases have a lower burden of proof

o Plaintiffs may argue negligence, recklessness, or excessive force

Some states provide civil immunity if the shooting is ruled justified—but not all.
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IN 2019, FOR EVERY
IN THE U.S. INVOLVING A GUN, GUNS WERE
USED IN







FACTS

FOR EVERY ONE TIME THAT
A FIREARM IN RURAL AMERICA IS MISUSED
IN THE COMMISSION OF A HOMICIDE, THERE

ARE ABOUT 14 TIMES THAT A FIREARM IS
USED T0 COMMIT A HOMICIDE, A MURDER
IN A MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREA
ACROSS AMERICA.

TS NI THE GUNS




FBl CRIME STUDIES

URBAN AMERICA, PARTICULARLY CITIES
OVER 500,000 POPULATION, EXPERIENCES

FIREARM HOMICIDE RATES 3-4 TIMES HIGHER
THAN SUBURBAN AND RURAL AMERICA.

IT'S NOT THE GUNS




FACTS

IF THE ENTIRE NATION
EXPERIENCED LARGE-CITY FIREARM
HOMICIDE RATES, THE UNITED STATES

WOULD SEE APPROXIMATELY 15,000-22,000
ADDITIONAL FIREARM HOMICIDES ANNUALLY,
REPRESENTING A NEAR-DOUBLING TO
NEAR-TRIPLING OF CURRENT LEVELS.

TS NQT THE GUNS




DIFFERENT COUNTITRIES

IF GUNS WERE THE
SOURCE OF THE PROBLEM, WE WOULD
SEE A STATISTICAL RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
THE AMOUNT OF FIREARMS IN A GIVEN

POPULATION AND THE CORRESPONDING
RATE OF FIREARM HOMICIDES:

BUT THAT ALSO DOES NOT EXIST.

IT'S NOT THE GUNS




RATES

USA USUALLY MOVES BETWEEN
18TH-22ND OR SO IN ANY GIVEN YEAR.

IMPORTANTLY THIS IS DESPITE HAVING
BY FAR AND AWAY THE MOST FIREARMS
PER CAPITA IN THE WORLD.

IT'S NOT THE GUNS




RATES

THE USA HAS ~120 FIREARMS
PER 100 CAPITA AND 2ND PLACE

SWITZERLAND HAS ~41 FIREARMS PER
100 CAPITA DESPITE BEING ~68TH BY
FIREARM HOMICIDE RATE IN THE WORLD.

[T NOT THE GUNS




RATES

THE TOP 3 COUNTRIES FOR
FIREARM HOMICIDE RATE AVERAGE
~6.9 GUNS PER 100 CAPITA WHICH MEASURES

T0 BE A ~16+ TIMES HIGHER HOMICIDE RATE
THAN THE US, AND A WHOPPING 555 TIMES
HIGHER HOMICIDE RATE WITH FIREARMS
THAN THE SWISS.

IT'S NOT THE GUNS




RATES

ABOUT 1.5% OF THE STREETS
IN THE USA ACCOUNT FOR ~26% OF
THE CRIME, INCLUDING FIREARM HOMICIDES.

WHAT DO THESE STREETS HAVE
IN COMMON?

HIGH POVERTY AND LOW EDUCATION LEVEL.

IT'S NOT THE GUNS




RATES

TAKING THOSE FINDINGS AND
ONCE AGAIN LOOKING AT OUR HIGHEST
RATE OF HOMICIDE BY FIREARM COUNTRIES,

A RELATIVE TREND HAS EMERGED ...
POVERTY, DRUGS, WEAK RULE OF LAW, GANGS

(EL SALVADOR, JAMAICA, ESWATINI,
HONDURAS, VENEZUELA, BRALIL, ETC).

[T NOT THE GUNS




Japan
Indonesia
China
Italy

Germany =
United Kingdom &£
France P
Viet Nam P

Iran
Bangladesh
Egypt

India
Thailand
Turkey
Pakistan
United States
Tanzania

Cen African Rep
Montserrat
Colombia
Guatemala
Anguilla

Bahamas

Brazil

Trinidad & Tobago
South Africa

St Kitts and Nevis
St Vincent & Gren.
Belize

Lesotho

Jamaica

US Virgin Islands
Venezuela
Honduras

El Salvador

Intentional homicides

25 most populous countries in blue
o/

per 100,000 population




“THERE IS ONLY ONE GOOD, KNOWLEDGE,
AND ONE EVIL, IGNORANCE.”

oSO CRANMES




Are more people victimized or saved from crime by guns?

It's difficult to determine, but the best data we have, from the National Crime
Victimization Survey, indicates people use guns to commit crimes more often
than to protect themselves.

Firearm victimizations in 2018 Defensive gun uses in 2018

Approx. 70.040

ApPpProx. 484.800
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“Hope is not a course of action"” is a pragmatic, leadership-focused phrase
highlighting that passive optimism cannot replace planning, strategy, and execution.
Often used in military and business contexts, it emphasizes that results stem from

deliberate actions, not merely wishing for success. It is frequently associated with
Gen. Gordon R. Sullivan (as "Hope is not a method"), and Leif Babin. ¢

Key context and variations include:

* "Hope is not a strategy": Popularized by General Gordon R. Sullivan (1996) to
emphasize that concrete plans are necessary for success, a concept often used to
urge action over waiting.

» "“Hope is not a course of action": Frequently used by former Navy SEAL Leif Babin
to emphasize taking ownership and executing plans rather than relying on luck.

* "Hope is a good breakfast, but it is a bad supper": Attributed to Francis Bacon
suggesting hope is good for motivation, but poor for final results if not backed by
action.




Examples of Armed Citizen Interventions

Below are real cases, illustrating how DGUs can play out:

1. Church Shooter Stopped (Texas, 2019)
A legally-armed congregant intervened during a church shooting and stopped the attacker quickly, limiting

casualties. (widely reported)

2. Mall Shooting (Oregon, 2012)

A concealed-carry permit holder confronted an attacker at a shopping center, causing the assailant to flee.

(widely reported)

3. Grocery Store Robbery (Milwaukee, 2012)

A concealed-carry license holder stopped an armed robbery at an Aldi grocery store.

4. Solo Home Defense Example (Texas)

Homeowner pulled a gun during an attempted robbery; suspect fled on foot.
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One year ago on July 3, Arizona resident and concealed-carry_holder Raul Mendez and his
family were enjoying a Fourth of July party before shots rang out and left their lives
changed forever,

RAULMENDEZ
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Mendez was shot in the head in front of his wife, who rushed to his side and believed he
was dead due to the amount of blood covering his face. She then grabbed their two

daughters and put them into a room deeper in the house, barricading them and other
children inside.

Mendez was shot in the head as suspect Jason Hunt opened fire on the partygoers,
leaving two men dead and four others, including Mendez, seriously injured. The rampage
ended when Mendez was able to gather the strength to pick himself off the floor, unholster
his concealed-carry weapon and shoot Hunt four times in the chest.



Points From a Recent PEW Study

About four-in-ten U.S. adults say they live in a household with a gun,

including 32% who say they personally own one, according to a Center

survey conducted in June 2023. These numbers are virtually unchanged since the last time

we asked this question in 2021.



Personal protection tops the
list of reasons gun owners

give for having a firearm. About
seven-in-ten gun owners (72%) say
protection is a major reason they own a
gun. Considerably smaller shares say that
a major reason they own a gun is for
hunting (32%), for sport shooting (30%),

as part of a gun collection (15%) or for
their job (7%).



Gun owners tend to have

much more positive feelings
about having a gun in the house
than nonowners who live with

them do. For instance, 71% of gun
owners sayv they enjoy owning a gun — but
just 31% of nonowners living in a
household with a gun say they enjoy
having one in the home. And while 81% of
gun owners say owning a gun makes them
feel safer, a narrower majority of
nonowners in gun households (57%) say

the same.



:A - Non-gun owners are split on whether they see themselves owning a

firearm in the future. About half of Americans who dont own a gun (52%) say

they could never see themselves owning one, while nearly as many (47%) could imagine
themselves as gun owners in the future,

A majority of Americans (61%) say it is too easy to legally obtain a

gun in this country, according to the June 2023 survey. Far fewer (0%) say it is
too hard, while another 30% say it’s about right.
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- Jack Carr, True Believer
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WHEN YOU MIGHT NEEII THA'I' RACK
OF GUNS IN YOUR UNDERGROUND BUNKER



Shocking Study Reveals Armed
Civilians Stops Active Shooters
More Effectively Than Police
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John R. Lott, Jr.
Crime Prevention Research Center
And
Carlisle E. Moody
Professor of Economics, Emeritus
College of William and Mary
And
Crime Prevention Research Center
April 3, 2025
Revised May 17, 2025



In 2024, 21.5 million Americansabout 8.2% of adults
Held concealed handgun permits. In addition, 29
States allowed Constitutional Carry, which requires
no permit at all. Surveys show that 7.2% of likely
voters carry all the time and another 8.4% carry
some of the time.

Compare that to the roughly 671,000 fultime sworn law
enforcement officers (2020 data). If only a third are on
Duty at any given time, that leaves about 223,667 officers
to protect a population of 340 million z less than 1%

of the population.



The study looked at 531 active shooting cases
from 2014 through 2023 involving both police
and civilian intervention.

Active shooting incident stopped by police 7 158
Active shooting incident stopped by armed citizen Z 180
Neither - 193



SEB CiviliansyArelAlreadyalihere

Civilians, by contrast, can intervene when in places they are allowed to carry concealed
weapons before an attacker notices them. They also outnumber on-duty police officers by
a wide margin. In 2024, 21.5 million Americans—about 8.2% of adults—held concealed
handgun permits (Lott et al., 2024). In addition, 29 states allowed Constitutional Carry,
which requires no permit at all. Surveys show that 7.2% of likely voters carry all the
time, and another 8.4% carry some of the time.'



Reasonl#2:]UniformedlOfficersiArelObviousiiargets

Civilians will inevitably make mistakes and won’t stop every active shooter situation, and
most don’t receive the same level of training as police. So, it’s reasonable to expect that,
on average, police might perform better in confronting active shooters. Indeed, it 1s
possible that permit holders could make active shooting attacks worse by getting in the
way. But the right comparison isn’t against perfection. Police officers often face tactical
disadvantages because their uniforms make them easy targets. Attackers who see a
uniformed officer can wait for the officer to leave, move on to another target, or strike
first knowing the officer 1s armed.



Variable Frequency Percent
Active shooting incident stopped by police 158 30.86
Active shooting incident stopped by armed citizen 180 34.96
Other 193 34.18



Reasonli&iIcivilians]GauselEewerbDeathsfand]Injuries

Armed citizens reduce the number of deaths in active shooter incidents
significantly more than the police do. In fact, armed citizens reduce the number of people
killed by 49 percent while the police increase the number killed by 16 percent in
comparison to the omitted class (shooters who are arrested later or stopped by unarmed
citizens or stop of their own accord). This does not mean that calling the police results in
more deaths. The police are associated events that are more deadly!



Armed citizens reduce the number of people wounded in active shooter incidents by 41
percent while the police have no significant effect.

Constitutional carry laws reduce the number o1 peopie wounded by 11 percent



#5:[Civilians thelResponsibility,
BetteraThanliiheyvrelGiven

Probability of shooting wrong person

Cases Shootings Probability
Armed citizen 180 1 0.006
Police 158 4 0.025
Difference -0.020

Johnny Hurley in Arvada, Colorado In June 2021, Hurley intervened in an active
shooting in a busy downtown area. He shot and killed the gunman, who had already
fatally shot a police officer. Tragically, Hurley was then shot and killed by another
arriving police officer who mistook him for the shooter.



- GHilfiers o BeEpensTRY
BettenTihankiiheyirelGiven

Armed citizen outcome

(Percentages based on armed citizens responding first, N=180)

Mass shooting averted 57 31.84
Suspect fired first 115 64.25
Suspect with gun, armed citizen fired first 7 3.91]
Shot wrong person 1 0.56
Killed wrong person 0 0.00
Interfered with police 0 0.00
Had gun taken away 0 0.00

[njured 45 25.14
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Shot Placement = Where to Aim

Regardless of where you place your shot, it is important that you aim small. While that term has become a cliché, it is still the truth.
In a high-stress environment, it will be difficult to experience what you consider to be your normal accuracy. In a life-threatening
situation, it is generally considered that your normal shot groups may as much as double in size. Add to this the fact that the

assailant may be moving or that you yourself may be moving. All this combined makes it difficult for us to stack rounds like we

usually would.

Shoot Until the Threat Stops — Then Stop
Shooting



Leg Shots

We will start from the bottom up. A phrase that is often used is just shoot him in the leg. There are multiple issues with this shot
placement. First, the upper thigh is relatively small compared to the rest of the body. And while it contains the femoral artery, the
chances of incapacitating a subject are not as high as you may think. The idea behind this is that the subject is mechanically
disabled, so they can't continue their attack. At this point, you're actually aiming at the femur, which is even smaller in size. A side
complication to this is the legal ramifications. The common concept behind shooting someone in the leg is that it only wounds
them. When pressed to defend yourself in court, you will have to explain why you felt that only wounding an assailant was

necessary
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Hip Shots

Moving up the body, now we look at the hips. The concept of shooting somebody in the pelvis or in the hips gained quite a bit of
popularity several years ago. The problems with this shot are very similar to what we see with a leg shot. It is a relatively small area,

and while it could be mechanically incapacitating, the chances of a stop are limited. The hip and pelvic area is rich in blood vessels
and arteries, but those can only be brought into play if we are hyper-accurate with our shots.




Center Mass

The next area we'll talk about is center mass. This is by far the most well-known and effective shot placement area. The reason for
this is that the center of mass of the body contains the vital organs. The two we're primarily focused on are the heart and lungs.
While not instantly incapacitating, a single shot or multiple shots in this area will cause enough physical trauma that the subject will
cease their attack. Back to the point of shooting small for just a moment. The upper torso of the human body is relatively large.
When focusing on center mass shots, we need to truly drill into the absolute center. A technique that | teach is the idea of not just
shooting center mass, but focusing on something small on the subject, such as a button on their shirt. By aiming at the button, you
have a small target to focus on.
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Head Shots

The final area we'll talk about is our headshots. Contrary to what we experience with center mass shots, which essentially take out
the pumps, a headshot shuts the system down. Like other shots outside of center mass, the head is a difficult target to hit. It is
highly articulated and will more than likely be moving during an attack. And just like our other targets, we need to be certain to aim
small. The legendary shooter and instructor Chuck Taylor expressed very clearly to me years ago during the class. His phrase was “If

you're going to shoot them in the head, then shoot him in the eye”. This is a very similar concept to what we had with shooting a
button on the shirt. The chances of even a single round causing absolute incapacitation by shooting somebody in the eye are very
high. The brain and vascular damage done by this is certain to put the assailant down.

HEADSHOT
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Rounds Fired

One last concept | would like to touch on is based on the number of rounds shot. Your goal should be to continue shooting until the
assailant stops. Contrary to what some people may boast about, our goal is not to kill. Our goal is to stop them. If they dieas a
result of the gunshots, that is a consequence of their actions and not our initial goal. Many times, an assailant shot once or twice in
the chest will quickly break contact and retreat. While this may seem like a warm and fuzzy concept, it is more of a tactical

calculation. Our handguns hold only a limited amount of ammunition. In many cases, there is more than one assailant. By shooting
a single assailant more times as necessary, you reduce the number of rounds you have access to for a second bad guy. In the end,
shoot them to the ground with only as many rounds as you need to.

This is the statistically perfect gunfight. FBI stats say the
average gunfight includes 3 rounds fired in 3 seconds from
a distance of 3 yards.






