PREVENTING GUN VIOLENCE: A CALL TO ACTION

HEARING

BEFORE THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON CRIME, TERRORISM, AND
HOMELAND SECURITY

OF THE

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ONE HUNDRED SIXTEENTH CONGRESS
FIRST SESSION

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2019

Serial No. 116-2

Printed for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary

&R

Available via: http:/ /judiciary.house.gov



PREVENTING GUN VIOLENCE: A CALL TO ACTION



PREVENTING GUN VIOLENCE: A CALL TO ACTION

HEARING

BEFORE THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON CRIME, TERRORISM, AND
HOMELAND SECURITY

OF THE

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ONE HUNDRED SIXTEENTH CONGRESS
FIRST SESSION

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2019

Serial No. 116-2

Printed for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary

&R

Available via: http:/ /judiciary.house.gov

U.S. GOVERNMENT PUBLISHING OFFICE
36-360 WASHINGTON : 2021



COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

JERROLD NADLER, New York, Chair
MARY GAY SCANLON, Pennsylvania, Vice-Chair

ZOE LOFGREN, California

SHEILA JACKSON LEE, Texas
STEVE COHEN, Tennessee

HENRY C. “HANK” JOHNSON, Jr., Georgia
THEORDORE E. DEUTCH, Florida
KAREN BASS, California

CEDRIC L. RICHMOND, Louisiana
HAKEEM S. JEFFRIES, New York
DAVID N. CICILLINE, Rhode Island
ERIC SWALWELL, California

TED LIEU, California

JAMIE RASKIN, Maryland
PRAMILA JAYAPAL, Washington
VAL BUTLER DEMINGS, Florida

J. LUIS CORREA, California
SYLVIA R. GARCIA, Texas

JOE NEGUSE, Colorado

LUCY McBATH, Georgia

GREG STANTON, Arizona
MADELEINE DEAN, Pennsylvania
DEBBIE MUCARSEL-POWELL, Florida
VERONICA ESCOBAR, Texas

DOUG COLLINS, Georgia, Ranking Member

F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, Jr.,
Wisconsin

STEVE CHABOT, Ohio

LOUIE GOHMERT, Texas

JIM JORDAN, Ohio

KEN BUCK, Colorado

JOHN RATCLIFFE, Texas

MARTHA ROBY, Alabama

MATT GAETZ, Florida

MIKE JOHNSON, Louisiana

ANDY BIGGS, Arizona

TOM MCcCLINTOCK, California

DEBBIE LESKO, Arizona

GUY RESCHENTHALER, Pennsylvania

BEN CLINE, Virginia

KELLY ARMSTRONG, North Dakota

W. GREGORY STEUBE, Florida

PERRY APELBAUM, Majority Staff Director & Chief of Staff
BRENDAN BELAIR, Minority Staff Director

SUBCOMMITTEE ON CRIME, TERRORISM, AND HOMELAND SECURITY

KAREN BASS, California, Chair
VAL DEMINGS, Florida, Vice-Chair

SHEILA JACKSON LEE, Texas

LUCY McBATH, Georgia
THEORDORE E. DEUTCH, Florida
CEDRIC RICHMOND, Louisiana
HAKEEM JEFFRIES, New York
DAVID N. CICILLINE, Rhode Island
TED LIEU, California

MADELEINE DEAN, Pennsylvania
DEBBIE MUCARSEL-POWELL, Florida
STEVEN COHEN, Tennessee

JOHN RATCLIFFE, Texas, Ranking Member

F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, JR.,
Wisconsin

STEVE CHABOT, Ohio

LOUIE GOHMERT, Texas

TOM MCcCLINTOCK, California

DEBBIE LESKO, Arizona

GUY RESCHENTHALER, Pennsylvania

BEN CLINE, Virginia

W. GREGORY STEUBE, Florida

JOE GRAUPENSPERGER, Chief Counsel
JASON CERVENAK, Minority Counsel

1)



CONTENTS

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2019

OPENING STATEMENTS

The Honorable Jerrold Nadler, Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary
from the State of New YOrK ......ccccoovieiiiiiiiiiiieniieiieeeeee et
The Honorable Doug Collins, Ranking Member of the Committee on the
Judiciary from the State of GEOrgia .......ccccceevviiiieiieeieiee e

WITNESSES

Aalayah Eastmond, Senior at Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School, Coral
Springs, Florida
Oral TESTIMONY  ...oeiiiiiiiiiiieeeiee ettt e et eerte e e e sbeeesbaee s sbeessnsaeesssseeennseens
Prepared Statement
Savannah Lindquist, Student at Old Dominion University, Norfolk, Virginia
Oral TESTIMONY  ...oeiiiiiiiiiiieeeiite et ettt e et e e este e e e sabeeessbaee s abeessnsaessnsseesnnseens
Prepared Statement .........cccccceieeiiiieiiiiecceee e et
Diane Latiker, Founder/President, Kids Off the Block, Chicago, Illinois
Oral TESTIMONY  ...ooiiiiiiiiiiieeeiieeeeieee et et e et eeesteeeesabeesssbaee s sraessnsaessnsseeensseens
Prepared Statement .........ccccccvieeciiiieciiiecceeecre e e eraeas
Dr. Joseph V. Sakran, Associate Chief, Division of Acute Care Surgery, Direc-
‘lcor,dEmergency General Surgery, Johns Hopkins Hospital, Baltimore, Mary-
an
Oral TESEIMONY ...ecotieiiiiiiieiieiie ettt ettt ettt et e e bt e st e e bt e st e ebeessbeesaeesnseesnas
Prepared Statement ...........cccceveeiiiiiiniiiieeieeeee e
Maj. Sabrina Tapp-Harper, Commander, Domestic Violence Unit, Baltimore
City Sherriff’s Office, Baltimore, Maryland
Oral TESTIMONY  ...oeviiiiiiiiiieeecite ettt et ee et e et e e esteeeeabeeessbaee s sbeessnsaessssseesnnseens
Prepared Statement .........ccccccveeeciiieeiiiiecieeee e e e e aaaeas
Chief Art Acevedo, Chief of Police, Houston Police Department, Houston,
Texas
[0 1 B =Ty 00 ) oSSR
Prepared Statement .........c.cccoocoiviiiiiiiiienieee e
Dr. Joyce Lee Malcolm, Professor of Law Antonin Scalia Law School, Arling-
ton, Virginia
Oral TESEIMONY ..oecivieiiiiiiieiieite ettt ettt et e e bt e st e ebeesabeebeessbeesaeesnseesnas
Prepared Statements
Robyn Thomas, Executive Director, Gifford’s Law Center to Prevent Gun
Violence, San Francisco, California
Oral TESTIMONY  ...oeiiiiiiiiiiieeeiiee et et e et e e esteeeesabeeessbaee s sbeessnsaeesssseeennseens
Prepared Statement .........ccoccceieeciiiieiiiieeceeee e e e

LETTER, MATERIAL, ARTICLES SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

Letter from Fred Guttenberg, submitted by the Honorable Theodore E.
Deutch, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Home-
land Security from the State of Florida for the record ..........ccccccevvvvviercnenenn.

Letter from Tony Montalto, President, Stand with Parkland, The National
Association of Families for Safe Schools submitted by the Honorable Theo-
dore E. Deutch, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism,
and Homeland Security from the State of Florida for the record ....................

(I1D)

Page



v
Page
Letter from Patricia Oliver, Parkland, Florida, submitted by the Honorable
Theodore E. Deutch, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism,
and Homeland Security from the State of Florida for the record .................... 81
Letter from Prosecutors Against Fun Violence, submitted by the Honorable
Mary Gay Scanlon, Vice-Chair, a Member of the Committee on the Judici-
ary from the State of Pennsylvania for the record .........ccccccoovviiiiiiiiiiniinennnns 88
Letter from the Honorable Ayanna Pressley, a Member of Congress from
the State of Massachusetts submitted by the Honorable Mary Gay Scanlon,
Vice-Chair, a Member of the Committee on the Judiciary from the State
of Pennsylvania for the record ..........cccccoeviiieeiiiieiiiiiieceeeeee e 90
Letter from the Mayor Martin J. Walsh, City of Boston, Massachusetts sub-
mitted by the Honorable Mary Gay Scanlon, Vice-Chair, a Member of
the Cdommittee on the Judiciary from the State of Pennsylvania for the
TECOTE  coineiieeeitte ettt ettt e et e et e e ettt e e e bt eesabteesbbee e s bt e e e bt e e e abeeeeabeeeaanee 92
Report from EVERYTOWN UNCHECKED, over 1 Million on Line Firearm
ADS, No Background Checks Required submitted by the Honorable Mary
Gay Scanlon, Vice-Chair, a Member of the Committee on the Judiciary
from the State of Pennsylvania for the record ...........ccccoevvvviiiniiieeiniieencieeens 94
Article from the Washington Post, “It’s time to bring back the assault weap-
ons ban, Gun violence experts say,” submitted by the Honorable David
Cicilline, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Home-
land Security from the State of Rhode Island for the record ...........ccccoveennns 104
Article from the Atlantic, “Why Can’t the U.S. Treat Gun Violence as a
Public-Health Problem,” submitted by the Honorable David Cicilline, a
Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security
from the State of Rhode Island for the record ..........c.cccccoeviiiriiinniiiiiieiiiniies 107
Article from the New York Times, “Wounds from Military-Style Rifles? ‘A
Ghastly Thing to See’,” submitted by the Honorable David Cicilline, a
Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security
from the State of Rhode Island for the record .........c..cccccoiiiniiiiniiiiiiniinncnns 110
Article from Vox, “America’s unique gun Violence problem, explained in 17
maps and charts,” submitted by the Honorable David Cicilline, a Member
of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security from
the State of Rhode Island for the record .........c..coocciiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiieieee 118
Article from The Hill, “Orders to seize guns from prohibit byers at 10-
year high: Report,” submitted by the Honorable David Cicilline, a Member
of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security from
the State of Rhode Island for the record ............cccccooviieniiiiiiiniiieniiiiicieeiees 137
Letter from Joyce Lee Malcolm, Patrick Henry Professor of Constitutional
Law and Second Amendment, Antonin Scalia Law School George Mason
University referencing for the record sexual victimization reported by adult
correctional authorities, submitted by the Honorable Hakeem Jeffries, a
Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security
from the State of New York for the record ..........ccccocoieiiiiiiiiiniiinniiiiicieiees 146
Form 990 from the NRA Foundation for the years 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015
& 2016, submitted by the Honorable Hakeem dJeffries, a Member of the
Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security from the State
of New York for the record .......c.ccoociiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiceece e 147
Report from Greg Ridgeway, Ph.D., Deputy Director National Institute of
Justice, “Summary of Select Firearm Violence Prevention Strategies,” sub-
mitted by the Honorable Kelly Armstrong, a Member of the Committee
on the Judiciary from the State of North Dakota for the record ..................... 246
Artical from Hargarten et al. “Gun Violence: A Biopsychosocial Disease,”
submitted by the Honorable Cedric Richmond, a Member of the Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security from the State
of Louisiana for the 1eCord ...........cociiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieii et 262
Report from Pennsylvania State Police Trooper, Instant Check System Fire-
arms, submitted by the Honorable Madeleine Dean, a Member of the Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security from the State
of Pennsylvania for the record .............ccoviiiriiiiiiniiiiiiieeiee e 280
Report from UC Davis Health Study, “The Study Does Not Find Population-
Level Changes in Firearm Homicide or Suicide Rates in California 10
Years After Comprehensive Background Check and Violent Misdemeanor
Policies Enacted,” submitted by the Honorable Andy Biggs, a Member of
the Committee on the Judiciary from the State of Arizona for the record ..... 300



v

Study from John Hopkins University—UC-David “Correction to: Association
Between Firearm Laws and Homicide in Urban Counties,” submitted by
the Honorable Ted Lieu, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Ter-
rorism, and Homeland Security from the State of California for the record ..

Study from John Hopkins University “Effects of the Repeal of Missouri’s
Handgun Purchaser Licensing Law on Homicides,” submitted by the Honor-
able Ted Lieu, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and
Homeland Security from the State of California for the record .......................

Study from New York—Presbyterian/Weill Cornell Medical Center “Restrictive
State Firearm Laws Correlated to Fewer Firearm Homicides, Suicides,”
submitted by the Honorable Ted Lieu, a Member of the Subcommittee
on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security from the State of California
fOr the TeCOrd .......ooiiiiiiiiiieee e

Article from Duke University “Editor’s Note,” submitted by the Honorable
Ted Lieu, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Home-
land Security from the State of California for the record ...........cccceovveeeuveennnnes

APPENDIX

Statement of Whip Steve Scalise, submitted by the Honorable Doug Collins,
Ranking Member of the Committee on the Judiciary from the State of
Georgia, for the record .........ccccveeiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee e e

Letter from Savannah Lindquist, Florida, submitted by the Honorable Val
Demings, Vice-Chair of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Home-
land Security from the State of Florida for the record ..........ccccocevvvviviininennnn.

Statement of Amnesty International USA, submitted by the Honorable
Jerrold Nadler, Chair of the Committee on the Judiciary from the State
of New York for the record .......ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiceceeece e

ANSWERS OF QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD

Response to Questions from Dr. Joyce Lee Malcolm, Professor of Law Antonin
Scalia Law School, Arlington, Virginia, submitted by the Honorable Sheila
Jackson Lee, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and
Homeland Security from the State of Texas for the record and the Honor-
able Jerrold Nadler, Chair of the Committee on the Judiciary from the
State of New York for the record .........cocceviiiiiiiiiiiienieniieeeeeeeee e

Response to Question from Dr. Joseph V. Sakran, Associate Chief, Division
of Acute Care Surgery, Director, Emergency General Surgery, Johns Hop-
kins Hospital, Baltimore, MD, submitted for the Honorable Sheila Jackson
Lee, a Member of the Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland
Security from the State of Texas for the record .........ccccceeeviieeiiiiccieeinieeeeen.

Page

304






PREVENTING GUN VIOLENCE:
A CALL TO ACTION

Wednesday, February 6, 2019
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

SUBCOMMITTEE ON CRIME, TERRORISM, AND HOMELAND SECURITY
Washington, DC

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:05 a.m., in Room
2141, Rayburn Office Building, Hon. Jerrold Nadler [chairman of
the committee] presiding.

Present: Representatives Nadler, Lofgren, Jackson Lee, Cohen,
Johnson of Georgia, Deutch, Bass, Richmond, Jeffries, Cicilline,
Swalwell, Raskin, Jayapal, Correa, Scanlon, Garcia, Neguse,
McBath, Stanton, Dean, Mucarsel-Powell, Escobar, Lieu, Demings,
Collins, Chabot, Gohmert, Gaetz, JOHNSON of Louisiana, Biggs,
McClintock, Lesko, Reschenthaler, Cline, Armstrong, and Steube.

Democratic Staff Present: Joe Graupensperger, Chief Counsel,
Crime Subcommittee; Ben Hernandez-Stern, Counsel, Crime Sub-
committee; Milagros Cisneros, Detailee, Crime Subcommittee;
Veronica Eligan, Professional Staff; David Greengrass, Senior
Counsel; Susan Jensen, Parliamentarian.

Republican Staff Present: Brendan Belair, Staff Director; Bobby
Parmiter, Deputy Staff Director and Chief Counsel; Jan Furo, Par-
liamentarian and General Counsel; Jason Cervanek, Counsel,
Crime Subcommittee.

Chair NADLER. The dJudiciary Committee will come to order.
Without objection, the Chair is authorized to declare recesses of the
Committee at any time.

We welcome everyone to this morning’s hearing on Preventing
Gun Violence: A Call to Action. I will now recognize myself for an
opening statement.

The epidemic of gun violence in this country is a national crisis
and an international embarrassment. In 2017, nearly 40,000 Amer-
icans lost their lives because of guns. In fact, every day in America,
on average, 34 people are murdered with a firearm, and more than
183 people are injured in an attack. While no other country in the
industrialized world would tolerate such statistics—in fact, gun
deaths in most of those countries barely crack triple digits annu-
ally—in the United States it is accepted as a grim reality.
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By comparison, in 2011 for example, the United Kingdom had
146 deaths due to gun violence; Denmark, 71; Portugal, 142; and
Japan, 30. Last year in the United States, almost 40,000.

A 2016 study in the American Journal of Medicine found that,
compared to 22 other high-income countries, the gun-related mur-
der rate in the United States was 25 times higher. The common
factor in all these other countries is that they have stronger gun
laws. Our country, however, is awash in guns, and we have the
shameful death toll to show for it.

Despite the obvious need to address the scourge of gun violence,
Congress, for too long, has done virtually nothing. But now we
begin a new chapter.

Today we will hear from a broad array of witnesses representing
diverse perspectives on the issue of gun violence. They will help
educate us on the scope of the problem, and they will inform our
consideration of various legislative options so that we may, at last,
take real action to address this crisis.

As we conduct this hearing today, we are reminded that one year
ago next week, 17 students and staff were shot to death, and 17
others were injured at Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School in
Parkland, Florida. We have with us Fred Gutenberg, who is the fa-
ther of one of the students who were killed at Parkland High
School, and we have some others from Parkland with us today, too.
This horrible incident was just one in an ever-increasing series of
mass shootings that have shocked the Nation in recent years.

Mass shootings are just one way in which the problem of gun vio-
lence is manifested in our nation. Every day, guns are used in sui-
cides, domestic violence incidents, gang violence, and in so many
other tragedies.

Gun violence impacts all our communities: Rural, urban, and
suburban. No place is immune from its reach, including our homes,
our streets, our schools, even our places of worship.

Clearly, we must change our approach to combatting gun vio-
lence. As challenging as this problem is, however, we do have the
ability to address it, and to make our citizens safer. What we have
lacked in recent years is the political will.

We should remember that the Second amendment does not pre-
vent the government from enacting legislation to prevent gun vio-
lence. As even Justice Scalia acknowledged in his 2008 opinion in
District of Columbia v. Heller, an opinion that upheld an individ-
ual’s right to possess a firearm, in his opinion for the Court he
wrote, “Like most rights, the right secured by the Second amend-
ment is not unlimited.”

While Congress has done almost nothing in recent years to ad-
dress gun violence, citizens across the country have been orga-
nizing and demanding action. As a result, several states have
strengthened their gun laws.

I am disappointed that in his lengthy State of the Union address
last night, President Trump did not see fit to even mention the
need to protect our citizens against gun violence. But it is evident
from the energy and the crowd in this room, as well as the millions
of people across the country fighting for sensible gun safety laws,
that the public is demanding national legislation, too.
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I am particularly heartened by the mobilization of so many stu-
dents and young people, from diverse backgrounds and from every
part of our nation, who are now at the forefront of this effort. They
join mothers and fathers in calling on us to do more to create a fu-
ture in which children do not fear being shot in school or on their
streets.

We have also seen many in our medical community adding their
voices to the movement, shocked at how often they must treat gun-
shot victims, devastated by the need to console the families of those
who lost their lives to gun violence, and stunned by Congress’ fail-
ure to address this problem.

It is now time for Congress to begin answering these demands,
and that is why we are holding this hearing today. We have a large
panel of witnesses, and we wish we could have included even more
people who wanted to testify, including current Members of Con-
gress who have worked very hard on this issue in recent years.
Today, however, is just the beginning of our discussion of these
issues, and I hope to hear from many other people as the Com-
mittee continues its work on this important topic.

I want to note that we have with us in the audience today sev-
eral survivors of gun violence, as well as family Members of those
whose lives were lost to gun violence. I have already mentioned one
such person. We thank you all for your courage and for attending
today.

Congressman Mike Thompson, Chair of the House Gun Violence
Prevention Task Force, is here as well. He has worked tirelessly to
bring attention to this issue and is the author of H.R. 8, the bipar-
tisan Background Check Act, which now has 229 co-sponsors, an
absolute majority of the House.

For too long, Congress has ignored the epidemic of gun violence
that plagues this country. After a particularly heinous mass shoot-
ing, we sometimes pause to offer a moment of silence to honor the
victims, but we do not need another moment of silence. We do not
need more thoughts and prayers. We need a moment of action. To-
day’s hearing is the first step towards that goal.

I look forward to hearing from all our witnesses, and I now rec-
ognize the distinguished Ranking Member of the full committee,
the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Collins, for his opening state-
ment.

Mr. CorLLINS. Thank you, Mr. Chair, and thank you to all who
have attended today, and for holding this hearing on gun violence
in America.

Any form of violence, with or without the use of a firearm, is a
reason for concern, and it is our job to offer real solutions for fami-
lies affected by criminal violence. It is good and right to reflect on
the victims and their stories.

What do their experiences have in common, and how can law-
makers respond to the factors fueling violent crime? America has
witnessed too many events of mass violence in recent years, yet the
common factors here are not related to background checks for pri-
vate sales.

Thomas Reed, a former Speaker of this House, said: “One of the
greatest delusions in the world is the hope that the evils of this
world are to be cured by legislation.” I will take it a step further.
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Today, I think the greatest cruelty in the world is to tell people you
will help them in their situation with legislation and then try to
pass off legislation that would do nothing to fix the problems that
you claim to fix. In legal terms, that is called fraud.

When we understand what is going on, the evidence has shown,
as was mentioned earlier—I appreciate the efforts of those who
want H.R. 8 and many who have signed on, but similar gun control
measures would not have prevented Columbine, San Bernardino,
Charleston, or other tragedies. It actually indicates our problem
today is that we are too far removed by the realities of violence,
victimization, and murder. We are far too comfortable offering bills
that constrain law-abiding citizens without protecting them from
the people who mean them great harm. We are far too comfortable
talking about tragedy without learning its clearest lesson. If we
want to combat mass violence, we have to address the human fac-
tors actually driving it. This means acknowledging attempts to
criminalize the Second amendment do nothing to address these
complex factors that turn our attention to solutions that would.

One of my first acts in Congress was to ask President Obama
why Federal firearm prosecutions failed 35 percent under his Ad-
ministration, while widespread violence continued to infect Amer-
ican communities. Chicago, for example, prosecuted only 25 Federal
firearm crimes in 2011, and then saw 506 murders in 2012. It
seems clear that if we are going to be in the business of writing
new laws to prevent violence, we should at minimum commit to en-
forcing the laws we already have.

Next door to Washington, Maryland illustrates how miserably
gun control fails to prevent violence. Maryland requires universal
background checks, bans assault weapons, restricts magazine ca-
pacity, and permits to purchase handguns, which then must be reg-
istered with the state. All these things the gun control advocates
have asked for, but Baltimore consistently ranks among the top
five cities for gun violence nationwide.

Again, I implore my colleagues across the aisle to look at our cit-
ies and our schools and to respond in a meaningful way. We best
honor victims of gun violence by looking at the evidence. Neither
H.R. 8 nor any of the proposed gun control measures would have
prevented a single mass shooting in the last 20 years. When we
pull at the stories of tragedy without learning from them, we ex-
ploit the victims, Mr. Chair.

In 1999, Columbine destroyed families in Colorado. In the weeks
before, we knew that the shooters were psychopaths and had vis-
ually given threats, but nothing was done. Law enforcement knew;
they failed to intercede.

Virginia Tech, another issue where the murderer had been in
voluntary committed outpatient health facilities, but that was
never uploaded into NICS, and that was not done. If it had been,
he would have never been able to purchase the firearm.

A month prior to the Navy Yard shootings, just up the block from
this room, the murderer filed a police report claiming he heard
voices in his head. Almost a decade before the massacre, he was
arrested for shooting out the tires of a man’s vehicle. He was not
prosecuted for the crime.
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A year ago this month, students in Parkland fell victim to a
shooter who law enforcement and school counselors had rec-
ommended for mental evaluation in 2016. According to CNN, law
enforcement received at least 45 calls about the shooter and his
family, and among the calls was an anonymous tip that specifically
said he threatened to attack the school, and another call to the FBI
tip line. The information was never forwarded to the FBI’'s Miami
field office, and law enforcement took no action.

If we let these tragedies teach us, we see that we need to focus
on mental health and missed opportunities. While we are careful
to understand by no means are all of those who suffer from mental
health illness violent, we can increase public safety by improving
our approaches to mental health, our compassion and care for men-
tal health, but we also have the opportunity to help law enforce-
ment better respond.

It is my hope that we will begin to look at this problem with a
larger, more honest approach. The problems of the bill H.R. 8 are
numerous, and if I were here, many in this audience and many of
the witnesses here, my question would be to the sponsors and co-
sponsors why they would give you a bill that is written and guts
itself internally in the bill and will not work.

These are the things that will affect mental health and safety.
These are the areas that we need to work on. These are the things
that we can continue to find common ground, at the same time not
offering a palliative exercise to say here is something that will
make you feel better but not help you in the end.

With that, Mr. Chair, I do have one unanimous consent request,
and that is the statement for the record by Republican Whip Steve
Scalise. I will have to say also, Mr. Chair, that I am very concerned
that Mr. Scalise, who everyone in this room knows was very pub-
licly involved in a shooting last year, he wanted to come, and many
times this Committee has offered Members the ability to testify
and be a part, and then, as we have done in the past, leave. Mr.
Scalise was denied that opportunity. I think that is wrong. Him
having to put this into the record is something that should be ad-
dressed. It goes to the hearing that we are looking at right now.
We are making it sound good, but in the end, those who come look-
ing for answers do not find it in H.R. 8.

With that, I yield back.

Chair NADLER. I thank the gentleman.

Without objection, the document will be entered into the record.

Chair NADLER. I want to note for the record the presence of Con-
gresswoman Robin Kelly of Chicago, who has been a champion of
gun violence legislation.

I want to note that the reason that Mr. Scalise—we did not have
a separate panel for Members is because we had too many Mem-
bers, not just Mr. Scalise and Mr. Thompson, Ms. Kelly and quite
a few others, who would have wanted to testify, and we decided it
is a debatable decision. We decided that rather than hear from a
lot of our colleagues, who will have other opportunities to address
this issue in Congress, we would rather hear from the witnesses.

Mr. CoLLINS. Mr. Chair, I understand, except the uniqueness of
Mr. Scalise’s testimony, being denied this voice is tragic for all who
attend and who have been a part of that, especially from his per-
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spective as a lawmaker who will be voting on and working with
this issue. Just because he probably disagrees with the majority
should not have been a reason to keep him out.

Chair NADLER. Well, he was not denied because he disagrees.
Majority Members decided we had to have a hard and fast Rule
today, otherwise we would have been here all day with Members.
In any event, that was the decision.

I will now introduce today’s witnesses.

Our first witness is Aalayah Eastmond. She is a senior at Mar-
jory Stoneman Douglas High School in Parkland, Florida. She has
advocated on behalf of young people and people of color who experi-
ence gun violence. She has also testified before the U.S. Senate and
has participated in a number of forums on this subject.

Savannah Lindquist is a student at Old Dominion University in
Norfolk, Virginia, where she studies neuroscience. Savannah serves
on the North American Executive Board of Students for Liberty
and has publicly advocated for gun rights. She is also active in her
local church and holds a number of leadership positions in student
organizations at Old Dominion University.

Diane Latiker is the President and Founder of Kids Off the
Block. In 2003, she opened her Chicago home to youth who felt
threatened by gun violence. Diane sold her own television to pur-
chase computers to provide the young people seeking shelter in her
home educational programs. People in her neighborhood fondly
refer to her as Ms. Diane. In 2011, CNN named her as a Top 10
Hero of the Year.

Dr. Joseph Sakran is an Assistant Professor of Surgery, Asso-
ciate Chief of the Division of Acute Care Surgery, and Director of
Emergency General Surgery at the Johns Hopkins Hospital. Dr.
Sakran spends the majority of his time taking care of injured pa-
tients and performing both emergency and elective general surgery.
Dr. Sakran completed his undergraduate degree at George Mason
University, trained as a medic and firefighter at the City of Fairfax
Fire and Rescue Department, and received his medical degree from
Ben Gurion University Medical School for International Health in
Ber Sheva, Israel.

Major Sabrina Tapp-Harper commands the Domestic Violence
Unit of the Baltimore City Sheriff's Office. She previously served
for 26 years with the Baltimore Police Department, where she at-
tained the rank of major. At the Baltimore Police Department,
Major Tapp-Harper served in a variety of roles, from beat cop to
commander. She holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Criminal
Justice from Coppin State University, and a Master of Science De-
gree in Applied Behavioral Science from Johns Hopkins University.

It is now my pleasure to recognize the gentle lady from Texas,
Ms. Jackson Lee, so that she may introduce her constituent, Chief
Art Acevedo.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, thank you.

To the Ranking Member, thank you both for this hearing.

Thank you to the witnesses.

It is my pleasure and privilege to introduce the Chief of Police
of the City of Houston, who began serving and was sworn in on No-
vember 30th, 2016. Chief Acevedo leads one of the major police de-
partments of this nation, 5,200 sworn law enforcement officers,
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1,200 civilian support personnel, with an annual general budget of
$825 million, in the fourth, soon to be third largest city in the na-
tion.

The value of Chief Acevedo’s policing is that he understands that
it is police and community, police and people. He believes in good
communication, that it is vital for successful community, and I can
assure you and attest to the fact that Chief Acevedo is not a desk
chief. He steadily works to encourage the bond between the com-
munity and its police department, whether it is a local parade, a
barbecue, or a civic meeting. On behalf of the mayor, Sylvester
Turner, he shows the face of policing. Although he has been a long-
standing proponent of community policing, he applies that termi-
nology to relationships, and he believes in relational policing, which
is a major part as well of the Chief’s position.

He wants to meet and come in contact with each citizen. That
is one of the reasons why devastating cases are solved, because citi-
zens talk to the Chief. He is the first Hispanic to lead the HPD.
Chief Acevedo brings a unique understanding of concerns of diverse
communities in the City of Houston.

He was born in Cuba. He was four years old when he came to
the United States. He grew up in California, attended college there,
and began his law enforcement career in the field as a field patrol
officer in East Los Angeles with the California Highway Patrol.

He rose through the ranks. One of the best ways of ascending to
chief is to know your men and women, and he has recently, right
before Houston, was the Chief of Police in Austin.

We are very delighted that he is now the President of the Major
Cities Chiefs. He is involved with the International Association of
Chiefs of Police. He is married and is the father of three children.

I am very pleased to say that even as we have suffered tragedies
and shootings in our community, Chief Acevedo, who has been a
stand-up chief and confronted these issues and said to the commu-
nity that we are with you, I do want to offer to him again, to the
officers that were shot last week, a wish for a speedy recovery, hav-
ing visited them this past weekend. That is our collective wish of
this committee.

Mr. Chair, I conclude by welcoming Chief Acevedo and acknowl-
edging one of his extended constituents. Ms. Rhonda Hart is here,
and she is a mother of, sadly, a young lady, her very special daugh-
ter, who was shot and killed in the Santa Fe shooting in Houston,
Texas. Chief Acevedo rushed to that scene even though it was out-
side the jurisdiction of Houston. He rushed to be of help. That is
the kind of chief he is.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. I yield back.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. I thank the gentle lady.

I will continue with our last couple of introductions.

Dr. Joyce Lee Malcolm is the Patrick Henry Professor of Con-
stitutional Law and the Second amendment at George Mason Uni-
versity’s Antonin Scalia Law School. Dr. Malcolm holds a Bach-
elor’s degree from Barnard College in my district, and a Master’s
of Arts and Doctorate from Brandeis University.

Robyn Thomas is the Executive Director of the Giffords Law Cen-
ter. She holds a Bachelor’s degree from Duke University and a
Juris Doctor degree from the University of Miami School of Law.
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We welcome all our distinguished witnesses and thank them for
participating in today’s hearing.

Now, if you would please rise, I will begin by swearing you in.
Raise your right hand.

Do you swear or affirm under penalty of perjury that the testi-
mony you are about to give is true and correct to the best of your
knowledge, information, and belief?

Thank you. Let the record show the witnesses answered in the
affirmative.

Please be seated.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chair, a point of parliamentary
inquiry.

Chair NADLER. Yes, sir?

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. We had a conversation on the Floor
last week, and I just noted you left out “so help me God.”

Chair NADLER. Sorry. Do you want me to repeat the whole—I
will repeat the whole thing.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. I would love it. Thank you.

Chair NADLER. Please stand up again. Let me repeat this oath.

Do you swear or affirm under penalty of perjury that the testi-
mony you are about to give is true and correct to the best of your
knowledge, information, and belief, so help you God?

Thank you. Let the record show the witnesses answered in the
affirmative.

Thank you, and please be seated.

Please note that each of your written statements will be entered
into the record in its entirety. Accordingly, I ask that you summa-
rize your testimony in 5 minutes. To help you stay within that
time, there is a timing light on your table. When the light switches
from green to yellow, you have 1 minute to conclude your testi-
monglr. When the light turns red, it signals your 5 minutes have ex-
pired.

Ms. Eastmond, you may begin.

TESTIMONY OF AALAYAH EASTMOND

Chair Nadler, Ranking Member Collins, and other Members of
the committee, thank you for the opportunity to be here to share
my experience and perspectives on gun violence in America.

My name is Aalayah Eastmond, a senior at Marjory Stoneman
Douglas High School in Parkland, Florida. While it is an honor to
be here before you today, I am only here because of horrific events
that have compelled me to be here. Next Thursday marks one year
from the day that 17 of my fellow classmates and educators were
shot and killed, 17 more injured. Many like me were fortunate
enough to walk away with our lives, but we will never be free from
the terror. Some will carry visible scars, but all of us are scarred
emotionally for the rest of our lives.

I was in my 4th period Holocaust History class, and we were pre-
senting our projects on hate groups. I can never have imagined
that my group partner, Nicholas Dworet, would have saved my life
in moments to come. After our presentations, we began to hear
loud pops. When the gunman shot into our classroom, Nicholas
Dworet was in front of me. The gunman’s bullets killed him and
Helena Ramsay. As Nicholas fell, I matched his every movement
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and hid underneath his lifeless body as bullets riddled my class-
mates. I thought I was going to die. As I lay there, I begged God
to please make it fast.

When the shooter moved on to another classroom, I rolled Nich-
olas off me and placed his head on his arm so it wouldn’t be touch-
ing the cold ground. My classmates pulled me behind a filing cabi-
net where I called my mom and my dad to say what I thought
would be my last goodbyes. I told them how much I loved them and
my brothers. I will never forget that day, what I saw, what I did,
what happened to my classmates. I will never forget Nicholas
Dworet, who in death protected me. He saved my life.

The effect of the shooting did not end on February 14th. Days
later, the stress from the shooting took such a toll on my mother’s
body that she experienced a miscarriage.

Gun violence ends thousands of lives every year. It is an epi-
demic that extends well beyond high-profile shootings. My family
knew this long before Parkland. Fifteen years ago in Brooklyn,
New York, my uncle Patrick Edwards was shot in the back and
killed. He was just 18, with his whole life ahead of him. I ask that
you give my generation the chance he never had.

Minority communities bear the heaviest burden of gun violence.
We know this as a fact. Weeks ago, a new report showed that the
life expectancy for African Americans has been reduced by four
years, on average, because of gun violence. This report did not
show me anything I did not already know. Gun violence is an ev-
eryday occurrence, and the vast majority of affected communities
are minority. We must stop the supply of crime guns, and we must
also ensure that there is comprehensive criminal justice reform to
address the structural inequalities in the system.

I am here to tell you a simple truth: gun violence is such an epi-
demic that anyone, anywhere, at any time can be affected, rich or
poor, White or black, young or old. All Americans are at risk, and
this is a side of America that none of us can or should take pride
in.

Since that horrific day, my classmates and I have been working
tirelessly in support of sensible gun laws. I got involved with Brady
Campaign’s Team Enough, young people dedicated to strength-
ening our gun laws and engaging in communities most impacted by
gun violence. I am just one of the hundreds of thousands of stu-
dents that came out at the March for Our Lives demanding change.
Our stories and voices must be heard on the most important issue
facing our generation. We are the generation that will end gun vio-
ence.

I implore you to pass legislation that will make us all safer.
Today in America, anyone can go on the Internet, answer an ad,
or go to a gun show and buy a gun with no background check re-
quired. This makes absolutely no sense. I urge you to expand
Brady background checks by voting for H.R. 8, requiring checks for
virtually any gun transaction. The original Brady law passed with
strong bipartisan support, and this should too.

The Protection in Lawful Commerce in Arms Act, also known as
PLCAA, was passed by Congress 15 years ago. No other industry
has this kind of protection from lawsuits, and it is time that Con-
gress repealed this outrageous law.
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Extreme-risk laws allow family Members and law enforcement to
petition a court to temporarily remove guns from people in crisis
who pose danger to themselves or others. Congress should encour-
age more states to pass these laws.

Assault weapons and high-capacity ammunition magazines be-
long on the battlefield, not in our communities. My classmates and
I have seen firsthand how uniquely lethal these weapons are. Con-
gress should immediately reinstitute the Assault Weapons Ban.
Congress should also close the Charleston loophole. The shooter
who killed nine people in the South Carolina church shooting was
able to buy a gun because his background check wasn’t completed
in three days. Most Federal checks take just minutes. Some take
longer. Law enforcement needs more time to complete those checks.

I also urge you to address the concerns of our Black and brown
communities who are disproportionately affected by gun violence.
Rather than listen to special interests, I ask you to listen to the
nation’s young people and the overwhelming majority of Americans
who have had enough. We have had enough of gun violence in our
schools, in our movie theaters, our places of worship, in nightclubs
and restaurants, on our streets, and in our communities.

Enough. We have all had enough. I hope you have had enough
too and use the power that the people have vested in you to do
what is right. Our lives depend on you. Our lives are in your
hands.

Thank you.

[Applause.]

[The statement of Ms. Eastmond follows:]

STATEMENT OF AALAYAH EASTMOND

Chair Nadler, Ranking Member Collins, and other Members of the committee,
thank you for the opportunity to be here today to share my experience and perspec-
tives on gun violence in America. My name is Aalayah Eastmond. I am a senior at
Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School in Parkland, Florida.

While it is an honor to be before you today, it is only because horrific events have
compelled me. Next Thursday will mark exactly one year from the day that 17 of
my fellow schoolmates and educators were shot and killed, 17 more injured. Thou-
sands more—like me—were fortunate to walk away with our lives that day but we
will never be free of the terror. Some will carry visible scars, but all of us were
scarred emotionally, for the rest of our lives.

I was in my 4th period Holocaust history class. We were presenting our projects
on hate groups found on college campuses. I could never have imagined my group
partner Nicholas Dworet would’ve saved my life in moments to come. As we sat at
our desks working on our computers after presenting our projects, we began to hear
loud pops. When the gunman shot into our classroom, Nicholas Dworet was in front
of me. The gunman’s bullets hit and killed him and Helena Ramsay. As Nicholas
fell, I matched his every movement and hid beneath his lifeless body as bullets rid-
dled my classmates. I thought I was going to die. As I layed there, I begged God
to please make it fast.

When the shooter moved to another classroom, I rolled Nicholas off me and placed
his head on his arm so it wouldn’t be touching the cold ground. My classmates
pulled me behind a filing cabinet where I called my mom and my dad and said what
I thought would be my last goodbyes. I told them how much I loved them, and asked
that they please tell my brothers the same. I was so petrified that I began
hyperventilating. My classmates had to cover my face so the shooter wouldn’t hear
my cries and come back. I will never forget that day. What I saw. What I did. What
I experienced. What happened to my classmates? I will never forget Nicholas
Dworet who, in his death, protected me. He saved my life.

The effects of this shooting did not end on February 14th. Days later, our family
experienced another tragedy: the stress from the shooting had taken such a toll on
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my mother’s body that she experienced a miscarriage. It is another painful, and per-
manent, reminder of that day that my family will endure the rest of our lives.

Gun violence ends thousands of American lives every year—it is a pervasive prob-
lem that extends well beyond high profile school shootings. My family knew this
pain long before Parkland. Fifteen years ago, in Brooklyn, NY, my uncle Patrick
Edwards was shot in the back and killed. He was just 18 and had his whole life
ahead of him. I am asking you to give my generation the chance that he never had.

Minority communities bear the heaviest burden of gun violence in this country.
We know this as fact. Just a few weeks ago, a report was released showing that
the life expectancy for African American men was reduced by four years, on average,
because of gun violence. But this report didn’t tell me anything I didn’t already
know. We have communities in this country where gun violence is an everyday oc-
currence, and the vast majority of those communities are majority minority. We
have to do something to stop the gun violence that has become an every day threat
in those communities, including stopping the supply of crime guns and we must en-
sure that there is comprehensive criminal justice reform to address structural in-
equalities in the system. I am here to tell you a simple truth.

Our gun violence is now such an epidemic that anyone, anywhere, at any time
can be affected. Rich or poor, White or black, young or old. All Americans are at
risk, and that is an America in which none of us can or should take pride.

Since that horrible day, my classmates and I have been working tirelessly in sup-
port of sensible gun laws. I chose to get involved with the Brady Campaign’s Team
ENOUGH, a group of young people dedicated to strengthening our nation’s gun laws
and engaging in communities most impacted by everyday gun violence. I am just
one of hundreds of thousands of students that came out at the March for Our Lives
demanding change. We stand on the shoulders of local organizations and people that
have been working on change for decades. We are all working to make sure our sto-
ries are told, and our voices are heard on the most important issue facing our gen-
eration. Our demand for sensible reforms crosses party lines, geographies, social
classes, and racial divides. We are the generation that will end gun violence.

I implore you and your colleagues to pass legislation that will make us all safer
by strengthening our nation’s gun laws. We must do all we can to avoid the trage-
dies we see every day in our Nation due to gun violence.

Today in America, anyone can go on the internet, answer an ad, or go to a gun
show and buy a gun with no background check required. This makes absolutely no
sense. I urge you to expand Brady background checks by voting for H.R. 8, legisla-
tion requiring background checks for virtually every gun transaction. I know from
working with the Brady Campaign that the original background check law passed
with bipartisan support. This commonsense measure should enjoy similar support
from every one of you on this Committee, since well over 90 percent of the public
supports taking this action!

The Protection in Lawful Commerce at Arms Act (PLCAA) contributes to gun vio-
lence by providing the gun industry with special protections at the expense of vic-
tims of gun violence. PLCAA removes incentives for the gun industry to adopt life-
saving business practices and instead provides legal cover to irresponsible gun deal-
ers who supply the criminal gun market. This small minority of gun dealers profits
from irresponsible and often dangerous business practices with no accountability to
their victims. Congress must take immediate action to repeal PLCAA.

Extreme Risk Laws, already passed in several states, help protect people in crisis
that pose a danger to themselves or others. These laws allow law enforcement to
temporarily remove guns from people in crisis while also protecting their rights
through due process in courts. Congress should pass legislation incentivizing more
states to pass these life saving laws and providing funds for implementation and
education.

Assault weapons and high-capacity ammunition magazines belong on the battle-
field, not in our communities. Unfortunately, my classmates and I have seen first-
hand the massive carnage that an assault weapon is uniquely capable of causing.
Congress should immediately re-institute the assault weapons ban.

Every year thousands of people deemed by law to be too dangerous to access guns
get them because of what has become known as the Charleston loophole. Under fed-
eral law, if a background check isn’t completed in three days, a dealer can legally
sell the gun. Ninety percent of federal background checks take only a few minutes,
but in thousands of cases three days is not enough time to complete a check, as was
the case in the tragedy in Charleston, South Carolina. The shooter, who took nine
innocent lives in the deadly church shooting, was sold a gun before law enforcement
had time to fully research his disqualifying records. Many individuals who are sold
guns before checks are completed are criminals or domestic abusers, and once we
figure out guns were sold to these unlawful purchasers, we have to send law en-
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forcement out to get the guns back, which puts them in harm’s way. We need to
give law enforcement enough time to finish the background check before someone
can buy a gun.

Gun violence affects all American communities, but not always equally or in the
same way. I especially urge you to address the concerns of those living in our Black
and brown communities who are disproportionately affected by gun violence.

Rather than listen to special interests, I ask you to listen to the nation’s young
people and the overwhelming majority of Americans, who have had enough. We
have had enough of the gun violence rampant in our schools, in our movie theaters,
our places of worship, in nightclubs and restaurants, on our streets, and in our com-
munities. Enough. We have all had enough. I hope you have had enough too and
use the power the people have vested in you to do what is right. We are all depend-
ing on you. We the people, our lives depend on you. It is in your hands.

Thank you.

Chair NADLER. Let me just say this now. I appreciate the passion
and the energy of the people here, but I must ask that you refrain
from making noise or otherwise disrupting the proceedings on ei-
ther side. Our witnesses and all the Members of the committee, on
whichever side, deserve that. Thank you.

Ms. Lindquist?

TESTIMONY OF SAVANNAH LINDQUIST

Ms. LINDQUIST. My name is Savannah, and I am a 24-year-old
college student. I am also a daughter, a niece, and a friend. There
is part of my identity, however, that I never expected to have. I am
a sexual assault survivor.

In the fall of 2016, I was living my dream. I had just begun my
senior year of college. I was at my dream school with my dream
major. I loved my job and was just months away from graduating
gollege. I was so excited, especially as a first-generation college stu-

ent.

What started out as any normal day ended up becoming a night-
mare. That night I was sexually assaulted. I will spare you the de-
tails, but it was the worst thing that has ever happened to me. I
pray that none of you ever go through what I did, but I do know
that this sort of thing seems like it can never happen to you.

Before I was raped, I saw sexual assault as something that only
happened to other people. It is no secret that sexual violence is
prevalent on college campuses, but I took as many precautions as
I could, and I tucked my concerns away in the far corners of my
mind.

After that night, I could no longer be naive. I had to come face
to face with the harsh reality that there are terrible people in this
world that do terrible things.

Detectives Benson and Stabler did not swoop in to save me that
night like they do on Law & Order SVU. Instead, I was left com-
pletely shattered, replaying the events of that night over and over
again. Due to the trauma, I dropped out of my dream school during
my senior year and moved back home to Virginia. It was the hard-
est decision I have ever had to make, but I knew in my heart it
was what I had to do.

I shut myself away from everyone and I spent my time hiding
in my childhood bedroom. I gained 100 pounds, and my hair even
began to fall out due to the stress.

I am a gun owner, and I was one at the time. I even began safety
training and target practice when I was 10 years old. Because of
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so-called commonsense gun control laws, I was left defenseless that
night. In theory, yes, I could have broken the law and brought my
firearm to college with me anyway, but I knew that that was not
the right thing to do.

I obeyed the law as a responsible gun owner, and it ended in me
being raped. I am just one of countless examples of gun control
benefitting assailants and making victims like myself sitting ducks.

I am not telling you about my sexual assault to make you feel
bad. To be clear, I do not want your sympathy. What I do want,
however, is for you to at least consider stories like mine when you
decide to advocate for laws that create additional physical and fi-
nancial barriers to the right to self-defense. I could come up here
and recite the Second Amendment, as could I recite statistics all
day long. I could get up here and scream about how since 1950,
97.8 percent of mass shootings have occurred in gun-free zones. In
this debate, few cares about the statistics; it is about emotion.

That emotion is understandable. There are things in this world
worth being angry about. Acts of pure evil and gross injustices of
all kinds seem to surround us, and there is no doubt that we hurt
as a nation. In the midst of our emotions, no matter how valid they
are, we have to remember and come back to the facts, and the facts
say this: H.R. 8 has the potential to make responsible law-abiding
gun owners suddenly criminals in emergency situations that would
thankfully end up as false alarms; or when transferring a firearm
to one of their beloved family Members, like their step-child; and
with all of this, H.R. 8 would not have stopped a single mass shoot-
ing in modern history.

Requiring universal background checks adds yet another finan-
cial barrier to the right to self-defense, even though it is already
a pricey thing to exercise Second amendment rights; and low-in-
come individuals are at a higher risk of being the victim of violent
crime.

An analysis released by the University of Pittsburgh showed law-
ful gun owners commit less than a fifth of all gun crimes.

Finally, three separate 2018 studies found zero evidence that
universal background checks prevent gun death.

I want to show you that there are real people with real stories
where being allowed to legally have their firearm could have saved
them. Gun owners are a diverse group. No, we are not all Repub-
licans; and no, we are not all in the NRA. I am neither. I am a
college student willing to bear her soul to the world if it means peo-
ple think twice before enacting laws that restrict the right to a reli-
able means of self-defense.

I once heard that when you are raped, you are split in two, but
this allows you to come back twice as strong, and I could not agree
more. I refuse to live in fear. Yes, I am a rape survivor, but the
9-millimeter that I carry on my hip allows me to stand tall, stay
strong, and confidently say “never again.” More than anything, I
want my “never again” to be a catalyst for other women’s “never
going to happen.”

Thank you for your time.

[The statement of Ms. Lindquist follows:]
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STATEMENT OF SAVANNAH LINDQUIST

My name is Savannah and I am a 24-year-old college student. I am also a daugh-
ter, a niece, and a friend. There is part of my identity, however, I never expected
to have; I am a sexual assault survivor.

In the fall of 2016, I was living my dream. I had just begun my senior year of
college. I was at my dream school, with my dream major. I loved my job and was
just months away from graduating college. I was so excited to finish college, espe-
cially as a first-generation college student. What started out as any normal day
ended up becoming a nightmare.

That night I was sexually assaulted.

I will spare you the details, but it was the worst thing that’s ever happened to
me.

I pray that none of you ever go through what I did, but I do know that this sort
of thing seems like it can never happen to you. Before I was raped, I saw sexual
assault as something that only happened to other people. It’s no secret sexual vio-
lence is prevalent on college campuses, but I took as many precautions as I could
and tucked my concerns away in the far corner of my mind.

After that night I could no longer be naive. I had to come face to face with the
harsh reality that there are terrible people in this world that do terrible things.

Detectives Benson and Stabler didn’t swoop in to save me that night like they do
in Law and Order: SVU. Instead, I was left completely shattered, replaying the
events of that night over and over again. Due to the trauma, I dropped out of my
dream school during my senior year and moved back home to Virginia. It was the
hardest decision I've ever had to make, but I knew in my heart it was what I had
to do. I shut myself away from everyone and spent my time hiding in my childhood
bedroom. I gained 100 pounds, and my hair even began to fall out due to the stress.

I am a gun owner and was one at the time. I even began safety training and tar-
get practice when I was 10 years old, but because of so called “common sense” gun
control laws, I was left defenseless that night. In theory, I could have broken the
senseless law and brought my firearm to college with me anyways, but I knew that
wasn’t the right thing to do. I obeyed the law as a responsible gun owner, and it
ended with me being raped. I am just one of countless examples of gun control bene-
fiting assailants and making victims sitting ducks.

I'm not telling you about my sexual assault to make you feel bad. To be clear,
I don’t want your sympathy. What I do want, however, is for you to at least consider
stories like mine when you decide to advocate for laws that create additional phys-
ical and financial barriers to the right to self-defense. I could come up here and re-
cite the Second Amendment, as could I recite statistics all day long. I could get up
here and scream about how since 1950, 97.8% of mass shootings have occurred in
gun free zones, but in this debate, few care about the statistics—it’s about emotion.

But that emotion is understandable. There ARE things in this world worth being
angry about. Acts of pure evil and gross injustices of all kinds seem to surround
us, and there is no doubt that we hurt as a nation. But in the midst of our emotions,
no matter how valid, we have to remember and come back to the facts.

The facts say this:

—H.R. 8 has the potential to make responsible, law-abiding gun owners suddenly
criminals in emergency situations that thankfully end up as false alarms [pro-
posed 18 U.S.C. 922(t)(2)(D)] or when transferring a firearm to some of their
beloved family Members, like their stepchild. And with all of this, H.R. 8
wouldn’t have stopped a single mass shooting in modern history.

—Requiring universal background checks adds yet another financial barrier to the
right to self-defense, even though it’s already pricey to exercise Second amend-
ment rights and low income individuals are at a higher risk of being the victim
of violent crime.

—An analysis released by the University of Pittsburgh showed lawful gun owners
commit less than a fifth of all gun crimes.

—Three separate 2018 studies found zero evidence that universal background
checks prevent gun deaths.

I want to show you that there are real people with real stories where being al-
lowed to legally have their firearm could have saved them.

Gun owners are a diverse group. No, we’re not all Republicans and no, we’re not
all NRA Members. I am a college student willing to bare her soul to the world if
it means people think twice before enacting laws that restrict the right to a reliable
means of self-defense.

I once heard that when you’re raped, youre split in two, but this allows you to
come back twice as strong. I couldn’t agree more. I refuse to live in fear. Yes, I am
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a rape survivor, but the 9mm I carry on my hip allows me to stand tall, stay strong,
and confidently say “NEVER AGAIN.”

But more than anything, I want my “never again” to be a catalyst for other wom-
en’s “never going to happen.”

Chair NADLER. Thank you.
Ms. Latiker?

TESTIMONY OF DIANE LATIKER

Good morning, Chair Nadler, Ranking Member Collins, Members
off the Judiciary Committee. Thank you for the opportunity to tes-
tify.

My name is Diane Latiker. I am the Founding Executive Director
of Kids Off the Block, a community-based anti-violence and social
justice advocacy organization founded in 2003, located on the far
south side of Chicago known as the Roseland Community in the
2nd District of Illinois, represented by the Honorable Congress-
woman Robin Kelly. I want to thank Congresswoman Robin Kelly
for arranging this opportunity.

Kids Off the Block was started in my home to provide a safe
haven from the prey of gang recruitment and gun violence that
youth and young adults were facing and continue to face every day
when doing ordinary things in life, such as going to school.

Since founding KOB, we have engaged over 3,000 children,
youth, and young adults in programs that have been largely funded
out of our pockets or generous donors, and with continuous sadness
across the street from my home, we have built a memorial tribute
to youth killed by violence. There are almost 800 stones currently,
and we are over 400 behind, and there is no outrage, the promises
in lives lost in Chicago to gun violence and to families who will
never recover. No matter how hard I work, more stones will be
added until Congress acts.

I am here today to urge Congress to pass immediately meaning-
ful gun reform legislation that I believe will begin to minimize how
legally purchased guns are used illegally.

On behalf of the children, youth, and families of Kids Off the
Block, we recommend the following.

One, close loopholes that allow purchases of guns without a back-
ground check and reselling of legally purchased guns to underage
individuals.

Two, strengthen Federal penalties against gun trafficking and
straw purchases. The current patchwork of State laws allows guns
to flow from adjacent states with relaxed gun laws into cities and
states with tight gun laws.

Three, Federal background checks on all gun purchases, includ-
ing ammunition and sharing of guns, and ammunition purchases
through a national database.

Quite simply, no matter how many people KOB or other organi-
zations reach, we will not be able to put an end to gun violence in
our country without Congress passing meaningful legislation that
keeps guns out of the wrong hands.

On a personal note, and to conclude my testimony, for the past
15 years I have dedicated my life to taking the power of the gun
out of the hands of Chicago’s most vulnerable youth. I strive to re-
duce the traumatic effects of gun violence with the most powerful
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feeling I know, which is hope. I have accomplished this by pro-
viding a safe space in my own home to young people, ages 10 to 24.

Opening my door to prevent hundreds of children I serve each
year from being victimized by violence in an environment where
the odds are already against them is the least, I can do to show
them that their community cares. That is all I ask of you, to just
care.

Thank you, and I look forward to answering your questions.

[The statement of Ms. Latiker follows:]

STATEMENT OF DIANE LATIKER

Good Morning. Chair Nadler, Ranking Member Collins, Members of the Judiciary
Committee, thank you for the opportunity to testify. My Name is Diane Latiker, and
I am the founding executive director of Kids off the Block, a community-based anti-
violence and social justice advocacy organization founded in 2003, located on the far
Southside of Chicago known as the Roseland community in the 2nd District of Illi-
nois, represented by the Honorable Congresswoman Robin Kelly. I want to thank
Congresswoman Kelly for arranging this testimony opportunity.

Kids off The Block was started in my home to provide a “safe haven” from the
prey of gang recruitment and gun-violence that youth and young adults were facing,
and continue to face every day, when doing ordinary life things such as going home
from school.

Since founding KOB, we have engaged over 3,000 children, youth and young
adults in programs that have been largely funded out of our pockets or generous
donors. And, with continued sadness, across the street from our home, we have built
a Memorial

Tribute to youth killed by violence. There are almost 800 stones currently and we
are over 400 behind. The promises of lives lost in Chicago to gun violence, and fami-
lies who will never recover.

No matter how hard I work, more stones will be added until Congress acts.

I am here today to urge Congress to pass, immediately, meaningful gun reform
llelgislzliltion that I believe will begin to minimize how legally purchased guns are used
illegally.

On behalf of the children, youth and families of Kids Off The Block we rec-
ommend the following:

1. Close “Loop Holes” that allow purchases of guns without a background check,
and reselling of legally purchased guns to underage individuals;

2. Strengthen federal penalties against gun trafficking and straw purchases. The
current patchwork of State laws allows guns to flow from adjacent states with
relaxed gun laws into cities and states with tight gun laws; and

3. Federal Background checks on all gun purchases, including ammunition, and
sharing of guns, and ammunition purchases through a national data-base.

Quite simply: No matter how many people KOB or other organizations reach, we
will not be able to put an end to gun violence in our country without Congress pass-
ing meaning legislation that keeps guns out of the wrong hands.

On a personal note and to conclude my testimony: For the past 15 years I have
dedicated my life to taking the power of the gun out of the hands of Chicago’s most
vulnerable youth. I strive to reduce the traumatic effects of gun violence, with the
most powerful feeling I know, which is hope. I have accomplished this by providing
a safe space in my home to young people from age 10 to 24. Opening my door to
prevent hundreds of children I serve each year from being victimized by violence
in an environment where the odds are already against them is the least I can do
to show them that their community cares. That’s all I ask of you, to just care.

Thank you, and I look forward to answering your questions.

Chair NADLER. Thank you.
Dr. Sakran?

TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH V. SAKRAN

Chair Nadler, Ranking Member Collins, and other Members of
the committee, thank you for the opportunity to be here today to
share my experience and perspectives on firearm-related injury and
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death in America. I am not testifying on behalf of Johns Hopkins
but rather in my role as a trauma surgeon at Johns Hopkins Hos-
pital, a survivor of gun violence, and a board member of the Brady
Campaign.

I was born and raised in Fairfax, Virginia, just a stone’s throw
away from here. As the son of immigrants, my family was living
out the American Dream, and in a single instant, our lives
changed. A fight broke out not far from my high school, and some-
one pulled out a gun and shot indiscriminately. One moment I was
a carefree, 17-year-old senior, and the next collateral damage as a
38-caliber bullet was ripping through my throat and tearing into
my shoulder.

I spent the next month at a hospital fighting for my life. Make
no mistake about it: I am here today because of the medical profes-
sionals who treated me. The second chance inspired me to become
a trauma surgeon and give other people that same second chance.

As a trauma surgeon, I and my colleagues are uniquely posi-
tioned to understand and address this issue. Every day, we are the
ones on the front lines caring for patients who suffer injuries from
bullets. We are the ones trying to stop bleeding from pulverized tis-
sue and torn flesh. We are the ones telling families that their loved
ones are never coming home. We are the ones trying to deliver
data-driven solutions with inadequate research funding. We are the
ones that understand all too often that the best medical treatment
from this crisis is often prevention.

For many years, a debate about how we prevent firearm-related
injury and death was one that Members of my profession were re-
luctant to broach. That time has come to an end. Some of us have
been told that we should stay in our lane. Well, this is our lane,
and doing nothing is not an option. If we do nothing and maintain
the status quo, 1 million Americans will be shot in the next decade.

Let me be clear: Firearm-related injury and death in America is
not only a disease, it is a true public health crisis of the United
States. Every day, 109 people die from gun violence, and over 240
people suffer injuries from bullet wounds. The mass shootings that
we have all heard about have become too common and unfortu-
nately capture less than 2 percent of the entire epidemic we face
as a nation. Every day in cities like Baltimore, Philadelphia, Chi-
cago, we have young Black men that are killed, and their stories
often go untold. We need to recognize this is a multifaceted health
problem requiring a diverse group of stakeholders, including but
not limited to health care professionals, public health leaders, sur-
vivors, manufacturers, academia, gun owners, and, yes, the young
people.

We must develop a broad multi-disciplinary, multi-strategy sys-
tem approach that is supported by good science and research. We
have the best practices we can learn from. Look at motor vehicle
crashes in the 20th century. We initially focused on the drivers. We
then broadened that approach from who caused the crash to factors
that lead to death and injury, and we invested in research. We de-
veloped solutions like seat belts and air bags and safer roads. Since
then, we have seen fatalities per-mile-driven fall by 85 percent.
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This is the essence of the public health approach, a multi-sector,
research-informed, evidence-based program and policies. So, in re-
sponse, we developed safer cars and roads, and we saved lives.

The American College of Surgeons Firearm Strategy Team, a
group of surgeon leaders who are firearm owners, recently pub-
lished a statement describing firearm injury prevention solutions
consistent with a public health approach, further underlining that
as Americans we have much more in common than we have that
divides us, and there are ways to come together to prevent firearm-
related injuries.

Congressmen Mike Thompson and Peter King introduced a bi-
partisan background check expansion Act to H.R. 8 on the anniver-
sary of former Congresswoman Gabby Giffords’ near-fatal injury.
The bill expands Brady background checks to cover all private fire-
arm sales, including those at gun shows or over the Internet. Since
the Brady law was implemented in 1994, it has blocked more than
3 million unlawful purchases. Other commonsense solutions that
decrease injury and death include firearm injury prevention re-
search, implementation of extreme risk protection orders, education
on safe storage to end family fire, investing in safe technologies, ex-
panding access to behavioral health services, and improving victim
services.

We have both the opportunity and the responsibility to com-
prehensively address gun violence as the true public health crisis
that it is. This is not a Democrat versus a Republican issue. It is
a uniquely American issue, and it is uniquely in each of your hands
to help fix it.

The America I am fighting for is one where parents no longer
have to fear the phone call that my parents received, that the
Parkland parents received, and literally hundreds of others in com-
munities across this country are receiving every single day. As a
trauma surgeon, I have to look into the eyes of these parents, and
it is nothing less than heartbreaking.

So, the medical community implores you, the time for action is
now. There is no one solution to this complex health problem,
which is why we must come together as a country, to build con-
sensus and support and develop our research-informed, data-driven
approach so that we can help you as our policymakers ensure the
public safety of Americans across this great nation.

Thank you.

[The statement of Dr. Sakran follows:]

STATEMENT OF JOSEPH V. SAKRAN

Chair Nadler, Ranking Member Collins, and other Members of the committee,
thank you for the opportunity to be here today to share my experience, and perspec-
tives on firearm-related injury and death in America. I am not testifying on behalf
of Johns Hopkins University, but rather my role as a trauma surgeon at Johns Hop-
kins Hospital, a survivor of gun violence and a board member of the Brady Cam-
paign.

Laying semi-conscious on the gurney, I could sense the frantic commotion of
healthcare workers bustling around me in the trauma bay. Donned in protective
equipment from head-to-toe, like a man on the moon, all I could see were the eyes
of the trauma surgeon as he hovered over me. Those eyes reflected both intense con-
centration and fierce determination to save my life. They say a picture is worth a
thousand words, but my memory of that face is worth a million.

Only hours before, I had been a healthy 17-year-old student at a high school foot-
ball game. One moment I was simply an innocent bystander, and the next I became



19

collateral damage as a violent fight broke out after the game and a 38-caliber bullet
ripped through my throat, lodging in my shoulder. Nearly unconscious at the time,
I still can vividly see the expressions on the faces of the many people trying to help
me that day. The chaos around me in the trauma bay filled me both with fear and
awe—fear that I might die and awe at the fearless purpose of the medical personnel
fighting to save my life. A prolonged hospital stay, and many operations, gave me
a second chance. This inspired me to become a trauma surgeon and provide that
same second chance for other people.

As a trauma surgeon, I and my colleagues are uniquely positioned to understand
and address this issue. Every day, we are the ones that are on the frontline of car-
ing for patients who suffer injuries from bullets. We are the ones trying to stop
bleeding from pulverized tissue and torn flesh. We are the ones telling families that
their loved ones are never coming home. We are the ones trying to deliver data-driv-
en solutions with inadequate research funding. And we are the ones that under-
stand all too often that the best medical treatment for this crisis is prevention.

For many years, the debate over how we prevent firearm-related injury and death
was one that many Members of my profession were reluctant to broach. That time
has come to an end.

Some have told us to stay out of the debate and “stay in our lane”—well, this is
our lane, and doing nothing is not an option. And if we do nothing and maintain
the status quo, 1 million Americans WILL be shot in the next decade.

Firearm injury and death in America is not only a disease,! but a public health
crisis in the United States. Every day, an average of 109 individuals are killed and
more than 240 people suffer injuries secondary to firearm violence.23 While the
United States is a world leader in many arenas, we are failing when it comes to
firearm injury prevention. Firearm-related injury and death is a public health prob-
lem creating a vast burden of disease across the spectrum of ages and socioeconomic
groups in this country. Additionally, firearm-related violence has a substantial eco-
nomic burden of over 229 billion dollars per year to the United States health care
system.45 Most concerning, despite advances in trauma systems and health care ca-
pabilities, the fatality rate secondary to firearms has not significantly changed or
improved.6 7

In 2017, the Center for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) reported 39,773
deaths from firearm injury. This accounts for 58% of all intentional injuries in the
United States. Of these firearm-related deaths, 23,854 (60%) were suicides and
15,919 (40%) were homicides.27 These numbers are the highest that have been seen
in the past 20 years. Since 1999, there has been a 17% increase in firearm-related
intentional injury mortality rates, with 7,000 more suicide deaths secondary to fire-
arms in 2017 compared to 1999.28

The mass shootings that we have become all too familiar capture less than 2%
of the entire epidemic we face as a nation. Every day in cities like Baltimore, Phila-
delphia, and Chicago we have young Black men that are killed, and their stories
often go untold. Despite the small proportion of the overall epidemic mass shootings
are responsible for, in the United States mass shootings have been increasing in fre-
quency since at least 2011. While the term “mass shooting” has different definitions
among organizations, we define it as any firearm-related incident resulting in injury
or death of 4 or more people. Semiautomatic weapons are commonly used in active
shooter incidents resulting in more people being injured or killed.?

Recognizing we have a problem is essential, and this is a multi-faceted health
problem requiring a diverse group of stakeholders including but not limited to
healthcare professionals and organizations, public health leaders, survivors, manu-
facturers, academia, gun owners, and yes, young people. We must develop a broad
multidisciplinary, multi strategy systems approach that is supported by good science
and research.

We have best practices that we can learn from. Look at motor vehicle crashes in
the latter half of the 20th century, we initially focused on the drivers. We then
broadened our approach from, “who caused the crash” to, “factors that lead to death
or injury.” We determined that numerous fatalities were caused by crashing into
trees, heads smashing into steering wheels, or being ejected from vehicles. We in-
vested in research. We developed solutions like seat belts, air bags, and safer roads.
Since then we have seen fatalities per mile driven fall by 85%. This is the essence
of the public health approach: Multisector, research informed, evidence-based pro-
grams and policies. In response, we developed safer cars and roads, and we saved
lives.

The American College of Surgeons Firearm Strategy Team (FAST) work group, a
group composed of surgeon leaders that are firearm owners, recently published a
consensus statementl® describing firearm injury prevention solutions that is con-
sistent with the public health approach. This is yet another demonstration that as
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Americans, we have much more in common than we have than that which divides
us. The false narrative that exists throughout social media and other outlets at-
tempt to polarize a discussion at a time when now more than ever we must be
united. It is thought that the vastly different viewpoints that may exist around fire-
arms have brought our Nation to a standstill and prevented improvement in vio-
lence and injury prevention.

In 2015, a public opinion survey from the Johns Hopkins Center for Gun Policy
and Research was conducted among gun-owners and non-owners. Both 84% of gun-
owners and 84% of non-owners favored background checks for all gun sales. Addi-
tionally, 78% of gun-owners and 80% of non-owners favored preventing sales to peo-
ple with temporary domestic violence restraining orders. The majority of both own-
ers and non-owners also supported the release of data on which gun dealers sell the
most guns used in crimes, requiring a license before buying a gun to verify identify,
and temporarily removing guns from individuals who pose immediate threat of
harm to self or others.1t

A few weeks ago, Congressman Mike Thompson and Peter King introduced the
Bipartisan Background Check Expansion Act (HR 8) on the anniversary of Con-
gresswoman Gabby Giffords near fatal injury. The Brady Handgun Violence Preven-
tion Act, or “The Brady Bill,” was signed into law in 1993 by President Clinton and
instituted background checks at federally licensed gun dealerships designed to pre-
vent high-risk individuals from purchasing firearms. This bill instituted the FBI to
run each firearm purchaser through the National Instant Criminal Background
Check System. Prohibited users include felons, fugitives, domestic abusers, and dan-
gerously mentally ill individuals. Since the success of the Brady Bill and Brady
Campaign, over 3 million attempts to purchase firearms have been prevented; about
half of these blocked attempts were attempted purchases by felons.12

Background checks are a strongly evidence-based method to reduce firearm vio-
lence.2 In addition, this process is critical to ensuring appropriate individuals have
access to obtaining firearms and avoiding sales or transfer of firearms to criminals
or others who should not have access to these weapons.

While the Brady Bill has been successful in limiting gun sales in federally li-
censed gun dealerships, a significant proportion of firearms are sold through non-
licensed dealers that are not mandated to perform background checks.'314 Cur-
rently, background checks are not required for guns sold at gun shows, online, or
through private transfers. In total, these sales account for an estimated 6.6 million
firearms.1415 Another way to think about it is 1 in 5 (20%) gun sales take place
with “no questions asked” resulting in thousands of guns going into the hands of
people that shouldn’t have them.

We must also ensure federal investment for firearm injury prevention research,
implementation of Extreme Risk Protections Orders, education on safe storage, fire-
arm safety technology investment, expanded access to behavioral health services,
and improving victim services that begin in the hospital, and expanding victim
rights to bring recourse in the courts against gun manufacturers for their negligent
acts.

In 1996, Congress passed the Dickey amendment in the omnibus spending bill
mandating that none of the funds made available for injury prevention and control
at the CDC could be used to “advocate or promote gun control.”16 In addition, in
that same spending bill Congress stripped the CDC of 2.6 Million dollars, which
happened to be the exact amount allocated in the prior year to firearm research.
These actions severely limited research funding dedicated to firearm-related violence
over the past two decades.1” In 2011, this was extended to include all federal agen-
cies including the NTH.18 More recently, in 2013, President Obama signed an Execu-
tive Order permitting the CDC to study or sponsor research dedicated to firearm
injury prevention.1® While this Executive Order created opportunities for funding in-
jury prevention secondary to firearm-related injury and death, Congress has failed
to appropriate the necessary funds to allow for research in this arena.

This funding limitation has substantially impacted firearm-related violence re-
search. Violent injury secondary to firearms is the most poorly addressed public
health problem in the US and is drastically underfunded given its substantial bur-
den of disease.® One study compared the mortality and research funding of different
disease states. The number of deaths from firearm violence and sepsis were nearly
the same in 2014. However, when comparing funding, the aid dedicated to gun vio-
lence research was 0.7% that of sepsis and the publication volume was only 4%.20
Of all diseases compared in this study, firearm violence was the least researched
cause of death.20

We have both the opportunity and responsibility to comprehensively address gun
violence as the true public health crisis that it is. This is not a Democrat versus
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Republican issue. It’s a uniquely American issue and it is uniquely in each of your
hands to help fix it.

The America I'm fighting for is one where parents no longer have to fear the
phone call that my parents received, that the Parkland parents received, and lit-
erally hundreds of others in communities across this country are receiving every sin-
gle day. As a trauma surgeon, I have to look into the eyes of these parents and it’s
nothing less than heartbreaking. The medical community implores you: The time for
action is now. There is no one solution to this complex health problem, which is why
we must come together as a country to build consensus and support and develop
a research informed, data-driven, approach so that we can help you, as our policy-
makers, to ensure the public safety of Americans all across this great nation.
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Chair NADLER. Thank you.
Major Tapp-Harper?

TESTIMONY OF SABRINA TAPP-HARPER

Thank you, Chair Nadler and Members of the House Judiciary
Committee, for inviting me here to testify today. My name is
Sabrina Tapp-Harper, and I am the Commander of the Domestic
Violence Unit of the Baltimore City Sheriff's Office in Baltimore,
Maryland. I am here today to talk about the dangers that gun laws
impose on our communities, specifically for women and families
who are victims of domestic violence.

The data is clear: Victims of domestic violence are at increased
risk of gun violence in this country. In the United States, women
are 11 times more likely to be killed with a gun than women in
comparable countries. Much of this fatal violence against women is
committed by intimate partners. According to the FBI, almost half
of the murders of women were committed by current or former hus-
bands or boyfriends, 10 times as many as by a male stranger.

According to the American Journal of Public Health, the presence
of a firearm in the domestic violence situation increases the risk of
a homicide for a woman by 500 percent. These numbers miss many
of the murders committed by ex-boyfriends who are seldom accu-
rately categorized and who may account for another 300 to 400 of
the 1,000 intimate partners murdered each year.

The Violence Policy Center found that a gun was the weapon
used in over half of the murders in which the weapon was known.
Dr. Jacqueline Campbell’s research has shown that gun access by
a bad actor is the single best predictor of whether a woman will
be killed by him, increasing the risk of her murder by more than
five-fold. Abusers also use guns to terrorize their victims.

While commanding the Domestic Violence Unit of the Baltimore
City Sheriff’s Office, one petitioner directed deputies to an assault
rifle that had been buried in the ground for over 10 years and was
still fully operable when recovered. The respondent in this par-
ticular case was also Federally prohibited from owning firearms.

Domestic abusers hide weapons in any place they can. I know of
deputies directed by petitioners who have recovered hidden fire-
arms in washing machines and air conditioning units as well.

In a study of over 400 women in domestic violence shelters in
California, two-thirds of the women who reported a firearm in their
home said their intimate partner used a gun against them, with
over 70 percent threatening to shoot or Kkill her, 5 percent actually
shooting at her. That same study found that only 1 in 20 abused
women who had access to a gun reported ever having used it in
self-defense against her abuser.

Another study found that among California handgun purchasers,
women who had purchased guns had a 50 percent increased risk
of homicide, all of which could be attributed to homicide by an inti-
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mate partner. Having access to a gun did not make these women
safer.

It is worth noting that mass shootings, those shootings involving
the death of four or more people, disproportionately affect women.
In an analysis of such shootings conducted by the research arm of
Every Town for Gun Safety, in at least 54 percent of mass shoot-
ings, the shooter murdered or injured a current or former partner
or family member, and most of these shootings took place in the
home.

Background checks and laws restricting domestic abusers from
owning weapons appear to be effective. Another analysis of Every
Town found that states with stronger gun laws, including states
that require background checks on every gun sale, reported lower
rates of intimate partner gun homicides of women than states with
weaker gun laws. There is also evidence that State laws to
strengthen firearm prohibitions against domestic abusers reduced
intimate partner homicides.

Law enforcement officers in this country are most often tragically
killed in traffic-related incidents and domestic-related matters.
Greater love hath no man than this that a man lay down his life
for his friends. Those of us who do this important work each day
need strong laws that restrict firearm access to the most dangerous
based on the best available evidence and strong enforcement of ex-
isting laws. This would include policies like closing loopholes that
exempt private gun sales and gun shows from background checks,
ensuring that all states have laws restricting possession and gun
sales to those subject to domestic violence restraining orders and
domestic violence misdemeanors, ensuring that states with such
laws are removing firearms when allowed, and strictly enforcing
the law and amending Federal laws to include dating partners who
research indicates perpetrate a substantial portion of intimate
partner homicide of women.

We all have a responsibility to Act on the facts supported by re-
search data to establish legal parameters to keep us all safe.

Thank you for inviting me here today to share my views on this
critically important public safety issue. I am happy to answer any
questions you may have.

Thank you.

[The statement of Ms. Tapp-Harper follows:]

STATEMENT OF SABRINA TAPP-HARPER

Thank you, Chair Nadler and Members of the House Judiciary Committee for in-
viting me here to testify today. My name is Major Sabrina Tapp-Harper, and I am
the Commander of the Domestic Violence Unit of the Baltimore City Sheriff's Office
in Baltimore, Maryland. I am here to today to talk about the dangers that weak
gun laws pose on our communities, specifically for women and families who are vic-
tims of domestic violence.

The data is clear: Victims of domestic violence are at increased risk of gun vio-
lence in this country. In the United States, women are 11 times more likely to be
killed with a gun than women in comparable countries.! Much of this fatal violence
against women is committed by intimate partners. According to the FBI, almost half
of murders of women were committed by a current or former husband or a boy-

1D. Hemenway and E.G. Richardson, “Homicide, Suicide, and Unintentional Firearm Fatality:
Comparing the United States with Other High-Income Countries, 2003,” 70 Journal of Trauma
238-42 (2011), available at doi: 10.1097/TA.0b013e3181dbaddf.
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friend—ten times as many as by a male stranger.2 According to the American Jour-
nal of Public Health, the presence of a firearm in a domestic violence situation in-
creases the risk of homicide for a woman by 500%.3 These numbers miss many of
the murders committed by ex-boyfriends, who are seldom accurately categorized,
and who may account for another 300-400 of the 1000 intimate partner murders
each year. The Violence Policy Center found that a gun was the weapon used in
over half of murders in which the weapon was known.4

Dr. Jacqueline Campbell’s research has shown that gun access by a batterer is
the single best predictor of whether a woman would be killed by him, increasing the
risk of her murder more than five-fold.5 Abusers also use guns to terrorize their vic-
tims. While commanding the Domestic Violence Unit in the Baltimore City Sheriff’s
Office, one petitioner directed deputies to an assault rifle that had been buried in
the ground for 10 years, and was still fully operable when recovered. The respond-
ent in this case was federally prohibited from owning firearms. Domestic abusers
hide weapons in any place they can. I know of deputies, directed by the petitioner,
who have recovered hidden firearms in washing machines and air conditioning
units.

In a study of over 400 women in domestic violence shelters in California, two-
thirds of the women who reported a firearm in their home said their intimate part-
ner used a gun against them, with over 70% threatening to shoot or kill her and
5% actually shooting at her. That same study found that only 1 in 20 abused women
who has access to a gun reported ever having used it in self-defense against her
abuser.® Another study found that among California handgun purchasers, women
who purchased guns had a 50% increase in risk of homicide—all of which could be
attributed to homicide by an intimate partner.” Having access to a gun did not
make these women safer.

It is worth noting that mass shootings—those shootings involving the death of 4
or more people—disproportionately affect women. In an analysis of such shootings
conducted by the research arm of Everytown for Gun Safety, in at least 54% of mass
shootings, the shooter murdered or injured a current or former partner or family
member, and most of these shootings took place in homes.8

Background checks and laws restricting domestic abusers from owning weapons
appear to be effective. Another analysis by Everytown for Gun Safety found that
states with stronger gun laws, including the states that require a background check
on every gun sale, reported lower rates of intimate partner gun homicides of women
than the states with weaker gun laws.® There is also evidence that State laws to
strengthen firearm prohibitions against domestic abusers reduce intimate partner
homicide. In multiple studies, researchers found that states with statutes re-
stricting those under domestic violence restraining orders from accessing
firearms experience fewer intimate partner homicides, driven by a reduc-
tion in homicides committed with firearms.1011

Law enforcement officers in this country are most often tragically killed in traffic-
related incidents and domestic-related matters. Greater love hath no man this, that
a man lay down his life for his friends ... . Those of us who do this important work
each day need strong laws that restrict firearm access to the most dangerous based
on the best available evidence and strong enforcement of the existing laws. This

2Bureau of Justice Statistics. Homicide Trends in the United States, 1980-2008. 2011. Wash-
ington, DC: Bureau of Justice Statistics. 2011 NCJ 236018.

3 Campbell JC, Webster DW, Koziol-McLain J, et al. Risk factors for femicide in abusive rela-
tionships: results from a multisite case control study. American Journal of Public Health
2003;93:1069-97.

4Violence Policy Center. When Men Murder Women: An Analysis of 2015 Homicide Data—
Females Murdered by Males in Single Victim/Single Offender. www.vpc.org.

5Campbell, Webster, Koziol-McLain, et al.

6 Sorenson, SB and Wiebe, DJ. Weapons in the lives of battered women. American Journal
of Public Health, 2004 94: 1412-1417.

7Wintemute, G; Wright, M.A.; Drake, C.M. (2003). Increased risk of intimate partner homicide
among California women who purchased handguns, Annals of Emergency Medicine. 41(2), p.
281-283, 6.

8Everytown for Gun Safety, Mass Shootings in the United States: 2009-2017. hétps:/ /every
townresearch.org | reports | mass-shootings-analysis /.

9Every town for Gun Safety, Guns and Violence Against Women: America’s Uniquely Lethal
Domest/ic Violence Problem. https:/ /everytownresearch.org/reports/guns-and-violence-against-
women /.

10 April M. Zeoli, et al., “Analysis of the Strength of Legal Firearms Restrictions for Perpetra-
tors of Domestic Violence and Their Association with Intimate Partner Homicide,” American
Journal of Epidemiology 187, No. 11 (2018).

11Vigdor ER, Mercy JA. Do laws restricting access to firearms bydomestic violence offenders
prevent intimate partner homicide? Evaluation Review 2006; 30:313—46.
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would include policies like closing loopholes that exempt private gun sales and gun
shows from background checks; ensuring that all states have laws restricting gun
possession and gun sales to those subject to domestic violence restraining orders and
domestic violence misdemeanors; ensuring that states with such laws are removing
firearms when allowed and strictly enforcing the law; and amending federal laws
to include dating partners, who research indicates perpetrate a substantial portion
of intimate partner homicide of women.

We all have a responsibility to Act on the facts, supported by research data to
establish the legal parameters to keep us all safe. Thank you for inviting me here
today to share my views on this critically important public safety issue. I am happy
to answer any questions you may have. Thank you.

Chair NADLER. Thank you.
Chief Acevedo?

TESTIMONY OF ART ACEVEDO

Good morning, Chair Nadler, Ranking Member Collins, and dis-
tinguished Members of Congress, especially Sheila Jackson Lee,
who has not only been a champion of this issue for a long time but
is actually my Congresswoman. I live in her district.

Mr. CoLLINS. Chief, can I just say, she does such an elegant job,
you ought to take her everywhere for your introduction.

[Laughter.]

Chief ACEVEDO. Thank you. I think I will try that.

Obviously, Congresswoman Garcia, who we have worked with for
so many years at the State level, and Mr. Correa and others that
we have worked with over the years.

I speak today to all of you both as the Police Chief of Houston
and President of the Chiefs Association, representing the largest
police departments in the nation, where gun violence truly takes its
greatest toll.

I am also honored to speak for the U.S. Conference of Mayors
anccl1 attach their Membership resolution, which was submitted yes-
terday.

Mayors and Chiefs have formed an unprecedented alliance with
others to address gun violence in our nation. On June 8th, I had
the privilege to join the U.S. Conference of Mayors in Boston, along
with Mayor Sylvester Turner of Houston and the President of the
U.S. Conference of Mayors, President Steven Benjamin of Colum-
bia, South Carolina, where they unanimously adopted our position
paper on gun violence and reducing gun violence.

I would like to introduce Laura Waxman, who is here today rep-
resenting the nation’s mayors. Laura, if you can wave.

It is important to realize that a firearms policy is not a zero-sum
proposition. We all urge that you let common sense guide you as
you pursue the development of public policies that balance the
long-adopted Second amendment rights of our fellow Americans
with the need to combat the scourge of daily gun violence through-
out our nation.

This gun violence is arguably one of the greatest public health
epidemics facing the Nation everyone in this room loves and serves.
Chiefs of Police and Sheriffs join the victims in asking you to Act
now to prevent one more death and bloodshed. We implore you to
consider multiple steps and measures to curb the ongoing threat of
gun violence.

The universal background check, expanded mental health provi-
sions, red flag legislation are measures that we know will work.
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The time is now to make sure that we get rid of the gaps and loop-
holes that defeat the purpose for which they were intended.

Next week we have invited Members of Congress, I think Mr.
Thompson, Congresswoman Sheila Jackson Lee and others will be
joining the Chiefs and the Sheriffs here in Washington to have a
roundtable on this issue, and if you have not been invited, I would
like to extend that invitation to all Members here today. We hope
again that as this debate continues, that we realize that doing
nothing is not acceptable, and while we really focus and the media
focuses on the multitudes of the almost regular mass shootings in
our country that the media covers, for every one of those, sons and
daughters, our children, our family Members, our police officers,
are being shot, killed, and maimed, and I would urge Congress to
do something this term. It is our time to make a difference because
our streets, our neighborhoods, are truly drowning in the blood of
our victims and in the tears of their loved ones.

At this moment in time, I would like to tell the young people
from Parkland, Santa Fe and beyond, and the March for Our Lives,
that the Chiefs are proud to stand with you. The future belongs to
you, and we are here to help you secure it.

Thank you very much.

[The testimony of Chief Acevedo follows:]
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Chairman Nadler, Ranking Member Collins and Members of the Committee

Thank you, Chairman Nadler, Ranking Member Collins, and distinguished Members of Congress.

| speak to you today both as a Police Chief in Houston, and President of the Major Cities Chiefs
Association — representing all the largest police departments in the Nation — where gun violence
takes its greatest toll. | am also honored to speak for the US Conference of Mayors and to attach
their membership resolution. Mayors and Chiefs have formed an unprecedented alliance to stop
gun violence. On June 8%, | was with the U.S. Conference of Mayors in Boston when they joined the
Major Cities Chiefs in adopting our policy statement, submitted with this testimony. We salute
Houston Mayor Sylvester Turner and U.S.C.M. President Steve Benjamin, of Columbia, SC, for their
strong stand on sensible gun policies.

Last Sunday, | was deeply honored to see that the Washington Post used my own words in their
editorial on gun violence. While | am humbled, | am also proud to speak for so many who have
suffered and their police - who have taken an oath to protect them from harm. | am honored to say
that what the Post quoted is why | am here today.... | said, “We are not asking for prayers — we are
asking for leadership.”

Gun violence and mass murders in America have reached an unprecedented level of epic horror.
The women and men Police Chiefs lead see the brutal ugliness of gun violence every day, and the
suffering of victims and their families who ask, “how could this happen?” Families, churches, schools
and neighborhoods are flowing with the tears shed by the loved ones of victims senselessly ripped
away by gun violence.

Many Americans continue to fall victim to daily gun violence and mass murders, indicative of the
fact NICS, the Nationals Instant Check System, is broken and seriously flawed.

e Charleston, SC: 9 killed, 1 Injured (June 2015)
* Broward County, FL: 5 Killed, 6 Injured (January 2017)
* Schofield/Rothschild, WI: 5 Killed (March 2017)
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Cincinnati, OH: 2 Killed, 16 Injured (March 2017)

San Bernardino, CA: 3 Killed, 1 Injured (April 2017)
Fresno, CA: 4 Killed (April 2017)

Lincoln County, MS: 8 Killed, 1 Injured (May 2017)
Orlando, FL: 6 Killed (June 2017)

Sandy, UT: 3 Killed, 2 Injured (June 2017)

Easton Township, PA: 4 Killed (June 2017)

Alexandria, VA: 1 Killed, 6 Injured (June 2017)

San Francisco, CA: 4 Killed, 5 Injured (June 2017)

Little Rock, AK: 28 Injured (July 2017)

Clovis, NM: 2 Killed, 4 Injured (August 2017)

Plano, TX: 9 Killed, 1 Injured (September 2017)

Antioch, TN: 1 Killed, 8 Injured (September 2017)

Las Vegas NV: 59 Killed, 851 Injured (October 2017)
Sutherland Springs, TX: 27 Killed, 20 Injured (November 2017)
Tehama County, CA: 6 Killed, 12 Injured (November 2017)
Aztec, NM: 3 Killed (December 2017)

Highlands Ranch, CO: 2 Killed, 6 Injured (December 2017)
Benton, KY: 2 Killed, 16 Injured (January 2018)

Parkland, FL: 17 Killed, 17 Injured (February 2018)
Yountville, CA: 5 Killed (March 2018)

Nashville, TN: 4 Killed, 2 Injured (April 2018)

Santa Fe, TX: 10 Killed, 14 Injured (May 2018)
Scottsdale, AZ: 7 Killed (May 2018)

Trenton, NJ: 1 Killed, 22 Injured (June 2018)

Annapolis, MD: 5 Killed, 2 Injured (June 2018)
Jacksonville, FL: 3 Killed, 9 Injured (August 2018)
Aberdeen, MD: 4 Killed, 3 Injured (September 2018)
Cincinnati, OH: 4 Killed, 2 Injured (September 2018)
Florence, SC: 1 Killed, 7 Injured (October 2018)

Louisville, KY: 2 Killed (October 2018)

Pittsburgh, PA: 11 Killed, 6 Injured (October 2018)
Tallahassee, FL: 3 Killed, 5 Injured (November 2018)
Thousand Oaks, CA: 13 Killed, 25+ Injured (November 2018)
Robbins, IL: 1 Killed, 4 Injured (November 2018)

Chicago, IL: 4 Killed (November 2018)

Sebring, FL: 5 Killed (January 2019)

Ascension Parish, LA: 5 Killed (January 2019)
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As the Chief of Police in Houston, | see first-hand the bloodshed and death from gun violence.
Certainly major cities experience most gun violence from street crime, but mass murders by
disturbed persons can occur anywhere. Horrible events in Texas, California, Florida, Virginia,
Connecticut, Colorado, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Nevada and beyond, serve as grim reminders
that we have not done enough to prevent gun violence in America. Gaps and loopholes in the
system make it easy for criminals and the dangerously mentally ill to gain access to guns. As a nation
we need to greatly strengthen our vetting process for purchasing firearms and work together to
provide for a more secure America. We best protect the 2" Amendment by insuring we do
everything we can to keep firearms in the hands of law-abiding Americans of sound-mind.

Together, we can develop policies that can save countless lives that are senselessly taken by
assailants who are prohibited from purchasing firearms but slip through the cracks because the
information never got into the NICS database. Even if the information had been properly recorded,
the shooter could have easily purchased that weapon privately, at a gun show, or on-line.

Universal Background Check

The Universal Background Check is the first and essential step toward comprehensive reform of gun
laws. Without this essential element, there can be no lasting impact on gun violence — because
without this legislation, guns will continue to be sold to those who are not permitted to possess a
firearm. Make no mistake, we seek the adoption of H.R. 8 and we commend Representative Mike
Thompson and his more than 200 colleagues who are sponsoring this long overdue legislation.

There can be no doubt that background checks required by the Brady Law have been very
successful at combatting gun violence and preventing firearms from landing in the hands of those
who are disqualified.

Approximately 2 million people were blocked from obtaining a firearm between 1994 and 2018
because of a failed background check' 2. Additionally, of the 7 million NICS background checks
processed, nearly 104,000 persons were denied®. According to a 2016 study, stronger gun policies
are associated with decreased rates of firearm homicide, even after adjusting for demographic and
sociological factors. Laws that strengthen background checks and permit-to-purchased seems to
decrease firearm rates®.

1 https://bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/bcft99.pdf

2 https://www.fbi.gov/file-repository/federal_denials.pdf/view

2 https://www.fbi.gov/file-repository/2017-nics-operations-report.pdf/view

4 Lee, Lois & Fleegler, Eric & Farrell, Caitlin & Avakame, Elorm & Srinivasan, Saranya & Hemenway, David &
Monuteaux, Michael. (2016). Firearm Laws and Firearm Homicides: A Systematic Review. JAMA internal medicine.
177. 10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.7051.
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NICS Default Approvals — the Charleston Murders

The tragic mass shooting at Emanuel African Methodist Episcopal Church in Charleston, S.C., which left 9
innocent people dead, help to expose a weakness in our gun laws. An obscure provision in the current
law allows a federally licensed gun dealer to sell a firearm to a customer if the background check is not
completed within three business days of the request being filed by the dealer. Approximately 90 percent
of requests receive an immediate return on a firearms transfer,® but those checks that take longer than
3-days increase the likelihood that the purchaser is prohibited by a factor of 9, according to data
released by the FBI.°

Background check statistics give us insight into the daily consequences of a default proceed purchase,
which is putting guns in the hands of persons determined by law to be too dangerous to possess
firearms, and risks thousands of lives every year as a result. Over the 10-year period between 2008 and
2017 over 35,000 firearms transfers were completed to prohibited persons because of the Charleston
Loophole according to the FBI.” While all referrals are investigated by the NICS section and Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives (ATF), often a transfer cannot be determined because
definitive data is unavailable. In 2017 alone 6,004 scenarios were referred to ATF, but 1,140 delayed
denials for prohibited persons could not be determined to have been completed.®

ATF is severely under-resourced for this task, currently maintaining fewer agents than the Broward
County Sheriff’s Office, and a 2017 report by the Washington State Statistical Analysis Center found gun
retrieval is “both dangerous and time consuming.”®

By extending the timeframe for NICS to complete a thorough investigation of a potential purchaser, we
ensure that the background check system works as intended, to save lives by preventing dangerous
individuals from purchasing guns.

Gun Show Loophole

Currently, Federal law requires Federal Firearms License (FFL) dealers to perform background
checks on all buyers. However, unlicensed private persons who sell firearms at gun shows or to
other private persons are not required to conduct background checks. This loophole in our
system facilitates criminals and the dangerously mentally ill to purchase firearms outside of the
regular NICS clearance process.

S https://www.fbi.gov/file-repository/2017-nics-operations-report.pdf/view

€ https://www.d loud.org/d /3722150-Blueprint-for-Federal-Action-on-lllegal-
Guns.html#document/p15/a353800

7 https://www.fbi.gov/services/cjis/nics

& https://www.fbi.gov/file-repository/2017-nics-operations-report.pdf/view

2 http://sac.ofm.wa.gov/sites/default/files/public/pdf/firearm_background_check_gap_analysis.pdf
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Going forward, unlicensed private persons and firearms dealers should be required to conduct
background checks through a Federal Firearms Licensee for both gun show purchases and
individual sales or transfers. Universal background check legislation to eliminate the Gun Show
Loophole must be pursued.

Mental Health Records

Next week will mark the one-year anniversary of the 17 tragic deaths in Parkland, Florida. Sadly, that
was not an isolated mass murder. It was but one of many. Two months later | was speeding south
from Houston to the same horrific violence at a school, where 10 died by gunfire. These cases show
how disturbed persons gain access to guns, either because it was not reported to the FBI or current
law does not provide for such reports.

Parkland, FL: 17 murdered and 17 wounded by a shooter who had a long and well documented
history of mental illness and violent behavior.

Santa Fe, TX: Ten murdered and two wounded by a disturbed young man who should not have been
permitted to possess a firearm.

Recent tragedies have taught us that failure to examine mental health status represents an
enormous gap in the current process. We implore you to examine how current mental health
records may be incorporated into the NICS. The assailants in Aurora, CO; Tucson, AZ; Virginia Tech;
and Newtown, CT; and Jacksonville, FL all had documented and lengthy histories of severe mental
instability.

Required Reporting: Twelve years ago, in 2007, the Virginia Tech massacre of 32 students by a
disturbed young man who passed two background checks because the information had never been
reported to the FBI. More than a decade later, little progress has been made to require States to
entire required information in a timely manner °. Five years ago, a study showed that 12 States had
submitted fewer than 100 mental health record each.™

Expanded Reporting: Congress should examine the type and extent of reporting to determine if
additional records should be required for mental health and domestic abuse. Current law would not
have stopped the Parkland shooter a year ago because his behavior and illness did

10 A Virginia special justice declared Mr. Cho to be “an imminent danger” to himself as a result of mental illness on
December 14, 2005, and directed Mr. Cho to seek outpatient treatment.

Mayors Against lllegal Guns, Twenty Years After US Requires Gun Background Checks, New FBI Data Shows
Information Gaps Still Allow Criminals to Get Firearms (Nov. 21,
2013), at http://www.demandaction.org/detail/2013-11-twenty-years-after-us-requires-gun-background-checks.
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not meet the requirements of current law. Some States have wisely gone beyond the very limited
requirements of Federal law and now require much more extensive reporting.

Red Flag Laws

Following the tragedy in Parkland, states looked more closely at laws that permit a court to take
guns away from those who have been shown to be dangerous. Legislation was introduced in the last
Congress to establish this process in the Federal Courts and Major Cites Chiefs strongly supported
those bills in the House and the Senate.*

A new study concluded that 59% of mass shootings between 1900 and 2017 were carried out by
people either diagnosed with a mental disorder or showed signs of a serious mental health illness
prior to the attack®. Cops deal with mentally ill persons every day, but we cannot do anything to
stop them from buying or possessing guns unless or until Congress acts to follow the lead of states
and adopt “Red Flag” laws.

Persons with a history of violent behavior, especially domestic violence, may be legally eligible to
purchase a gun during a period when they are extremely dangerous. A court order to temporarily
take the gun, and a process to reinstate, should be part of our national policy. At least 13 States now
have such laws, 8 of which were enacted over the course of the year since Parkland. A number of
our member cities like the Seattle Police have well established programs to get guns out of a volatile
and dangerous setting.

Fugitive Prohibited Purchases

While it was clearly the intent of Congress to prohibit gun purchases by fugitives from justice, a recent
legal opinion by the Department of Justice has reversed what was intended. After many years of internal
debate between Federal agency legal counsel, it was determined that the NICS database of prohibited
persons should be purged of fugitives and thus, more that 500,000 wanted persons are now able to buy
guns.

We appeal to Congress for swift and decisive action to correct this flaw and restore the prohibition on
firearm purchases by fugitives who are a threat to public safety — as that was the intent of Congress.

Straw Purchase Buyers

Another glaring failure in current legislation is the ease with which persons may be recruited to buy
firearms for prohibited persons. Most often these are convicted felons such as drug traffickers who may
purchase a wide array of guns simply by paying for the intermediary. The Major Cities Chiefs has
repeatedly supported legislation that would make straw purchases a new federal offense.

12HR2598 and $.1212
2 Duwe, G. (2007). Mass Murder in the United States: A History. Jefferson, NC: McFarland & Company.
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Major Cities Chiefs support the establishment harsher penalties and aggressively prosecute straw
purchasers, who are responsible for putting a substantial number of guns used in criminal acts. More
aggressive prosecution with strong penalties would hold them accountable and act as a deterrent.

Concealed Weapons

Each State has carefully crafted its own laws relating to concealed weapons. While Congress has
heretofore respected the Constitutional sovereignty of the States, we oppose legislation that would
undermine the authority of State laws relating to carrying of weapons. We strongly urge Congress to
reject misguided and impractical proposals for reciprocity. As police officers could not be expected to
recognize legitimate or forged permits from thousands of jurisdictions, it would be impossible to
determine which persons are authorized to carry a concealed weapon. For these reasons, we strongly
oppose the proposals for CCW reciprocity.

Silencers

Legalizing the widespread availability of silencers on our city streets is not in the interest of public
safety. Like machine guns, there is a Federal application process for obtaining silencers —and it works
well. There is no reason to strike it down and allow gang members and felons to buy silencers.
Moreover, silencers would render gunshot locator technology ineffective. There is simply no legitimate
justification for a measure that would further endanger the public.

Bump stocks

Another common-sense measure is a ban on “bump stocks” and similar accessories that replicate fully
automatic weapons fire. Such features result in a number of shots fired that causes the carnage we
witnessed in Las Vegas. Like other law enforcement officials, | have studied the Las Vegas slaughter and
concluded that there is no reasonable sporting or hunting purpose served by deadly devices that
simulate military weapons capabilities. | was seated next to the ATF Director at a recent meeting of
Major Cities Chiefs when he advised the Chiefs that new legislation will be required.

The Trump Administration has instituted a ban on Bump stocks, however legal challenges render the
ban unenforceable for the foreseeable future. Legislation from congress to formally ban bump stocks
would provide the Department of Justice, and ATF, the unequivocal authority needed to eliminate this
dangerous firearm modification.

The Way Forward

Chairman Nadler, Ranking Member Collins and members of the committee, we look to you for
leadership at a time when it is needed more than ever before. Like those of us who wear a badge,
members of Congress share our solemn duty to protect the public. The tragedies we have cited today
should be recognized by Congress as cries for help from past and future innocent victims of gun
violence.
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Firearms safety policy is not a zero sum proposition. We urge you to let common sense guide you as you
pursue the development of public policies that balance the long-ago adopted 2" Amendment rights of
our fellow Americans, with the need to combat the scourge of daily gun violence throughout our nation,
which constitutes what is arguably one of the greatest public health epidemics facing the nation we love
and serve.

Chiefs of Police and Sheriffs join these victims in asking you to act now to prevent more death and
bloodshed. We implore you to consider multiple steps and measures to curb the ongoing threat of gun
violence. The Universal Background Check, expanded mental health provisions and “Red Flag” legislation
are measures that we know will work. The time is now to make the NICS process universal without the
gaps and loopholes that defeat the purpose for which it was intended.

We have invited members of the Committee to join us next week for a roundtable here in Washington
D.C. to discuss how Chiefs and Sheriffs can help to advance this needed legislation. Chiefs from every
major urban area will be gathered here to begin a campaign to get this legislation passed. To do
anything less is a disservice to the public we serve and the communities we have taken an oath to
protect.

On behalf of Major Cities Chiefs, the U.S. Conference of Mayors, and the City of Houston, we thank
you for your courage and leadership on this issue.



e o o o o

.

36

SLMAIORELTIES ]

StiAloRCiTiesty

Firearms Violence Policy
Adopted by Membership Vote

The Major Cities Chiefs Association has been a strong advocate for sensible gun policy
for many years and has taken these positions on key issues.

Legislative Positions

Adopt Universal Background Checks for all gun sales and close both gun show and internet
loopholes

Strengthen NICS definitions of prohibited purchasers to cover all appropriate domestic violence
cases, with strict judicial procedures for appeal and reinstatement

Support “Red Flag” legislation and regulations to preclude gun purchases by mentally disturbed
persons with histories of violent behavior

Ban “bump-stock” devices that replicate fully automatic weapons fire

Maintain ATF regulations and restrictions regarding silencers

Reinstate the assault weapons ban and encourage stiffer penalties for illegal guns

Ban high capacity magazines (10+ rounds)

Ban internet ammo sales, require in-person transactions, records of sales and licensing of ammo
vendors

Oppose legislation that would require States to recognize any and all concealed carry permits
Oppose legislation that further erodes ATF authority

Prevent known terrorists from purchasing firearms and/or ammunition

Policy Statements

Establish a strong system for universal background checks to cover all firearms purchases, with
no exceptions.

Strengthen the national criminal instant background check system. The background check
system does not have complete data and measures should be undertaken to ensure
comprehensive reporting. Mental health information, for example, is inadequate, inconsistent
and incomplete. The NICS system must be improved.

Encourage aggressive federal prosecution of violent offenders using guns. Conviction in Federal
Court generally results in stronger sanctions, removes the offenders from the streets and serves
as a deterrent.

10
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Encourage mandatory reporting of all purchases, transfers and stolen firearms. This measure
would assist law enforcement agencies with identification, criminal investigations and recovery
of stolen firearms.

Establish harsher penalties and aggressively prosecute straw purchasers, who are responsible
for putting a substantial number of guns used in criminal acts. More aggressive prosecution with

strong penalties would hold them accountable and act as a deterrent.

Support and strengthen the authorities of ATF, rather than to restrict and handicap enforcement
of gun laws.

11
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Legislation Supported by Major Cities Chiefs

Fix NICS HR4477; S2135 (Adds new reporting requirements and procedures to toughen
process and prevent kes) Passed as an to ing bill.

Gun Violence Restraining Orders HR2598, $1212 (Establishes process to obtain court
orders barring gun purchases by dangerous persons)

Stop Gun Purchases by Mentally Disturbed Persons HR4142 (Changes Definitions in
NICS and supports school violence and gun violence studies/training)

Ban Bump Stocks HR3947, $1916 (Defines and lists stocks of the type used in Las Vegas
to be banned)

NICS Denial Notification HR4471, $2492 (Notice to police of attempted/rejected gun
purchases)

Assault Weapons Ban/Ban on High Capacity magazines HR 5087(Lists and defines
military-style semi-auto weapons, limits to 10 rounds)

Strengthening the Ban on Straw Purchases HR5134, $1185 (Clarifies and stiffens
penalties)

Expanding Background Checks to Private Sales $2009 (Transfers and sales between
individuals)

Gun Violence P ion and Safe C: ities Act HR5103, (Imp atax on guns
and ammo to fund new programs)

Universal Background Checks HR4240 (Closes gun show and internet loopholes, grants
and incentives to strengthen NICS)

Legislation Opposed by Major Cities Chiefs

Concealed Carry Reciprocity (Requires States to recognize permits issued in any
jurisdiction, even when contrary to a State’s laws)

Legalization of Silencers (Abolishes current Federal restrictions on sales, possession and
use of silencers)

12
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THE UNITED STATES
CONFERENCE OF MAYORS

Submitted by:
The Honorable Stephen K. Benjamin, Mayor of Columbia

MAYORS AND POLICE CHIEFS TOGETHER IN SUPPORT OF SENSIBLE GUN
POLICY

WHEREAS, The U.S. Conference of Mayors and the Major Cities Chiefs Association have
worked together for many years on critical issues that affect the safety and wellbeing of our cities
and our residents; and

WHEREAS, in April 2018 mayors and police chiefs, including top leaders from both the U.S.
Conference of Mayors and Major Cities Chiefs Association, met together to discuss a range of
public safety issues, including strategies to prevent gun violence; and

WHEREAS, both izations have similar,
sensible gun policies in this country,

‘bodies of policy in support of

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that The U.S. Conference of Mayors formally
adopts the gun policies of the Major Cities Chiefs Association and calls on the Administration
and Congress to:

*  Adopt universal background checks for all gun sales and close both gun show and

internet loopholes]

. NICS itions of prohibited to cover all appropriate domestic
violence cases, with strict judicial dures for appeal and rei :

* Support “Red Flag” legislation and lations to preclude gun purch by mentally

disturbed persons with histories of violent behavior;

Ban “bump-stock™ devices that replicate fully automatic weapons fire;

Maintain ATF lations and icti ding silencers;

Reinstate the assault weapons ban and encourage stiffer penalties for illegal guns

Ban high capacity magazines, those with 10+ rounds;

Ban internet ammo sales, require in-person transactions, records of sales and licensing of

ammo vendors;

* Oppose legislation that would require states to recognize any and all concealed carry
permits;

* Oppose legislation that further erodes ATF authority; and

* Prevent known terrorists from purchasing firearms and/or ammunition; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that The U.S. Conference of Mayors formally adopts the gun
policy statements of the Major Cities Chiefs Association, which call on the Administration and
Congress to:

* Establish a strong system for universal background checks to cover all firearms
purchases, with no exceptions;

13
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(GAToR CITIEs)
SCAAOR CIT ST

. THE UNITED STATES
CONFERENCE OF MAYORS

* Strengthen the national criminal instant backgmund check system to ensure that it has
complcte data and hensi reponmg luding the reporting of mental health
which has been inad and i 1

* Encourage aggressive federal prosecution of violent offenders using guns since
conviction in federal court generally results in stronger sanctions, removes the offenders
from the streets and serves as a deterrent;

* Encourage mandatory teponmg of all pun:hases transfers and stolen firearms to assist
law enforcement agencies with identi criminal i ions and recovery of
stolen firearms;

* Establish harsher penalties and aggressively prosecute straw purchasers, who are
responsible for a substantial number of guns used in criminal acts, as more aggressive
prosecution with strong penalties would hold them accountable and act as a deterrent;

* Use court orders to prevent the purchase of firearms by persons who pose a threat to
public safety; and

* Support and then ATF s authorities, rather than icting and i ing the
enforcement of gun laws; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that The U.S. Conference of Mayors pledges to continue to
work in concert with the Major Cities Chiefs Association to see these sensible gun policies
enacted into law to reduce the scourge of gun violence in our cities and throughout our nation.

14
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Chair NADLER. Thank you very much, Chief.
Professor Malcolm?

TESTIMONY OF JOYCE LEE MALCOLM

Dr. MALcoLM. Thank you very much for inviting me to testify
here before the committee.

All of us are here today with the same goal: We want to increase
public safety, and we want to protect the lives of the citizens of our
country. The thing that divides us is how we feel we can best
achieve that aim. The Supreme Court has explained in two land-
mark cases that the Framers of the Second amendment were clear
about the solution to public safety. They have bequeathed to us, as
individuals, the right to keep and bear those guns in common use
for self-defense and other lawful purposes. In other words, we are
to have the means to protect ourselves.

I should say about those two cases, the Heller case in Wash-
ington and the McDonald case in Chicago, that the petitioners were
people who really needed to protect themselves. One of the ones in
the Heller case was a woman named Shelly Parker who lived in
Washington where there was a lot of drug dealing going on. She
reported this several times to the police, and the drug dealers said
they knew who she was, and they were going to get her. In Chi-
cago, Otis McDonald was an African American in his 70s. His
apartment had been invaded several times, and he needed some-
thing to protect himself.

So, these cases were brought by people who really needed to pro-
tect themselves. Now, there are some people who argue that this
right of the Second amendment is outdated, we have the police to
protect us, and go on to claim that permitting law-abiding citizens
to have firearms to protect themselves would make all of us less
safe.

Do we still need to protect ourselves? First, however responsible
the police are, they cannot protect all of us all the time. In fact,
in a landmark case here in Washington, we found out that they
had no responsibility to protect any individual. There was a case
brought by three women who were assaulted in their townhouse on
Capitol Hill. They called 911 repeatedly for half an hour. Nobody
ever came. They sued the police in Washington, and the court dis-
missed their case saying that there was a duty to provide public
service to the public at large, but absent a special relationship be-
tween the police and an individual, no specific legal duty exists. So,
the police have no legal duty to protect any one of us.

I should say about the horrible Parkland massacre that the
school in Parkland has now decided after a study that they are
going to allow the teachers to be armed.

The FBI does not record self-defense. So there have been some
national surveys to try to find out how many people have actually
used a gun in self-defense, and the national surveys, which vary a
lot, have found between 700,000 and 3.6 million defensive uses of
a gun annually. Normally, all that the person defending himself
must do is actually brandish the gun. They almost never need to
use it. It is just a way of showing that they can protect themselves
during an attack.
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Will the private transfer of weapons on the FBI instant back-
ground check prevent gun violence? No, they will not.

On the other hand, tactics to make it difficult for law-abiding
Americans to keep and carry weapons in common use for their self-
defense is a serious infringement of their constitutional right.
Rather than improving public safety, it will make the public more
vulnerable to those who would seek to harm them, including the
battered women who are in danger, including students who are in
a school where no one is protecting them.

To conclude, Justice Scalia, in writing for the majority in the
case of District of Columbia v. Heller, reminded us of the
enshrinement of constitutional rights necessarily takes certain pol-
icy choices off the table.

Thank you.

[The statement of Dr. Malcolm follows:]

STATEMENT OF JOYCE LEE MALCOLM

We are here today because of our common goal: Public safety and how best to pro-
tect the lives of the American people. What divides us is the means by which we
would accomplish that goal. The Supreme Court has explained in two landmark
cases that the Framers of the Second amendment were clear about the solution.
They have bequeathed to us, as individuals, the right to keep and bear those weap-
ons in common use for self-defense and other lawful purposes. In other words we
are to have the means to protect ourselves.

Some argue that this right is outdated and that in 2019 we no longer need to pro-
tect ourselves, the police will protect us. Indeed, they go on to claim that permitting
individual law-abiding citizens to have firearms to protect themselves will make all
of us less safe. I would like to address both assertions.

First do we still need to be able to protect ourselves? Self defense has always been
considered our most fundament right. Despite the many police officers we now have,
even with the best of intentions, they can never protect all of us all the time or even
any one of us all the time. That is something only the individual on the spot can
do. A means of self-defense is especially important to women and the elderly, or all
those who live in more dangerous areas. “The future process of law,” William Black-
stone, the great English jurist, explained, “is by no means an adequate remedy for
injuries accompanied by force.” Self-defense, he adds, “is not, neither can it be in
fact, taken away by the law of society.” Depriving individuals of the means to pro-
}ec% themselves takes the possibility of effective self-defense away. Their safety is
orfeit.

Do the police have a duty to protect you? This may seem a surprising question
but a 1981 case involving three young women living in Capitol Hill provides a star-
tling answer. The women who were brutalized by two men sued the police for failing
to respond to their desperate and repeated calls to 911. The D.C. law banned their
ownership of a firearm. The District of Columbia Court of Appeals dismissed the
women’s complaints against the District and Members of the police department
pointing out: “the duty to provide public services is owed to the public at large, and
absent a special relationship between the police and an individual, no specific legal
duty exists.” In short the police have no legal duty to protect any one of us.

Sadly, in a more recent case those charged with protecting us fail dramatically
as in the terrible shooting at the Stoneman Douglas High School in Parkland a year
ago this month. No only did the local sheriff’'s department receive some 45 calls that
the shooter Cruz posed a danger, they failed to block him from getting a gun or even
to disarm him once he had weapons. After he had entered the school and began his
killing spree the sheriff's deputy failed to confront him as did three other officers,
instead waiting outside the building. The Parkland school now has decided the best
way to protect students is to permit some teachers to be armed.

Has the growing number of law-abiding Americans carrying arms increased the
gun homicide rate? In the past few years State after State has passed “shall issue”
legislation permitting their law-abiding citizens who fulfill certain basic regulations
to carry a concealed weapon, so they may keep and bear arms for self-defense and
other lawful purposes as the Constitution permits. There are now 39 “shall issue”
states. You can drive across the country from Florida to Washington State and
never cross a State that does not have “shall issue” concealed carry. In 2018 the
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FBI reported some 26,181,936 requests for background checks to purchase a weap-
on. Has this increase in the number of firearms led to higher gun homicide rates?
The answer is “no.” Since a high of gun homicide deaths in 1991 there has been
a steep decline, with firearm homicides dropping by nearly half. A study of an up-
tick in the past two years found that more than %5 of the gun deaths were suicides.
While that is little comfort for those who have been grievously harmed by shootings,
it does show that permitting people to protect themselves does not increase the
homicide rate.

On the other hand guns are invaluable to protect oneself or others. The FBI does
not record defensive uses of guns, but national surveys have found between 700,000
and 3.6 million defensive uses of a gun annually. Normally all the defender has to
do is brandish the firearm to halt the attack.

Will including private transfers of weapons on the FBI instant background check
prevent gun violence? A large proportion of gun violence is caused by street gangs
and they and others bent on misusing weapons obtain their guns illegally and are
unlikely to submit to background checks or other requirements. More mental health
facilities able to treat those deemed dangerous to themselves and others would be
an aid in preventing mass killings. In 2016 Congress passed the Helping Families
with Mental Health Crisis Act. This is a positive step in that direction.

On the other hand tactics to make it difficult for law-abiding Americans to keep
and carry weapons in common use for their self-defense is a serious infringement
of their constitutional right and rather than improving public safety will make the
public more vulnerable to those who would seek to harm them. To conclude, Justice
Scalia, in writing for the majority in District of Columbia v. Heller reminded us that
“the enshrinement of constitutional rights necessarily takes certain policy choices off
the table.”

Mr. DEuTCH. Mr. Chair, a point of information.

Mr. Chair, it is important, before we go on, on important pieces
of information, on declarations that are factually wrong, it is im-
portant to point them out.

The Broward County School Board, the Stoneman Douglas teach-
ers did not conclude that the response to what happened in their
school is arming teachers. It is important that we get those facts
straight.

Dr. MaLcoLM. There was a commission—if I could be allowed to
respond?

Chair NADLER. Briefly, yes.

Dr. MALcoLM. There was a commission that was set up by the
school, and it decided that was the best—

Mr. DEUTCH. That is also incorrect.

Chair NADLER. We will deal with this in the question period.

Thank you, Professor.

Ms. Thomas?

TESTIMONY OF ROBYN THOMAS

Ms. THOMAS. Thank you, Chair Nadler, Ranking Member Collins,
an(fl Members of the committee, for the opportunity to testify here
today.

My name is Robyn Thomas, and I am the Executive Director of
the Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence. Giffords Law
Center was formed more than 25 years ago after a mass shooting
at a San Francisco law firm and renamed for Congresswoman
Gabby Giffords after joining forces in 2016 with the organization
she co-founded with her husband, Captain Mark Kelly. I have been
the Executive Director of the Law Center since 2006.

Twelve years ago, I told a Committee of Congress that numerous
loopholes undermine our gun laws, putting American lives at risk.
Since I last testified before Congress, no significant progress has
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been made to close these loopholes, and more than 390,000 people
have died from gun violence in our country.

Some of these shootings made national headlines and shocked
the nation. The massacres at a Safeway in Tucson, at Sandy Hook
Elementary School, a church in Charleston, in Orlando, Las Vegas,
Parkland, and Pittsburgh, just to name a few. Most American gun
violence never makes the news despite nearly 100 people dying
every single day.

The nominal effort made to address the reporting of records to
the background check system has not done enough to stem the tide
of gun violence in our country. It is still far too easy for people who
want to do harm to get their hands on guns.

Because Federal law does not require a background check on
every gun sale, people who should not have guns and are legally
prohibited from accessing them, like domestic abusers, people with
violent criminal records, and people prohibited for mental health
reasons, can easily buy guns from unlicensed sellers with no back-
ground check and no questions asked.

Even if prohibiting records are in the NIC system, people can
simply bypass that system altogether. A 2013 study found that ap-
proximately 80 percent of all firearms acquired for criminal pur-
poses were obtained from sources who were not required to run a
background check, and 96 percent of inmates who were prohibited
from possessing a firearm at the time they committed their crime
obtained a gun this way.

Congress must close this dangerous loophole. That is why I am
grateful to Congressman Mike Thompson and this Committee for
prioritizing H.R. 8, the bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019.
H.R. 8 will make it harder for dangerous people to get their hands
on guns and hurt themselves or others.

Since 1994, background checks have stopped over 3 million gun
sales or transfers to convicted felons and other prohibited individ-
uals. This bill would expand the appropriate use of this system, en-
suring that laws prohibiting these people from possessing guns are
properly enforced.

While closing the loopholes in our Federal background check sys-
tem is a critical first step, we must also do more to cover people
at a high risk from committing violence who are not currently pro-
hibited from purchasing guns. This includes abusive dating part-
ners, stalkers, and people convicted of hate crimes.

We should also ensure families and law enforcement have the
tools they need to intervene when someone demonstrates signs of
a serious crisis, called extreme risk protection order laws. These
laws create a legal process to temporarily remove firearms if a
court finds someone poses a real risk. These laws now exist in some
form in 13 states and save lives while ensuring due process.

We must invest in our collective future. Congress should better
regulate the gun industry and enact a gun trafficking law. It
should also address gun violence in communities where its costs
are felt most acutely, in urban areas where young African Amer-
ican and Latino men are most impacted. Well-funded violence
intervention and prevention programs can successfully break cycles
of violence and level the playing field for safety in our commu-
nities.
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Congress should also invest financially into research in this pub-
lic health and safety crisis. Federal research into gun violence has
been virtually non-existent for 20 years. This must be addressed so
we can learn more about this problem and how to effectively solve
it.

There is no constitutional impediment to passing life-saving gun
laws. Since the founding of our country, gun rights have always co-
existed with gun regulations, and the need to protect public safety
has always gone hand in hand with Americans’ right to own guns.
The only thing standing in the way of saving lives is a lack of polit-
ical will. All we need to strengthen our Federal gun laws is a Con-
gress with the courage to do so.

I urge this Congress to find that courage, to show leadership on
this life and death issue, and to Act now.

Mr. Chair, Members of the committee, thank you for inviting us
here to testify today, and I look forward to answering your ques-
tions.

[The testimony of Ms. Thomas follows:]

STATEMENT OF ROBYN THOMAS

Thank you, Chair Nadler, and Members of the Committee for the opportunity to
testify here today. My name is Robyn Thomas and I am the Executive Director of
Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence. Giffords Law Center was formed
more than 25 years ago after a mass shooting at a San Francisco law firm and re-
named for former Congresswoman Gabby Giffords after joining forces with the orga-
nization founded by her and her husband, Captain Mark Kelly. I have been the Ex-
ecutive Director of the Law Center since 2006.

Twelve years ago, I told a Committee of Congress that numerous loopholes under-
mine our gun laws, putting American lives at risk. Since that time, Congress has
begun to address only one of those shortcomings: A loophole that undermines com-
prehensive reporting of records into the background check system for gun pur-
chasers. And since I last testified before Congress, more than 390,000 people have
died from gun violence in our country.

Some of these shootings made national headlines and shocked the nation—the
massacres at a Safeway in Tucson; in an Aurora, Colorado movie theatre; at Sandy
Hook Elementary School in Connecticut; in a church in Charleston; at the Pulse
nightclub in Orlando; at a country music festival in Las Vegas; at Marjory
Stoneman Douglas High School in Parkland, Florida; and at a synagogue in Pitts-
burgh—to name only a few.

After the Virginia Tech massacre in 2007 and again after the Sutherland Springs
shooting a little over a year ago, we saw Members of both parties come together
to address the records that were missing from the National Instant Criminal Back-
ground Check System (NICS).! Yet, this effort has proven to be far too little to stem
the tide of gun violence in this country. It is still far too easy for people who want
to do harm to get their hands on guns.

Our federal elected officials need to do more than just ensure that records are in
the background check system. We need to make sure that the background check sys-
tem is used every time a person buys a gun. Under current law, unlicensed sellers
can sell guns without running a background check. These sales occur online, at gun
shows, and on the street—any place where the seller is not a licensed dealer.

Because federal law doesn’t require a background check for every gun sale, people
who shouldn’t have guns and are legally prohibited from accessing them—domestic
abusers, people with violent criminal records, and people prohibited for mental
health reasons—can easily buy guns from unlicensed sellers with no background
check and no questions asked, even if their records are in the system. They simply
bypass that system.

This is not an abstract or theoretical matter; it’s a dangerous loophole in our laws
that threatens the public safety of communities across the country.

1NICS Improvement Amendments Act of 2007, Pub. L. No. 110-180, 121 Stat. 2559 (2008);
Fix NICS Act of 2018, Pub. L. No. 115-141, Division S, title VI, 132 Stat. 1132, (2018).
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Gun deaths in the United States have reached their highest level in almost 40
years, with nearly 40,000 Americans dying from gun violence in 2017—more than
100 people every day. Americans are 25 times more likely to be killed by a gun than
people in other developed nations. In fact, no other developed country comes close.
Sales and transfers of guns without background checks are a major contributor to
this problem. A 2017 study estimated that 22 percent of American gun owners ac-
quired their most recent firearm without a background check—which translates to
millions of guns each year.?

A 2013 study found that approximately 80 percent of all firearms acquired for
criminal purposes were obtained from sources who were not required to run a back-
ground check, and that 96 percent of inmates who were prohibited from possessing
a firearm at the time they committed their crime obtained their gun this way.3

Congress must close this dangerous loophole. I am grateful to Congressman Mike
Thompson and this Committee for prioritizing H.R. 8, the Bipartisan Background
Checks Act of 2019, in the 116th Congress.

This bill does not infringe on the right of Americans to own guns to protect them-
selves and their families, or to possess them for other lawful purposes. Nothing in
the Constitution requires America’s leaders to stand by and do nothing while more
people die from gun violence each year than die from military combat overseas. Nei-
ther are background checks a violation of the Second Amendment. In fact, the Su-
preme Court itself has endorsed lifesaving gun safety laws to reduce access to guns
by dangerous people, and throughout American history, courts have repeatedly
upheld strong firearms regulations.

H.R. 8 will make it harder for dangerous people to get their hands on guns and
hurt themselves or others. Since 1994, background checks have stopped over three
million gun sales or transfers to convicted felons, abusive partners, and people pro-
hibited for mental health and other reasons. This bill would expand the use of this
system, ensuring that the laws prohibiting these people from possessing guns are
enforced.

Law-abiding citizens can pass background checks. The background checks system
is designed to identify and deny gun sales to only individuals prohibited from pos-
sessing firearms. The FBI’s quality control evaluations indicate that background
checks are accurate approximately 99.3 percent to 99.8 percent of the time.# And
in about 90 percent of cases, firearm background checks processed through NICS
are processed within 90 seconds.?

Sometimes, however, the FBI cannot immediately obtain a clear yes or no answer
on a NICS check. As I mentioned 12 years ago, federal law allows gun dealers to
transfer guns after three business days, even if the FBI is still processing the back-
ground check.® This loophole allowed the shooter who horrifically, hatefully killed
nine people in a church in Charleston, South Carolina, in 2015 to obtain his gun,
even though he wasn’t legally entitled to buy it, because his background check was
still in progress. Approximately 3,000 to 4,000 guns per year are transferred this
way and then later have to be reacquired when the FBI determines after the three-
day window has closed that the person should not have passed the background
check.” The Charleston loophole threatens local communities by enabling guns to
fall into the hands of dangerous people. In the last Congress, Congressman James
Clyburn introduced legislation to fix this problem. Congress should pass this legisla-
tion.

While closing the loopholes in our federal background system is a critical first
step, we must also do more to strengthen the laws that cover people at a high risk
of committing violence who are not currently prohibited from possessing firearms,
including domestic abusers.

2Matthew Miller, Lisa Hepburn, and Deborah Azrael, “Firearm Acquisition Without Back-
ground Checks,” Annals of Internal Medicine 166, No. 4 (2017): 233-239.

3Katherine A. Vittes, Jon S. Vernick, and Daniel W. Webster, “Legal Status and Source of
Offenders’ Firearms in States with the Least Stringent Criteria for Gun Ownership,” Injury Pre-
vention 19, No. 1 (2013): 26-31.

40ffice of the Inspector General, “Audit of the Handling of Firearms Purchase Denials
Through the National Instant Criminal Background Check System,” U.S. Department of Justice,
September 2016, https:/ | oig.justice.gov [reports /2016 | a1632.pdf.

5Federal Bureau of Investigation, “National Instant Criminal Background Check System Cele-
brates 20 Years of Service,” Criminal Justice Information Services, November 30, 2018, Attps:/ /
www.fbi.gov [ services | ¢jis [ ¢jis-link [ national-instant-criminal-background-check-system-
celebrates-20-years-of-service.

618 U.S.C. 922(t)(1)(B)(ii).

7Criminal Justice Information Services Division of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S.
Department of Justice, “National Instant Criminal Background Check System (NICS) Oper-
ations Reports,” available at https:/ /www.fbi.gov /services/cjis/nics.
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Nearly 600 women are shot and killed by intimate partners every year—an aver-
age of one woman every 16 hours.®8 More than one in three women in the United
States have experienced sexual violence, physical violence, and/or stalking by an in-
timate partner in their lifetimes, making it critical that policymakers take steps to
remove firearms from domestic violence situations. The gun homicide rate for
women in the United States is 16 times higher than in other high-income coun-
tries,? fueled in large part by elevated rates of intimate partner gun violence. Guns
and domestic violence are a deadly mix: The presence of a gun in a domestic vio-
lence situation makes it five times more likely the victim will die,10 while domestic
violence assaults involving a gun are 12 times more likely to end in death than as-
saults with other weapons or physical harm!! And even when they aren’t used to
commit murder, guns are often used by abusers to threaten and coerce their vic-
tims—approximately 4.5 million women in the United States have been threatened
with a gun by an intimate partner.12

As was the case when I last testified here, current federal law does not prohibit
gun possession by people who have assaulted dating partners they haven't lived
with. This deadly gap leaves a significant number of abusers able to legally pur-
chase and possess guns—and use them against their partners—despite a docu-
mented history of violence. As more couples wait until later in life to marry, this
exception becomes deadlier: Today, dating partners, not spouses, commit nearly half
of all intimate partner homicides.13 A study in one city showed that over 80 percent
of intimate partner violence calls to law enforcement involve unmarried dating part-
ners who aren’t covered by our gun laws.l4 Congress must address this deadly
threat to women by making clear that people convicted of misdemeanors for abusing
or stalking dating partners aren’t entitled to have guns just because they weren’t
married to their victims. That’s why I am grateful to Congresswoman Debbie Din-
gell for introducing H.R. 569, the Zero Tolerance for Domestic Abusers Act of 2019,
in the 116th Congress. This bipartisan bill would follow the lead of states that have
closed this loophole and subsequently experienced a 16 percent drop in intimate
partner homicides committed with guns.15

H.R. 569 would also close the stalking loophole. Current federal law prohibits
stalkers convicted of felonies from purchasing or possessing guns, but lets those con-
victed of misdemeanor crimes to legally access them. But because felony stalking
charges are often pled down to misdemeanors, this leaves victims at significant risk.
Nearly one in six women in the United States is the victim of stalking in their life-
times,'® and stalking is a strong indicator of future violence. One study of female
murder victims in 10 cities found that 76 percent of women who were murdered and
85 percent who survived a murder attempt by a current or former intimate partner
had previously been stalked.1?

People convicted of abusing dating partners and stalking clearly should not have
access to guns. Neither should those convicted of hate crimes.

Violent extremists and hate groups often use firearms as tools of violence and in-
timidation. Between 2010 and 2014, roughly 43,000 hate crimes involving the use

8 Jennifer Mascia, “Once Every 16 Hours, an American Woman Is Fatally Shot by a Current
or Former Romantic Partner,” The Trace, Feb. 9, 2016, https:/ /www.thetrace.org/2016/02/
women-domestic-violence-death-statistics /.

9Erin Grinshteyn and David Hemenway, “Violent Death Rates: The US Compared with Other
High-income OECD Countries, 2010,” American Journal of Medicine 129, No. 3 (2016): 266-273.

10 Jacquelyn C. Campbell, et al., “Risk Factors for Femicide in Abusive Relationships: Results
from a Multisite Case Control Study,” 93 Am. J. Pub. Health (July 2003): 1089, 1092.

11Tinda E. Saltzman, et al., “Weapon Involvement and Injury Outcomes in Family and Inti-
mate Assaults,” 267 JAMA (1992): 3043-3047.

12 Susan B. Sorenson, Rebecca A. Schut, “Nonfatal Gun Use in Intimate Partner Violence: A
Systematic Review of the Literature,” Trauma Violence Abuse 19, No. 4 (2018): 431-442.

13 Bureau of Justice Statistics, U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Homicide Trends in the United States,
1980-2008 (Nov. 2011): 20, http:/ / bjs.gov/ content [ pub [ pdf | htus8008.pdf.

14 Susan B. Sorenson, Devan Spear, “New Data on Intimate Partner Violence and Intimate
Relationships: Implications for Gun Laws and Federal Data Collection,” Preventive Medicine
107 (2018): 103-108.

15 April Zeoli, et al., “Analysis of the Strength of Legal Firearms Restrictions for Perpetrators
of Domestic Violence and Their Association with Intimate Partner Homicides,” American Jour-
nal of Epidemiology 187, No. 7 (2018): 1449-1455.

16 National Center for Injury Prevention and Control, Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion, “National Intimate Partner and Sexual Violence Survey: 2015 Data Brief — Updated Re-
lease,” (2018): 5, https:/ /www.cde.gov [ violenceprevention / pdf/2015data-brief508.pdf.

17 Judith M. McFarlane, et al., “Stalking and Intimate Partner Femicide,” Homicide Studies
3, No. 4 (1999): 300-316.
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or threatened use of a gun were committed in the United States.!® Recent mass
shootings at a gay nightclub in Orlando, an historic African-American church in
Charleston, and a Sikh temple in Oak Creek, Wisconsin, were among the deadliest
hate crimes ever committed in the United States, and among the deadliest mass
shootings in our nation’s history. But federal law does not prohibit perpetrators of
hate crimes from possessing firearms if they plead down their crimes to mis-
demeanors. In the last Congress, Congressman David Cicilline introduced legislation
to close this loophole. I urge this Congress to take up and pass such a bill.

One more thing Congress should do is to pass extreme risk legislation of the kind
that has been enacted in red states and blue states across the country, especially
since the tragic shooting at Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School in Parkland,
Florida. Law enforcement officers often learn that certain individuals in their com-
munities pose a real risk of harming themselves or others—and shouldn’t be per-
mitted to possess guns while theyre at risk. Family Members, too, often are
alarmed that a loved one is engaging in dangerous behavior, and a common thread
in many mass shootings is that a family member of the shooter saw these warning
signs even before any violence occurred.!® Extreme risk laws give families and law
enforcement a way to intervene when someone demonstrates signs of a serious cri-
sis, but in too many states, families and law enforcement lack this tool.

Extreme risk protection order laws empower families and law enforcement by cre-
ating a mechanism to temporarily remove guns and prevent the purchase of new
guns if a court finds that someone poses a real risk to themselves or others. These
laws now exist in some form in 13 states and save lives while ensuring due process
for those who pose serious dangers: researchers have determined that in Con-
necticut, for every 10 to 20 orders i1ssued, one life was saved.20

Laws authorizing extreme risk protection orders are a critical tool in helping to
prevent gun suicides, which represent 60 percent of gun deaths. Guns are used in
only five percent of suicide attempts, but are responsible for over 50 percent of all
suicide deaths. This is because suicides attempted with guns are fatal 85 percent
of the time—far more often than suicides attempted by other means.2! Put simply,
people are more likely to die by suicide if they have easy access to firearms, and
far less likely to die by suicide if they do not. For many individuals, this may mean
the difference between life and death: nine out of 10 people who survive a suicide
attempt do not die by suicide at a later date.

Congress can and must do more to support State extreme risk laws. These laws
have been enacted in states with broad bipartisan support, and in the last two Con-
gresses, there has been bipartisan support for legislation that would provide grants
to states that have enacted such legislation or would provide a procedure to seek
an extreme risk order from a federal court. I urge this Congress to prioritize similar
legislation.

Congress should also Act to address gun violence in the communities where its
costs are felt most acutely. Gun homicides disproportionally and unjustly impact
young African American and Latino men in urban areas. In 2017, over 65 percent
of gun homicide victims were men of color. Those who survive gun violence are like-
ly to experience it again: In studies of urban hospitals, researchers found that up
to 45 percent of patients treated for injuries like gunshots were violently reinjured
within five years.22 Yet, if implemented properly, violence intervention programs,
like focused deterrence, street outreach, and hospital-based interventions, have a
proven record of success at reducing this violence.23 These programs are capable of
saving both lives and money, but require reliable, consistent funding to be success-
ful. Currently, programs like these have been implemented in just a handful of cit-

18Center for American Progress, Hate and Guns: A Terrifying Combination, Feb. 2016,
htéps:/ /edn.americanprogress.org | wp-content /uploads /2016 /02 /23104301 | HateCrimes-report

.pdf.

19 See Federal Bureau of Investigation, “A Study of the Pre-Attack Behaviors of Active Shoot-
ers in the United States,” June 2018, https:/ /www.fbi.gov/file-repository | pre-attack-behaviors-
of-active-shooters-in-us-2000-2013.pdf [ view.

20 Jeffrey W. Swanson et al., “Implementation and Effectiveness of Connecticut’s Risk-Based
Gun Removal Law: Does it Prevent Suicides?,” Law and Contemporary Problems 80 (2017): 179—
208.

21 Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence, Confronting the Inevitability Myth: How
Data-Driven Gun Policies Save Lives from Suicide, (2018) 8, 25, hitps:/ /lawcenter.giffords.org/
w]&-content /uploads /2018 /09 / Giffords-Law-Center-Confronting-The-Inevitability-Myth 9.3.18

22 J. Purtle et. al., “Hospital-based Violence Intervention Programs Save Lives and Money,”
J. Trauma Acute Care Surg. 75, No. 2 (2013): 331-333.

23 See Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence, Healing Communities in Crisis: Life-
saving Solutions to the Urban Gun Violence Epidemic (2016), https:/ / lawcenter.giffords.org /wp-
content/uploads /2019 /01 |/ Healing-Communities-in-Crisis.pdf.
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ies and funded through a patchwork of discretionary grant programs. The Depart-
ments of Justice and Health and Human Services should dramatically increase
funding for these programs. Over the long term, this would pay off in a literal sense:
Every year, gun violence costs the American economy $229 billion. Congress needs
to invest in reducing gun violence.

This investment must include a commitment to fully understand the American
gun violence epidemic. This requires research. But in 1996, Congress took away
dedicated federal funding for gun violence research from the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC). For more than 20 years, federal investment in gun
violence research has remained virtually nonexistent at the nation’s primary health
protection agency, despite gun deaths increasing for the past three years in a row
to levels not seen in decades. Researchers estimate that gun violence receives less
than two percent of the funding it would be expected to receive based on the scope
and toll of the problem: the Federal Government spends only $57 in research monies
per gun death, while lung disease, cancer, and heart disease receive $6,556, $2,996,
and $1,740 per death, respectively.24 Congress must correct this inequity and imme-
diately dedicate the appropriate funding to tackle this public health crisis.

Congress must also do more to address gun trafficking. Notably, no clear and ef-
fective federal law prohibits gun trafficking. This blatant omission means that law
enforcement agencies rarely focus their efforts on those individuals who put guns
into the wrong hands. Closing the background check loophole would begin to ad-
dress this problem, but the law must directly address gun trafficking. Current law
does require federally licensed firearms dealers to provide a report to the Bureau
of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) any time a person buys more
than one pistol within five consecutive business days, which can indicate a trafficker
at work.25 This provision should be expanded to all firearms to provide law enforce-
ment with the opportunity to investigate individuals with potentially dangerous in-
tent.

It is of paramount importance that we give law enforcement all the information
they need to keep communities safe. When felons and other prohibited people lie on
Form 4473 when buying a gun, not only are they violating federal gun laws, bu they
may also be planning violent crimes. But current law does not require reporting
these so-called “lie and try” attempts to State or local law enforcement. Bipartisan
legislation was introduced in both chambers in the 115th Congress to ensure that
when prohibited individuals lie on a background check form and try to buy a gun,
law enforcement gets a heads up. This prompt notification of law enforcement al-
lows agents to investigate and make sure that a prohibited purchaser doesn’t obtain
a gun some other way and use it to commit a crime.

Congress should also ensure that ATF is empowered and adequately funded to en-
force our nation’s gun laws. While most gun dealers operate responsibly, a small
number of irresponsible gun dealers supply an overwhelming number of guns used
in crimes. Gun dealers need a license from ATF to operate, but ATF lacks the re-
sources and authority to effectively oversee dealers and shut them down when they
behave irresponsibly.

ATF is prohibited from conducting more than one unannounced inspection of each
dealer per year26—but even without this restriction, ATF would still lack the re-
sources to conduct sufficient inspections. In fact, a 2013 report by the Office of the
Inspector General found that 58 percent of dealers had not been inspected within
the past five years due, in part, to a lack of resources.2? This problem has not been
solved in the years since: In 2017, ATF inspected only about eight percent of federal
firearm licensees. Fewer than half of the businesses inspected were found to be in
full compliance with federal firearms laws.28

ATF is only authorized to revoke the license of a dealer who has “willfully” vio-
lated the law,2® and ATF’s authority to temporarily suspend a gun dealer’s license
is strictly limited. In 2017, ATF took administrative action against 3,548 firearms

24David E. Stark and Nigam H. Shah, “Funding and Publication of Research on Gun Violence
and Other Leading Causes of Death,” JAMA 317, No. 1 (2017): 84-86.

2518 U.S.C. 923(g)(3)(A).

2618 U.S.C. 923(g)(1)(B).

27 Office of the Inspector General, Evaluation and Inspections Division, U.S. Department of
Justice, Review of ATF’s Federal Firearms Licensee Inspection Program (Apr. 2013): ii, http://
www.justice.gov [oig [ reports /2013 [e1305.pdf.

28 Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms & Explosives, Fact Sheet—Facts and Figures for Fis-
cal Year 2017 (May 2018), https:/ /www.atf.gov / resource-center | fact-sheet | fact-sheet-facts-and-
figures-fiscal-year-2017.

2918 U.S.C. 923(e).
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licensees, but only revoked or denied the renewal of 40 licenses.3° This means that
dealers are often allowed to stay in business despite careless or reckless business
practices that have allowed criminals access to guns—even after law enforcement
learns about those dangerous business practices.

ATF is also specifically prohibited from requiring firearm dealers to conduct in-
ventories of their businesses.?! The bureau’s lack of authority to ensure that fire-
arms dealers utilize this common business practice means that, absent State or local
regulation, dealers are not required to confirm whether firearms have gone missing.
Gun stores are also under no legal obligation to use basic security measures to safe-
guard their inventories. Over 12,000 guns were either lost or stolen from federal
firearms licensees in 2017 alone.32

To keep American communities safe, gun stores whose irresponsible business
practices put guns in the hands of criminals should not be allowed to stay in busi-
ness, and ATF should have the resources and authority necessary to provide proper
oversight and revoke licenses from bad actors. In past Congresses, bills have been
introduced in both the House and the Senate that would strengthen ATF’s authority
and reduce these problems.

Just as ATF desperately needs modernization, so too does the gun industry. Gun
safety technology includes personalized guns and accessories such as gun safes, trig-
ger locks, and retrofit kits that prevent firearms from being fired by unauthorized
users.33 These innovations have the potential to reduce gun suicides and uninten-
tional shootings, especially among children, as well as gun thefts. Nearly 7,000 chil-
dren in the United States receive medical treatment for gun-related injuries each
year. Personalized guns and accessories let owners’ control who can access their
gun. The technology that gives owners this control includes biometric security meth-
ods, like fingerprint sensors, and radio-frequency identification (RFID) technology,
which uses radio waves to identify objects. Personalized accessories, like a finger-
print trigger lock, add an extra layer of security to gun safes or locks. When used
with traditional guns, they offer a similar level of security to personalized guns.
Congress can encourage the development of these potentially lifesaving technologies
by providing research and development tax credits and grants for gun safety tech-
nology through supporting the SAFETY Act introduced by Congressman Jim Himes.

In addition to encouraging the gun industry to pursue more responsible and safer
business practices, Congress should ensure that irresponsible and dangerous indus-
try actors can be held accountable. But gun dealers, importers, and manufacturers
also enjoy an immunity from civil liability that doesn’t apply to any other industry.
After a series of lawsuits in the 1990s began to hold particularly reckless gun busi-
nesses liable, the gun lobby convinced Congress to pass and President Bush to sign
the Protection of Lawful Commerce in Arms Act in 2005.34 This law gives gun man-
ufacturers and sellers unprecedented nationwide immunity from lawsuits and as a
result, the industry can ignore the incentive that civil litigation normally provides
for private businesses to avoid causing harm to the public. PLCAA has slammed the
courthouse doors shut for the thousands of gun violence victims whose deaths and
injuries could have been prevented if the gun industry behaved in a more respon-
sible manner. This Congress has the chance to right this wrong by passing legisla-
tion to repeal PLCAA.

While the gun industry should be treated equally in court to all other industries,
it is clear that all guns are not created equal. Semi-automatic assault rifles offer
a lethal combination: rifle ammunition capable of penetrating bullet-proof vests, cou-
pled with the capability to accept detachable magazines that can hold as many as
100 rounds. This lethality has made semi-automatic assault weapons with large-ca-
pacity magazines the weapons of choice for shooters who carry out horrific public
attacks. Because shooters with large-capacity magazines can fire at large numbers
of people without taking the time to reload, those in the line of fire do not have
a chance to escape, law enforcement does not have the chance to intervene, and the
number of lives shattered by senseless acts of gun violence increases dramatically.

30 Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms & Explosives, Fact Sheet - Facts and Figures for Fis-
cal Year 2017 (May 2018), https:/ /www.atf.gov / resource-center | fact-sheet | fact-sheet-facts-and-
figures-fiscal-year-2017.

31 Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act 2013, 113 P.L. 6, 127 Stat. 198
(2013).

32 Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms & Explosives, Federal Firearms Licensee (FFL) Theft/
{ioss . Rslport (2018), https:/ |www.atf.gov [ resource-center [ docs [ report | theftdatausa2017pdf/

ownload.

33 Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence, Securing a Safer Future: How Incentives for
Gun Safety Technology Can Stop Shootings (2018), https:/ /lawcenter.giffords.org /wp-content/
uploads /2018 /06 | Securing-a-Safer-Future-Giffords-Law-Center-6.13.18.pdf.

34Pub. L. No. 109-92, 119 Stat. 2095 (2004).
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In Tucson, when Gabby was shot, the moment when the shooter stopped firing to
reload was the moment when a courageous bystander intervened and stop his ram-
page.

Congress must do more to restrict access to these deadly devices, which includes
ensuring that a teenager cannot easily purchase these exceptionally lethal firearms.
Congress set the minimum age to buy a handgun at 21, but allows an 18-year-old
to buy an AR-15. That is how the teenage shooter in Parkland, Florida, was able
legally buy a semi-automatic assault rifle and use it to kill 17 people. Since that
tragic day, four states have closed this gap and ensured that residents cannot buy
an AR-15 or AK—47 before they are old enough to buy a handgun—or even a beer.
Elected officials on both sides of the aisle in State legislatures, Congress, and the
White House agree we must raise the minimum age to purchase these weapons of
war. Bipartisan legislation has already been introduced this Congress to do just
that, and I call on Congress to take this commonsense step forward.

Finally, Congress should Act to ban bump stocks. In the terrifying attack in Las
Vegas, a shooter used semi-automatic assault rifles modified with bump stocks to
shoot more people more quickly. As we are all too aware, attaching a bump stock
allows a gun to fire like a machine gun. It was this modification that allowed the
shooter to kill 58 people and injure hundreds in a matter of minutes. While a new
federal regulation was finalized to ban bump stocks, it was immediately challenged
in court, and there is a real risk that it will be tied up in the courts for months
or years, leaving these dangerous accessories available to the public. Congress can
ensure this threat is dealt with once and for all by acknowledging bipartisan sup-
port for banning bump stocks and passing legislation that does so.

As this testimony makes clear, there are countless ways that Congress can, and
should, strengthen our gun laws to make our country safer and save lives from gun
violence. The final point I want to make is that all of the legislation I have endorsed
stands on firm constitutional ground. None of the proposals I've urged Congress to
pass violate the Second Amendment.

In District of Columbia v. Heller, the landmark case from 2008, the Supreme
Court held that the Second amendment protects an individual right of law-abiding
citizens, unconnected to militia service, to own guns for self-defense. But in writing
for the Court’s majority, the late Justice Antonin Scalia also made crystal clear that
the right is not absolute or unlimited, and that it does not override basic public safe-
ty concerns.35 Heller explicitly said that the Second amendment was not a “right
to keep and carry any weapons whatsoever in any manner whatsoever and for what-
ever purpose,” and stated directly that a range of laws are fully consistent with the
Second Amendment, including those prohibiting gun possession by felons and the
mentally ill, prohibiting guns in sensitive places like schools and government build-
ings, and placing conditions on gun sales—conditions like background checks. The
Court noted that nothing in the Second amendment prohibits government from reg-
ulating firearm storage to prevent accidents and made clear that Congress and the
states can prohibit civilian possession of dangerous weapons of war like the M16
and other weapons most adapted to military use.

Heller’s explicit recognition that a broad range of gun laws are fully consistent
with the Second amendment is in keeping with more than 200 years of American
history. Since the founding of our country, gun rights have always coexisted with
gun regulations, and the need to protect public safety has always gone hand-in-hand
with Americans’ right to own guns. Indeed, early American gun laws were, in many
cases, much more restrictive than 21st century laws, and went much further than
any of the actions I have urged Congress to take today. That is why, for more than
200 years before Heller and in the decade that followed that decision, federal and
State courts across the country have, again and again, upheld strong gun laws that
keep our communities safe.

Let me be clear: there is no constitutional impediment to passing lifesaving gun
laws. The Second amendment does not stand in the way of passing stronger gun
laws. The only thing standing in the way is the lack of political will. All we need
to strengthen our federal gun laws is a Congress with the courage to do so. I urge
Congress to find that courage, to show leadership on this life-and-death issue, and
to act, now.

Our gun violence crisis is a uniquely American problem. It's a problem that
plagues our country in countless different ways and exacts a devastating toll on our
communities. But it’s a problem with solutions. While one single law will never stop
all gun violence, we know strong gun laws save lives. We know that allowing chil-
gren to grow up safe from violence is not a partisan issue, or at least it shouldn’t

e.

35554 U.S. 570 (2008).
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We have seen progress in recent years. That progress must be the expectation,
not the exception. So today, I ask all Members of this Committee and Congress as
a whole to recommit themselves to making progress and taking action to reduce gun
violence in this country. Thank you again, Mr. Chair, and I look forward to taking
your questions.

Chair NADLER. I thank all the witnesses for their testimony. We
will now proceed under the 5-minute Rule with questions. I will
begin by recognizing myself for 5 minutes.

My first question is for Dr. Sakran. Dr. Sakran, we have heard
today, and we hear repeatedly during this extended debate, that
the real problem or one real problem is mental health, and we have
got to deal better with mental health. Now I am sure no one objects
to dealing better with mental health problems. My question is the
following.

As I noted in my opening statement, gun deaths in most other
countries are in the double or single digits—at double or triple dig-
its, 300, 200, 100. In our country, it is 35,000 to 40,000 a year. Is
there any evidence, number one, that mental health differences—
that our people are 10,000 times more mentally ill on average than
people in other industrialized countries, that this provides an ex-
planation and that dealing with mental health alone will go any
distance toward solving this problem?

Dr. SAKRAN. Well, thank you, Mr. Chair, for that question.

The disparity that exists between our country and other com-
parable countries is dramatic, as you suggest. Even when folks fac-
tor in for the rates of mental health disease and other issues, we
still exceed all those other countries by a significant proportion. So,
it is not that we are completely dissimilar.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. I will ask you one other question.

Firearms emergency protective orders empower family and law
enforcement who recognize signs of danger to petition for a court
order to temporarily remove a person’s access to guns if they are
likely to use them to harm themselves or others. Briefly, please,
what can Congress do to ensure that every American has access to
an extreme risk protection order in appropriate circumstances
when someone they love is experiencing such a crisis?

Dr. SAKRAN. Yes, I mean, this is such an important issue because
when you look at the majority of deaths from firearms, those come
from suicide, two-thirds. The reality is when you look at the time
that it takes from when the person decides to commit suicide until
they actually make that first attempt, 50 percent happen within
the first 10 minutes.

So being able to have—

Chair NADLER. So, what can Congress do to ensure—

Dr. SAKRAN. Yes. So being able to have extreme risk protection
orders where you can empower family Members and you can em-
power law enforcement to temporarily actually seize weapons so
that they are not a harm to themselves, or others is critical.

Chair NADLER. Thank you.

Ms. Thomas, the NRA and others have argued that enacting uni-
versal background checks would penalize law-abiding gun owners
and prevent such transfers as a father giving a gun to his son. Yet
the plain language of H.R. 8, the Bipartisan Background Checks
Act, is narrowly written and clearly allows for this kind of transfer.
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Can you walk us briefly through H.R. 8 and how it explicitly pro-
tects these kinds of common transfers?

Ms. THOMAS. So, basically, what H.R. 8 does is it takes our exist-
ing law, which prohibits this variety of individuals that we deem
to be at highest risk from purchasing firearms, now these individ-
uals can buy firearms easily without a background check through
an unlicensed sale. This law would mean that all transfers of fire-
arms have to take place through a gun dealer, including a back-
ground check, so that that background check would apply to all in-
dividuals.

There are exceptions in the law for a number of instances, in-
cluding self-defense, including loans for hunting and other lawful
purposes, and also for transfers within immediate family Mem-
bers—grandparents, parents, aunts, and uncles.

Chair NADLER. So, within immediate family wouldn’t be subject
to this?

Ms. THOMAS. Excuse me?

Chair NADLER. Would not be subject to this requirement, imme-
diate family transfer, right?

Ms. THOMAS. Exactly. There is an exception for immediate family
Members being—

Chair NADLER. Thank you.

Ms. Thomas, the only Federal agency with jurisdiction to regu-
late the gun industry has had its hands tied for decades through
a combination of restrictive policy writers and a shrinking budget.
Can you talk about the challenges facing the ATF and its efforts
to effectively regulate the gun industry and what Congress needs
to do to ensure better regulatory oversight of this agency?

Ms. THOoMAS. Well, I think there is two main issues that you are
referring to. One is the funding question and the size of ATF. ATF,
the entirety of ATF is the size of the Las Vegas Police Department.
So, it is a rather small group of people looking to look after 55,000
gun dealers across the United States. Approximately 8 percent of
those gun dealers were able to be even inspected last year, based
on the number of agents that ATF had. So better funding is an ab-
solute necessity for Federal law enforcement to be able to properly
do their job.

Secondarily, I think you are referring to the Tiahrt restrictions,
which—

Chair NADLER. What restrictions?

Ms. THOMAS. The Tiahrt restrictions, which are an appropria-
tions rider, which prevents ATF from aggregating trace data and
using that information to properly do their job to find the source
of gun trafficking. They are also prevented from modernizing their
records, which is helpful to also doing their job properly as law en-
forcement, as well as encouraging or forcing gun dealers to keep
better track of their inventory so they can better understand the
source of guns.

Chair NADLER. So, we should repeal those restrictions?

Ms. THOMAS. Absolutely.

Chair NADLER. Thank you very much.

My time has expired, and I recognize the Ranking Member, Mr.
Collins, for 5 minutes.
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Mr. CoLLINS. Thank you, Mr. Chair. That was an interesting line
of questions, but it hit on some things that I want to discuss.

Ms. Thomas, since you are up, we will just continue here. On
your website, it says that your organization supports national fire-
arms registration that includes name, address, other identifying in-
formation about the owner of a firearm, names of the manufac-
turer, importer, model, type of action, and caliber gauge. You get
the picture.

You would also like renewals of registrations annually, including
sul])omitting to a background check. Is this correct? This is off your
website.

Ms. THOMAS. One of the many policy solutions that we think
would go a long way to helping reduce gun violence would be reg-
istration.

Mr. CoLLINS. Okay. So that is a yes? I am just asking for a yes
or no here.

Ms. THOMAS. It is one of the many comprehensive laws that we
think needs to be in place if we are going to make progress in re-
ducing gun violence in America.

Mr. CoLLINS. Okay. Your organization, as you have already stat-
ed, is a very active supporter of H.R. 8. Do you realize that H.R.
8 explicitly states that nothing in this Act or any amendment made
by this Act shall be construed to authorize the establishment, di-
rectly or indirectly, of a national firearms registry?

In fact, it goes out of its way to say it doesn’t create a firearms
registry. How do you square this position calling for a registry with
a bill explicitly saying it doesn’t?

Ms. THOMAS. That is absolutely what H.R. 8 says, and we firmly
support everything included in H.R. 8. When you go to our website,
our website includes the most comprehensive source of analysis of
every gun law in every State and at the Federal level, both in ex-
istence and what is possible in a world where we might want to
regulate guns very comprehensively, as they do in many other
countries.

So, what is on our website refers to all the possible policy options
that this body and State governments can consider when they are
looking at opportunities to regulate guns and reduce gun violence.

Mr. CoLLINS. It is really interesting because it has been reported,
even under the previous Department of Justice, the Obama Admin-
istration, that there is no way to actually regulate private sales.
Let us talk about what we are actually talking about here. This is
private sales, okay? Not when you go to a federally licensed firearm
dealer. This private sale is going to be regulated.

It needs a registry because you can’t keep up with it without a
registry. This goes back to my opening statement when I said I am
not sure which is crueler—to actually tell people who come to this
hearing to say we are fixing your problem and then offer something
that it doesn’t fix the question here, because it guts itself in the
inside of the bill.

You also mention red flag off, which I share a concern here. The
interesting thing is on the red flag, H.R. 8 itself, actually prohibits.
If T was this morning to get up and I have had a bad night, let
us say, and I just said I don’t want to live anymore. H.R. 8 actually
would criminalize if I went across the street to my neighbor and
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said I am having a bad day. I want to make sure I don’t have any-
thing to hurt myself or my family and give those guns to my neigh-
bor, that would actually be criminalize.

It is not in the listed exceptions, and I know there is a lot in
there. If you read the bill, it is not there. So, again, what we have
to do is look at what is honestly being discussed here.

I want to switch to Chief Acevedo. Chief, it is good to see you
again. We had a great time in Houston.

You are doing something now, and you brought that up. I think
it is interesting. You know my father is in law enforcement, and
I think doing something now is a commendable thing if it actually
works, if it actually fits. How can you explain, going off this last
conversation, how H.R. 8 can operate effectively without a firearms
registry, and do you see implementation problems in this?

Chief ACEVEDO. Well, I think that the recommendations that
H.R. 8 has in there, the legislation will not solve, will not eliminate
gun violence, but it will certainly—I don’t think anyone on this
panel would say that it wouldn’t prevent at least one death. The
question I would have, if that one death was your child, mother,
or father, is a little inconvenience too much to save that life?

If the answer is no, then there is nothing I can say that is going
to change your mind on H.R. 8. I believe that the legislation will
save at least one life, and if it is my child who dies, I want him
to know and I want God to know that I was here today speaking
on that life.

Mr. CoLLINS. The interesting thing is, how many, in a law that
you passed, that you give people comfort in saying it would actually
pass, can they simply say the transfer was made before this with-
out a registry? I think this is an interesting thing to actually ex-
plore here. We are going to explore this more when I am sure it
is marked up.

I am not questioning by any means the decision or the desire to
find a solution to this. This is it. I am still in the military, and I
was in Iraq. I had the trauma surgeons in Iraq, and we talked
about this experience. This is not an issue.

Let us also look at this holistically because every time we are
going to go to fix this, we go to the population that is the legal gun
owners buying or selling in the legal format. We go to BOP, the
Bureau of Prisons, when they put out their statistics, most crimi-
nals do not get their guns from legal sources. They don’t.

The question is interesting, curious, because this has come up a
little bit. My time is running out. An interesting discussion here is
what would be the penalty for robbing a federally licensed dealer?
What should it be, and how should it be enforced? Because that is
becoming more and more of an issue.

Chair NADLER. The time of the gentleman is expired. The wit-
ness may answer the question.

Chief ACEVEDO. I believe that this has to be a two-prong ap-
proach. We need to take folks that would commit gun violence,
steal firearms, we need to have a zero tolerance and a real tough
approach on that.

The other thing that we need to look at is if these gun dealers
actually have to secure, lock their firearms every night. The num-
ber-one targets of gang Members and other criminals is pawn
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shops and gun shops where they come in and burglarize those
places. So, I think there is a way to do it, and I think the other
thing we need to do is we have Congress actually authorize and
fund studying, a comprehensive study on this matter, once and for
all, and let the experts come up with the policy decisions on an evi-
dence-based, which is really interesting because you are from
George Mason University.

Pardon me? Actually, in the evidence-based hall of fame there.
So, I really believe that we need to study it. We need to fund it.

Lastly, we need to get ATF some help. They are a great partner,
but they truly are because of lack of funding and support of the
Congress, operate with one hand behind their backs, one arm be-
hind their backs, and we need to give them both arms.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. The time of the gentleman has ex-
pired.

Ms. Lofgren?

Ms. LOFGREN. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I am so pleased that we are having this hearing today. You
know, we have experienced an epidemic of gun violence in this
country, deaths from mass shootings, suicides, and for years, we
have failed to have any attention, any hearings, any legislation to
deal with this epidemic and this tragedy. So, I am pleased that we
now have the opportunity to begin work on this public health crisis.

It is our turn to set the agenda and to listen to the American
people. So, I appreciate all the witnesses who are here and espe-
cially the young people who are in the audience who have spoken
up across the country with passion and eloquence, and it is your
energy that has helped us be here today.

I do have a question, Ms. Thomas, about a study that was done
by Everytown for Gun Safety. They reviewed an online firearms
marketplace, and according to their report, they found that almost
one in nine prospective gun buyers from this website would not
have passed a background check.

They gave one example of a customer in Georgia who was looking
to buy a handgun immediately. He said within 24 hours. A public
records request showed he had multiple felony convictions, includ-
ing one for child molestation. He was currently under indictment.

This was someone who shouldn’t have a gun. He wouldn’t have
passed a background check, and yet he was able to obtain it
through this unlicensed seller on the Internet. That apparently is
happening at a rate of seven to one of the users of this website.
People know they can avoid the background check.

What can be done to make sure the people online and looking for
guns are not able to avoid a background check?

Ms. THoMmAS. That is exactly why we need to pass H.R. 8. Be-
cause the reference to private sales doesn’t acknowledge that pri-
vate sales now, unlicensed sellers include online sales, include
many sellers at gun shows, and include sales that are happening
on the street. H.R. 8 would address this gaping loophole in our
background check laws and ensure that all gun sales, including
sales online are run through a licensed gun dealer with a back-
ground check.

Ms. LOFGREN. Thank you very much.
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Dr. Sakran, in the early 1970s, Congress passed legislation
spurred by a call to action surrounding a public health crisis, and
shortly after Congress acted, President Richard Nixon signed the
Public Health Cigarette Smoking Act, which banned cigarette ads
from airing on television and radio in response to evidence high-
lighting the causal link between cigarette smoking and lung cancer.

Now gun violence in this country is a public health crisis that
claims the lives of 100 Americans every day and injures hundreds
more every day, resulting in a Nation of gun violence survivors,
with the trauma that that leaves them with. Gun violence in any
form can have a lasting impact on individuals not only emotionally,
but also physically and financially.

Now do you agree that gun violence is a public health crisis in
America, and how could we address the public health implications
of gun violence similar as was done with smoking?

Dr. SAKRAN. Yes, thank you for that question. That is such an
important question because one of the things that we haven’t done
when it comes to gun violence is treated it like a disease, treated
it like the public health crisis that it is. The tobacco analogy is
great, but also you can talk about obesity and so many other
things.

As clinicians, we have a responsibility to be talking to our pa-
tients about things like safe storage and other aspects. What can
we do? One of the biggest gaps, and we heard about this, is the
lack of funding. There has been essentially a moratorium on Fed-
eral funding when it comes to firearms to do prevention research.

When you talk to folks like Dr. Redfield, who is the CDC Direc-
tor, he will say I am happy to study it as long as Congress appro-
priates those dollars. So, I think that is one thing that is so critical.

Ms. LOFGREN. Thank you, and my time is just about up. I would
be remiss if I did not thank my colleague from California Mike
Thompson for the years that he has spent leading our gun violence
task force. He is here in the audience today, and thank you, Mike,
for your hard work.

Chair NADLER. Thank you.

Mr. Gohmert?

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

We do appreciate all the witnesses being here today, and I am
thrilled there is so much interest in this issue. As has been said,
we know everybody here wants to stop the gun violence. As a
former prosecutor and defense attorney and a judge, felony judge
for over a decade, I have tried to remember any case—I can’t re-
member any significant case I had out of the thousands where
somebody went through the process of getting a gun legally to in-
flict the violence.

We all want to stop the gun violence. I haven’t heard anybody
talk about the breakdown of the home, the breakdown in moral
teachings. Those certainly have had an effect. I know one of the
most quoted numbers that we often hear, and we have heard again
today, is that background checks have stopped over 3 million peo-
ple from getting guns that shouldn’t have them. That is the initial
stop.

It is difficult to get through all the data, but it appears the best
estimate is somewhere over 96 percent of those 3 million end up
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being able to get guns. That is just the initial stop. In fact, a good
indication is 2010 numbers, and these are sometimes difficult to
get the exact figures. From 2010, we know there were 76,000 deni-
als, and the Obama Administration only found 44 that actually
were committing a crime by trying to get a gun illegally.

So, we want to all get to the same place. Here in DC, where they
have incredibly strict gun laws, it costs $125 to privately transfer
a gun. People that are law abiding, they will pay the $125. Crimi-
nals will not. It will not stop the transfers among criminals, and
that is really where we get.

In Baltimore, we have heard about it is $250. Heck, in Illinois,
apparently it is $450 to get qualified to have a concealed carry. If
H.R. 8 became law and somebody called me or anybody and said
I am scared to death, my former spouse or live-in or whomever, has
threatened me, and I think he is going to be coming sometime this
week, well, the law under H.R. 8 requires before you can do a pri-
vate transfer, before you could take a gun to try to help them pro-
tect themselves, there has to be an imminent threat.

So, for someone to take a gun to somebody they love so they can
protect themselves that week, they have committed a crime be-
cause you can’t have an imminent threat for a week.

So, there are issues here. We all want to get to an end of gun
violence, but I would like to ask Doctor—and by the way, for vic-
tims, my heart goes out to whether it is a shooting, it is sexual as-
sault. There were so many times that as a judge I had to stoically
do my job, but I would go back to my office with a broken heart
for the victims.

We know who does the real suffering, and we want to stop it. I
am thrilled that we have so many people that care so deeply. Dr.
Malcolm, in your information, you indicated 2018, the FBI reported
some 26,181,000 requests for background checks to purchase a gun.
Has that increase in the number of requests led to an increase in
violence?

Dr. MALcoLM. No, it hasn’t. In fact, for more than 20 years, the
rate of gun homicides has gone down. It has gone up slightly the
last couple of years mostly because of the suicides. While the num-
ber has gone up, the rate hasn’t.

So far, more people are now allowed to conceal carry across the
country, get a certificate to have a gun, but that hasn’t resulted in
what it was supposed to do for those people who are against it.
They thought there would be shootouts on OK corral on every cor-
ner. People are very responsible. Law-abiding citizens are ex-
tremely responsible with that right and are using it to protect
themselves.

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chair. I yield back.

Chair NADLER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Ms. Jackson Lee?

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank Chair. Let me likewise add my appre-
ciation for all the witnesses, and victims are in all our hearts. We
are reminded that you are seeking action. Let me thank March for
Our Lives and the Members who have encountered these horrific
tragedies.
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I also want to acknowledge Chair Thompson for the years of
work. I have had the privilege of working with him, and that we
have come to this point is very much attributable to his persist-
ence. I thank him.

I thank Ms. Kelly as well. Having visited her district, Ms.
Latiker, as you well know, I have been at the memorial, and I will
never forget. We owe you a great deal of gratitude. I thank you so
very much.

Ms. Thomas, I might not get to ask you a question, but I do want
to indicate that the Giffords Center has been the mainstay of data
collection. So, I want to remind everyone the numbers that we have
cited have come from this great work. A hundred Americans dying
every day. So that means as we sit here today, there are Americans
being killed by guns.

I believe your statistics of 3 million people effectively being
stopped through gun checks, and the universal background check
bill is a bill of common sense. That is all we have asked for.

I want to ask, Professor Thomas, let me do this. In the Second
amendment the language, in particular, allow me just to read from
the Constitution. It indicates “a well-regulated militia being nec-
essary to the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep
and bear arms shall not be infringed.”

A simple process of background check—and I don’t have a lot of
time. Professor Malcolm, I am going to direct the question to you.
What in the Second amendment is impacted through a simple,
straightforward background check? How are you stopped from get-
ting a gun? Would you be stopped from getting a gun through a
background check?

Dr. MALcoLM. I would not be stopped, but the people who are
likely to misuse a gun would not go through a background check.
The background check is really affecting those people who are law-
abiding citizens, for the most part, and not those people on the
street.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. The law-abiding citizens would not be blocked
from getting a gun through a background check. Is that correct?

Dr. MaLcoLM. If you make the background check cumbersome
enough, like this new bill will, then I think it will.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. You have not answered the question. The
question is what in the Second amendment is infringed upon by a
background check? We are not asking about the process and cum-
bersome. That has to be tested. This is a bill that indicates uni-
versal background check.

Dr. MaLcoLM. The process does interfere with people being able
to get it. We have heard that there are—

Ms. JACKSON LEE. We have no data to prove that. So, I think you
are not connecting it. I would like to hear you say just the exist-
ence of a universal background check, not process, would violate
the Second Amendment. Is that a yes, or no?

Dr. MaLcoLMm. A background check is a process, really. You can
make it cumbersome.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Does it violate the Second Amendment?

Dr. MaLcoLM. You can make—
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Does it stop people from getting guns? It is
not the point of who will not go through the process. Will it stop
people from getting guns that you say are law-abiding citizens?

Dr. MaLcoLM. One of the Republican Members of your Com-
mittee has pointed out that there are expenses in the States that
have universal background checks—

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I don’t think you are actually answering the
question.

Dr. MaLcoLM. —that poor people cannot afford. So, it does.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Let me go to Chief Acevedo. Thank you very
much, Professor. I don’t think you are answering the question. It
does not infringe upon the Second Amendment.

Chief Acevedo and Dr. Sakran, two questions, and I really want
to question all the witnesses, but let me be very clear. Chief
Acevedo, you are on the streets with your law enforcement. You be-
lieve in relational policing. How much guns impacting your officers,
but also, as you walk the beat, impacting neighborhoods, mothers,
fathers, and children? That is my question to you.

I just want to get the question for Dr. Sakran. Dr. Sakran, years
ago I introduced a bill where the chief trauma surgeon from Texas
Children’s Hospital said at that time it cost them $67,000 to treat
a gun victim, a child. That was 20 years plus ago.

Would you be able to answer monetarily, just maybe not specifi-
cally, but the depth of cost in human tragedy and dollars that we
lose by not responding to gun violence in America?

Chief, would you answer the question, please? I ask the indul-
gence of the chair. Yes, Chief?

Chief ACEVEDO. Thank you for the question.

The gun violence impacts all big cities across the country and
suburban America as well. If you think about domestic violence. In
the City of Houston last year, we had, tragically, 279 homicides. It
went up by 10. The driver, the greatest driver, 38 percent increase
in domestic violence homicides, domestic violence murders where
we don’t have enough tools across our country for police officers in
those situations to temporarily remove firearms to keep women
safe and families safe and children safe.

So, it is a significant problem. I think all you must turn on your
television, listen to the radio and scanners, and go to emergency
rooms, and you will see that it is a significant problem.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Dr. Sakran?

Dr. SAKRAN. Yes, thank you so much for that question because—

Chair NADLER. The time of the Member has expired. The witness
is permitted to answer after the time of the Member has expired.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Chair NADLER. You are welcome. Chief Acevedo spoke after the
time had expired.

Our next witness, questioner is Mr. Gaetz. Oh, before Mr. Gaetz,
I want to announce that the Committee will recess at 12:30 p.m.
for one half hour for lunch. We will resume at 1:00 p.m., and we
will continue until there will be votes, which we expect on the floor
sometime after 2:00 p.m. If necessary, we will reconvene right after
those votes.

Mr. Gaetz?

Mr. GAETZ. Thank you, Mr. Chair.
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Ronald da Silva was standing with a friend in his driveway when
he was shot and killed by an illegal alien who had been previously
deported. Agnes Gibboney, who was da Silva’s mother, said the guy
who killed my son has a determinate sentence in prison, but I have
a lifetime sentence of grief and pain.

Apolinar Altamirano is an illegal alien from Mexico. He mur-
dered Grant Ronnebeck with a gun on January 22, 2015, in Mesa,
Arizona. ICE was working to determine whether he should be de-
ported when he had the opportunity to commit this crime.

Gustavo Garcia, a 36-year-old illegal alien, shot and killed a 51-
year-old Rocky Paul Jones on December 17th at a gas station. Gar-
cia had previously been deported by ICE. Before his deportation, he
had a criminal record going back all the way back to 2002, where
he had illegally possessed a firearm. In addition to murdering
Jones, Garcia also shot a farm worker in the chest who was picking
fruit, committed armed robbery, and shot and attempted to kill a
woman after he followed her to a Motel 6.

On January 2, 2019, an illegal alien shot and murdered Cali-
fornia officer Ronil Singh, a story that captivated the attention of
the country. On November 13, 2018, an illegal alien shot and killed
three people in Missouri after he was released on domestic violence
charges. This was Luis Perez, age 23, was the recipient of the
DACA program in 2012 and 2014.

So, time and again, Mr. Chair, we see circumstances where peo-
ple illegally come into the possession of firearms. Each of these ille-
gal aliens did not acquire these guns lawfully. Matter of fact, title
18 of the Federal Code says that it is always unlawful for an illegal
alien to have a firearm.

So, while I appreciate folks from my State of Florida coming and
sharing their advice and their counsel to the Judiciary Committee,
I think that the stories of other people who have been impacted by
gun violence are relevant to our discourse because they speak to
the fact that there are dangerous people who do illegal things who
will have access to firearms. The question is what will ensure that
that does not cause the massive amount of violence that we have
seen in the country?

So, I am encouraged by elements of legislation passed in my
home State of Florida that focus on red flag circumstances, mental
health, that look at people who go through our jails and do every-
thing we can to ensure that when their time in incarceration is
concluded, they don’t go back to arsenals where they can do harm
to themselves or others.

As I review H.R. 8, it seems to me that there is nothing in the
bill that would have stopped many of the instances that we have
been discussed. Moreover, if we are really looking for solutions,
maybe we ought to allow States to do what Florida did and analyze
the impacts on our mental health system, recognizing that those
systems are different across the 50 States.

So, I hope that we will not adopt this federalization of depriva-
tion of constitutional rights. I hope that we will allow our States
to continue to innovate and find ways to keep communities safer.
As we hear the stories and circumstances for those here, I hope we
do not forget the pain and anguish and sense of loss felt by those
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all over the country who have been the victims of violence at the
hands of illegal aliens.

H.R. 8 would not have stopped many of the circumstances I
raised, but a wall, a barrier on the southern border may have, and
that is what we are fighting for.

[Disturbance in the hearing room.]

Chair NADLER. The gentleman will suspend.

Everyone here is here as a guest of the committee, and no matter
what you think of what any member of the Committee may say,
or any witness, for that matter, you must not comment or other-
wise demonstrate.

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Chair, may I have my time restored?

Chair NADLER. Your time will be restored.

Mr. GAETZ. Thank you, Mr. Chair. Appreciate that.

So, again, I think that was a rather instructive moment for the
committee, Mr. Chair, because as we gather here in Washington,
there are a divergent series of views and inputs and thoughts. My
concern is that by adopting H.R. 8, we actually stifle the innovation
that could lead to better public safety outcomes if we allowed
States and local communities to deal with the challenges my great
State of Florida has.

So, again, I hope that we will deal with all the drivers of vio-
lence. The greatest driver of violence in the circumstances that I
indicated was not the firearm. It was the fact that we have an im-
migration system that allows people to come here violently. We en-
gage—

[Disturbance in the hearing room.]

1Chair NADLER. There will be no comments or demonstrations,
please.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chair, point of order.

Chair NADLER. Who is that? The gentleman from Rhode Island?

Mr. CICILLINE. Is there any Committee Rule or point of par-
liamentary inquiry? Is there any Committee Rule that prevents a
Member of Congress from reciting false statements in a Committee
hearing that are unsupported by the evidence?

[Applause.]

Mr. CiciLLINE. That are unsupported by the evidence or are
Members of Congress entitled to just make things up in support of
specious arguments. It is a parliamentary inquiry.

Chair NADLER. I am not aware—off the top of my head, since I
haven’t researched this question, I am not aware of any such rule.
I would also observe that the factuality of any statement is always
subject to contest by someone who disagrees with it. At a hearing
such as this, if a Member makes a statement that is not borne out
by the facts, it is the prerogative of another Member, when his turn
comes, to comment on that or to point out his opinion or her opin-
ion as to its truth or falsity.

Mr. CiciLLINE. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Chair, I believe I still control the time. Mr.
Chair?

Mr. CoLLINS. Mr. Chair?

Chair NADLER. One moment. It is never permissible for Members
of the audience to comment or vociferously to object. This is a hear-
ing for Members of Congress and for the witnesses. Everyone else
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is here as an observer and must not participate in any way, other
than by observing.

Mr. CoLLINS. Mr. Chair?

Chair NADLER. The gentleman from—

Mr. CoLLINS. Mr. Chair, I make a point of order against the gen-
tleman from Rhode—

Chair NADLER. You make what?

Mr. CoLLINS. I make a point of order that the gentleman’s words
were unparliamentary because they implied the lying or the false-
hood of a Member. Now, if he wants to go there, we will take the
words down.

Chair NADLER. I would Rule the gentleman’s point of order not
well taken because it was not an accusation.

Mr. CoLLINS. Didn’t he say—

Chair NADLER. Excuse me. Let me finish. It was not an accusa-
tion of falsity by another Member. There was simply an inquiry as
to rules regarding that subject.

Mr. CoLLINS. Did he not make the statement that he was asking
if the Member was making—or how to stop a Member from false
statements? Did he, or did he not?

Chair NADLER. My recollection—we could have it read back, but
I don’t think that is necessary—is that he simply asked about the
rules that we use when a Member, if a Member makes a false
statement, which is an inquiry. It is not a direct accusation that
a Member made a false statement.

Mr. CoLLINS. Well, Mr. Chair, I would just recommend that that
line got so buckled up that there was no way to see if it were
crossed.

Chair NADLER. I am sorry. I didn’t understand—

Mr. CoLLINS. That he got so close to that line that he couldn’t
tell if he was over it or not. So, I think we need to continue to
watch. We will let the gentleman continue, but this needs to hap-
pen in an orderly way.

We have differences of opinion. Those differences of opinion need
to be expressed. When those differences are messed up, we need to
stay in a parliamentary procedure. This is not going to result in
just complete yelling and accusing of each other. That is what your
time is for.

Chair NADLER. Well, the yelling is out of—

Mr. CoLLINS. He has got 5 minutes coming up. He can say what-
ever he wants to say.

Chair NADLER. The yelling is out of order, obviously, yelling by
Members of the audience. The inquiry by a Member did not violate
the rules because it was not a direct accusation against another
Member.

How much time does the Member have left?

Mr. CoLLINS. I do have one secondary parliamentary question.

Chair NADLER. The gentleman will State his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. CoLLINS. As has been stated in the past, Mr. Chair, when
Members of the audience disrupt this, they are typically escorted
out. Is that going to be the position of this chair, or are we going
to continue to allow it?
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Chair NADLER. Clause (2)(k)(4) of Rule XI provides that “The
chair may punish breaches of order and decorum by censure and
exclusion from the hearings. This Rule has been construed to afford
the chair the discretion to enforce decorum in the Committee room,
including to remove disruptive Members of the public.”

My preference is not to invoke this response at this time, but
please consider this a warning.

Mr. CoLLINS. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Chair, I have a point of parliamentary inquiry.

Chair NADLER. The gentleman will State his point of parliamen-
tary inquiry.

Mr. GAETZ. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Mr. Chair, is there a process in the Committee whereby if the
very same people are repeatedly interrupting the time of the Mem-
bers, that those people will be asked to depart the committee, or
is there—

[Disturbance in the hearing room.]

Chair NADLER. I will—excuse me. If the gentleman repeats that
or any other comment, I will direct to be removed. I will direct to
be removed if he repeats it.

Mr. GAETZ. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I would observe that is three interruptions of my time by the
same individual and that the chair is not utilizing his discretion to
remove that individual. I believe I have about a minute of time re-
maining, and I wanted to take the time—

Mr. DEUTCH. Will the gentleman yield for a—will my friend yield
for a question?

Mr. GAETZ. I typically do, my friend from Florida. Since my time
has been so interrupted by Members of the other side, perhaps you
could have one of your colleagues yield time to you.

Mr. Chair, may I inquire as to the time I have remaining be-
cause I believe it was about a minute and 12 seconds.

Chair NADLER. The gentleman has 1 minute, and 37 seconds left.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. You need to clear the clock.

Mr. GAETZ. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I appreciate that.

Chair NADLER. The gentleman will proceed.

Mr. GAETZ. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

We all are entitled to our own opinions and views on how to ad-
dress gun violence, but I don’t believe that we are entitled to our
own facts. While I have great personal affection for the gentleman
from Rhode Island, it is deeply troubling to me and hurtful that as
I share the experiences of people who have lost sons and daughters,
who have lost friends and neighbors at the hands of violent illegal
aliens who have illegally acquired firearms, then my colleague
would indicate that is somehow lying or making misrepresentations
to the committee.

So, if my colleagues on the other side of the aisle have solutions
for gun violence or to secure our border and to make sure that ille-
gal aliens don’t come into possession of firearms, I am eager to
hear those. In your debate with me, please don’t demean or dimin-
ish the pain and suffering, the humanitarian consequences, the vio-
lence, the bloodshed that has occurred because we allow illegal
aliens to come into our country, receive the veils of protection, ben-
efit from policies of catch and release that my friends on the other
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side of the aisle haves supported, and then come here and Act like
that is the great challenge of our day to deal with gun violence.

If we really cared about safer streets, we would build a wall and
secure the border, and we would do it post haste.

I thank Chair for his indulgence, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair?

Chair NADLER. The gentlelady will State her parliamentary in-
quiry.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I will direct it not at any particular Member.
I do think in this Committee that we should—the parliamentary
inquiry is the caution of making sure that we do not have broad
labels of immigrants, African Americans, women, as we debate. We
have a right to a disagreement but is there any rules that confine
us to not labeling individuals, such as the term “illegal immi-
grants,” which is a vast term of individuals, including women and
children.

Chair NADLER. I don’t think that is a proper parliamentary in-
quiry.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank Chair. I will pursue it in another
manner.

Thank you.

Chair NADLER. Thank you.

The next witness is—no, no. Mr. Cohen?

Mr. CoHEN. Thank you, sir. Quite a while to get to me. Exciting
moments here.

Ms. Thomas, let me ask you a few questions. You are familiar
with most of the mass killings in this country of recent history?

Ms. THOMAS. A fair number, yes.

Mr. COHEN. Of the ones that are some noted here. I might be
missing some. At Thousand Oaks, there were 12 people killed.
There were 17 at Parkland; 25 in Sutherland Springs, Texas; Man-
dalay Bay, 58; Orlando, 49; San Bernardino, Charleston, Aurora,
Sandy Hook, and Virginia Tech.

How many of those people came across our southern border and
they committed those crimes?

Ms. THOMAS. To my knowledge, none of those.

Mr. CoHEN. None of those people were illegal aliens?

Ms. THOMAS. Not to my knowledge, no.

Mr. COHEN. I got the impression. I got confused. I thought illegal
aliens, when they got in, they went straight to a taco shop, got a
gun, and started killing people. That doesn’t happen?

Ms. THOMAS. Not that I am aware of.

Mr. CoHEN. What do you think is the best way to help reduce
gun violence in this country?

Ms. THOMAS. I think that H.R. 8 is absolutely the right first step
to closing this gaping loophole in background checks. I think once
H.R. 8 is passed, there is a number of steps that this Congress can
take to adequately address and reduce gun violence in America. We
know for sure that States that have comprehensive regulation of
guns have far lower rates of gun violence than States that have
very lax gun regulations.

We can look at a wide range. Today, we have been talking about
regulation through extreme risk protective orders. We have been
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talking about age limits on guns. We are talking about very dan-
gerous lethal weapons. We are talking about proper funding of re-
search and CDC. I can go on. My testimony includes a wide range
of possible angles that this Congress can consider to reduce gun vi-
olence in this country, almost all of which have research showing
that positive impact.

Mr. COHEN. You are familiar with Everytown for Gun Safety that
grew out of the shootings and up East?

Ms. THOMAS. Yes.

Mr. COHEN. They made this their top priority, that we should be
passing H.R. 8. This legislation will require background checks on
all gun sales. Do background checks on gun sales also relate to less
domestic shootings and domestic disturbances?

Ms. THOMAS. Yes, absolutely. H.R. 8 would not only keep guns
out of the hands of individuals who shouldn’t have them that are
already prohibited, including domestic abusers, it also creates the
appropriate floor so that if we expand categories of domestic vio-
lence, as was suggested by other witnesses, that we can continue
to reduce domestic violence incidents and force all gun sales to in-
clude a background check to keep those guns out of those dan-
gerous hands of domestic abusers.

Mr. COHEN. In Memphis, Tennessee, there were 176 deaths be-
cause of homicide in 2018. Two hundred and—90 percent of those
were result of gunfire. Do you think the people of Memphis could
expect a reduction in that rate if we pass H.R. 8?

Ms. THOMAS. It is hard to say that one law alone is going to have
a specific impact in one place. We know that starting with closing
this loophole and passing universal background checks and then
looking to the specific opportunities to expand upon that absolutely
will reduce gun violence.

I think urban centers have particular issues that we can look at.
We have been looking very closely at intervention and prevention
strategies that particularly address the problems of urban centers
and are shown to be incredibly effective, reducing gun violence of
up to 70 percent. So, I think looking at the specific issues that face
a city is a very important way to proceed, but this is the right way
to start.

Mr. COHEN. Charleston, South Carolina, had the horrific church
shooting. Did the perpetrator of that mayhem and murders, did
that person pass a proper background check, do you know?

Ms. THOMAS. No, he did not. There was something that happened
in that case called the default proceed, where individuals who don’t
have the background check completed within 3 days, the dealer has
the opportunity to transfer that weapon even without completion of
the background check. In this instance, that individual would not
and should not have passed a background check.

Mr. COHEN. So, indeed, if H.R. 8 were the law, there is a goodly
chance or a chance that an individual would not have gotten a gun,
and those church people would still be alive?

Ms. THoMmAs. That is the hope. We also need to look at closing
that default proceeds loophole and expanding the time available to
complete background checks in instances where it is unclear
whether that person should be entitled to have a gun.
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Mr. CoHEN. Thank you for your work. Thank you for all the peo-
ple that have testified.

Mr. Thompson, it is just astonishing to me that background
checks is something I think over 90-some odd percent of the public
is supportive, that almost every organization concerned about this
thinks it will help. We need to reduce this and not have more mo-
ments of silence and deep thoughts and prayers. We have had
enough of that. We need action.

Thank you, and I yield back the balance of my time.

Chair NADLER. I thank the gentleman.

I now yield 5 minutes to Mr. Johnson.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I just want to say on this side, thank you to all the witnesses,
all of you. It takes real courage and courage of conviction to do
what you are doing here today. There is a lot of passion in the
room, and it is understandable. We get that.

I think it is important for us to say here that every single person
in this room wants to end the tragedy of gun violence in our coun-
try. We just have policy differences on what is the best means to
achieve that end, and that is what this is. So, it is a healthy de-
bate, and that is what our constitutional republic is founded upon
is healthy debate. So, I am glad you respect that.

Look, we just think that this particular bill is not an effective
step to achieving that desired end. That is what it boils down to.
In fact, we think it is going to be counterproductive. We are trying
to explain that in some of our questions, and we will do it during
the markup as well.

My questions are for Professor Malcolm. Thanks for being here.

At first, I have just a couple of questions regarding the
foundational principles of the Second amendment because I am
afraid we are losing some of that. Then, second, I want to ask you
about effective application of the Second Amendment. Let me get
to the foundational principles.

It is important for us to note what the Second amendment is
based upon, and you have written extensively about the Second
amendment and about how it is based upon and protects our pre-
existing right. The Second amendment doesn’t say, for example,
that people shall be permitted to be armed for their defense. It
doesn’t confer rights. The Second amendment presupposes the right
and clarifies that it shall not be infringed.

The question is why is that? Well, you have written that Sir Wil-
liam Blackstone, for example, noted that gun rights are rooted in
the natural right, the natural right of resistance and self-preserva-
tion. Indeed, your scholarship notes the right of self-defense was
generally understood in the 18th century by everyone as the first
law of nature. Of course, our Founders listed it first in the Declara-
tion of Independence’s triumvirate of our inalienable rights.

So, the question is Professor, when you discuss this with your
constitutional law students or when you talk to lay people about
it, how do you convey and emphasize the importance of the under-
lying principle of the Second Amendment?

Dr. MaLcoLM. Yes, the underlying principle was that this was
your most fundamental right, your right to protect yourself. It is
something that the law could not take away. Blackstone, who was
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the great jurist that our Founders were so influenced by, said that
no country could take away, no government could take away the
right to self-defense.

It is not much comfort for the law to come later and pick up the
pieces, and that is what has happened in a lot of the cases that
we have heard about. I mean, there are people that deserve to have
some means of protecting themselves, and that really is the core
of the Second Amendment. That it is the right to your individual
self-defense.

As I mentioned before that the police, however much they might
want to protect us, can’t possibly protect everybody. So, the best
way for anyone who is in danger to be able to protect themselves
is through some means of protecting themselves, having a weapon.
I think that is what the Second amendment was all about and
what the Founders understood it to be and what still needs to have
happen.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. It is fundamental, and it is
foundational. Indeed, when we apply that right, it can be very ef-
fective. In your written testimony, you noted that there has been
an overall decline in firearm homicide since 1991, which correlates
with the the current number of 39 States that have granted con-
cealed carry permits, for example, on a shall issue basis. My home
State of Louisiana is one, and I have one of those.

Do you believe that when States allow trusted, law-abiding citi-
zens to exercise their constitutional rights through “shall issue”
provisions and others like it that gun violence can, indeed, be pre-
vented?

Dr. MaALcoLM. Well, it certainly has worked in those States.
There has been more gun violence because more people have guns.
They have been able to protect themselves, and people who want
to harm someone else don’t know who is armed and who isn’t. So,
it really is a help that they are in the dark about it. It is a help
that some people are prepared to protect themselves. It has not re-
sulted in more gun violence.

In fact, we have heard today that some of the increase in homi-
cides from guns has been from suicide. So, it not law-abiding citi-
zens who need to protect themselves that are causing any problem.
It is people who are getting illegal guns, and that seems to be what
the real issue is.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Last question because I am running
out of time. The Heller court made clear that this is an individual
right and that this right is fundamental and sacrosanct. Do you be-
lieve Heller provides us with enough protection against ill-con-
ceived legislation that may be well intended, but that may run
afoul in that Second amendment right.

Dr. MaLcoLM. Well, Heller really does. But there are some of the
lower courts have really not been respecting Heller and have been
really ignoring what the Supreme Court was very explicit about.
So, I am really glad now that the Supreme Court seems to be will-
ing to take a case on cert and get back into it because, otherwise,
the Second amendment just becomes what Justice Thomas called
a “constitutional orphan.”
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We have this Second amendment right. It is important for all.
You can’t just obliterate and ignore the Supreme Court without
doing damage generally to all of our rights.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. I am out of time. I yield back. Thank
you.

Thank you all.

Ms. ScANLON. [Presiding] We will recognize the gentleman from
Georgia next.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Thank you, Madam Chair.

I would like to begin by thanking all the panelists who are here
today. To Aalayah and the men and women in the room who have
been personally touched by gun violence, I thank you for your brav-
ery. Bearing witness to senseless acts of violence, you are helping
to make our world a safer place. Thank you.

The failure of Congress to pass universal background check legis-
lation has eroded our sense of safety on our streets, in our schools,
and even in our places of worship. Because background checks are
not requested for sales by unlicensed gun dealers, guns end up in
the hands of dangerous people who are barred by law from owning
a gun.

In 2018, on the online site armslist.com, there were 97 online
posts by unlicensed firearms dealers from Gwinnett County, Geor-
gia, which is part of my district. They were advertising guns for
sale. That represents potentially at least 97 guns being sold to 97
violent criminals or certified mentally ill individuals, those guns
ending up in other locations throughout the country.

Mr. Chair, we can do better than this—or Madam Chair, we can
do better than this. I want to thank you for making—I want to
thank Chair Nadler for making gun violence a subject of his very
first Committee meeting as chair, thus sending the message to the
fpeople of America that we are serious about common-sense gun re-
orm.

Now, I am going to yield the balance of my time to a woman who
has been personally aggrieved by the destructive effects of the gun
violence epidemic that plagues America. I yield the balance of my
time to my friend and colleague and original cosponsor of H.R. 8,
Congresswoman Lucy McBath.

I do want to recognize the efforts of the sponsor of H.R. 8, Mike
Thompson, who sat through this hearing. Thank you for being
here. Also, Congresswoman Robin Kelly, who is a cosponsor, origi-
nal cosponsor on H.R. 8. Thank you both for being here.

Congresswoman McBath, I yield my time to you.

Mrs. McBATH. Thank you so much, Congressman Johnson and
Chair Nadler and to all the witnesses that are here today.

Many of you know, gun violence is an issue that is deeply per-
sonal for me. In 2010—excuse me, 2012, my son Jordan Davis was
shot and killed by a man who opened fire on a car of unarmed
teenagers at a gas station in Jacksonville, Florida, and Jordan was
onI%I1 17 years old. Jordan would be turning 24 this week, February
16th.

After my son’s death, I dedicated my life to advocating for com-
mon-sense gun safety solutions, but it was the shooting at Marjory
Stoneman Douglas High School in Parkland, Florida, that year
that finally motivated me to run for Congress. Yesterday, I brought
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Jeff and Margaret Binkley to the State of the Union as my guests.
Just 3 months ago, the Binkleys experienced a tragedy that no par-
ent should ever have to endure.

Their daughter, Maura Binkley, was killed when a man entered
a yoga studio in Tallahassee, Florida, and shot six people, killing
two, before taking his own life. Maura had a bright future ahead
of her and was eager to do good work in the world. Her dreams
were cut short by a hateful man with a firearm, and she was
only 21.

Far too many families experience tragedies like ours every single
day. The pain of losing a child to gun violence never ends, and it
is in that pain that drives me to do this work to prevent gun vio-
lence. These stories are vitally important as we work to pass com-
mon-sense safety legislation to keep families like ours from experi-
encing the horror and heartbreak brought on by gun violence.

The Binkleys believe that a policy solution could prevent killings
like the death of their daughter. They have become advocates for
extreme risk laws called—often called red flag laws. That these
laws can prevent both murders and suicides by temporarily remov-
ing weapons from those who are a danger to themselves and to oth-
ers.

Our community and our Nation cannot wait any longer for com-
mon-sense gun safety solutions like extreme risk laws and uni-
versal background checks. I look forward to discussing this issue
further during my time for questions.

Thank you.

Ms. SCANLON. The chair recognizes the gentleman from Arizona.

Mr. BigGs. Thank you, Madam Chair.

Thank all the panelists for being here today and the Members of
the audience for being here.

My question is for Savannah. Savannah, I am sorry for the vio-
lence that you experienced in your life, and I want to just ask a
couple of questions regarding your experience with the guns. You
indicated in your testimony that you were an owner of guns. When
did you first get a gun, and what did you do to learn how to use
it, et cetera?

Ms. LINDQUIST. Yes. So, my grandfather, I called him Pop Pop,
he was always really into like firearms, target training, all that
kind of stuff. So, it is something I grew up around, and I always
thought it was really interesting. When I was probably like 8 or 9,
I went to him and was like, “I want to do this.” He said, okay, well,
you are a child. So, you have to prove that you are responsible
enough for this.

He gave me—you have probably purchased a handgun. It comes
with an instruction manual, basically. He made me read that cover
to cover, and he quizzed me on it. It was only after that, he let me
even pick up a BB gun.

Then, after safety training, I had to be able to take it apart, put
it back together, all that kind of stuff. That is when he said okay,
now I will teach you how to shoot a handgun at our local range.
So, hit is something, that was probably when I was 10, and I am
24 now. So, it has been about 14 years.

Mr. Bi1GGs. So, before you went away to college, you had been
using and been trained in using a gun for many years?
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Ms. LINDQUIST. Yes, sir.

Mr. BigGs. When you went to college, you left home?

Ms. LINDQUIST. I did. I moved to Philadelphia from Norfolk, Vir-
ginia.

Mr. BigGs. Okay. Did you take any guns with you?

Ms. LINDQUIST. I did not. It would have been illegal for me to
have it on my college campus. Even transporting it could have been
an issue because I couldn’t obviously drive it through Maryland,
given their firearm laws. But no, I didn’t want to break the law.
So, I left it at home.

Mr. BigGs. So, you made a statement in your written testimony
that you said, “I obeyed the law as a responsible gun owner, and
it ended with me being raped. I am just one of countless examples
of gun control benefitting assailants and making victims sitting
ducks.”

I wonder if you would expand on that and tell us what you mean
by that?

Ms. LINDQUIST. Sure. So, in my situation personally, I was left
defenseless. There was nothing I could have done. He snuck up be-
hind me, and he attacked me, I am just a young woman, and at
the time I weighed 100 pounds less than I do now. So, there was
no fighting him off.

So, that is what I mean in terms of my situation, but there are
a lot of examples. Like one of the top ones that comes to my mind
is Nikki Goeser, who there was a law at the time where you
couldn’t bring a firearm into a restaurant, and so she, as a law-
abiding citizen, left it in the car, and her husband was shot and
murdered in the restaurant, and she couldn’t defend him.

Mr. BicGgs. Well, thank you for being here today, and I appre-
ciate your willingness to come out and testify on a very emotional
issue, and I am grateful for that.

Ms. LINDQUIST. I appreciate that. Thank you.

Mr. BiGgGs. I am going to Dr. Malcolm.

Dr. MAaLcoLM. Yes?

Mr. B1GGS. In conjunction with the testimony we just heard, in
your written testimony, you said the FBI does not record defensive
uses of guns?

Dr. MaLcoLM. That is right.

Mr. BiGgaGs. Tell me why that is so.

Dr. MALCOLM. I am not sure why they don’t do it. I think that
even if they did record it, there are probably defensive uses of guns
that are not reported to them because people are uncertain wheth-
er they would be somehow charged or not. But they don’t record
it. So, the only way we have a sense of the defensive uses of guns
is through some surveys and sort of anecdotal evidence.

Mr. BIGGS. So, the national surveys that you cited—well, you
don’t cite them, you refer to, I should say.

Dr. MaLcoLM. Yes.

Mr. B1gGs. You indicate what I would call a large range between
700,000 to 3.6 million defensive uses annually. Can you elaborate
on that, please?

Dr. MALcoOLM. As I say, it is very difficult to get these kinds of
statistics. When the government tries to do that, people are even
more cautious about not saying anything for fear that that they
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will in some way, run afoul of the law. Those defensive uses of
guns are much, much greater than the number of people who are
actually shot. Most of the people who defend themselves with guns,
as I said, don’t have to use it in any way. They just have to show
they have it.

There was an instance. You are going to run out of time.

Mr. BIGGS. Yes. So let me just—before you get there, let me ask
this last question. You said since the high gun homicide deaths in
1991, there has been a steep decline.

Dr. MALCOLM. Yes.

Mr. BigGs. Firearm homicides dropped by nearly half, but there
is a slight uptick in the last couple of years. Expand, explain on
that. My time is done. If she may answer the question?

Dr. MALcOLM. Yes. It has really been extraordinary as there was
a peak in gun homicides in 1991 and over the last 20 years, it had
gone down by nearly half, despite the fact that there were more
people who were able to have and carry guns in their States, as
more and more States began to have these special “shall issue” con-
cealed carry weapons.

So, I think it shows that, first of all, the guns are not causing
the violence and, in fact, are probably helping to stop it and also
allowing people to exercise their right to protect themselves. People
are very—ordinary people are very responsible. It is not the people
who are likely to commit a crime who are going to go through all
these background checks or go through whatever process their
State has.

Ms. SCANLON. The gentleman’s time has expired. Thank you.

The chair recognizes the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. DEUTCH. I thank the chairwoman. I thank our witnesses for
being here. I thank Robin Kelly for your leadership.

I want to start this morning by recognizing my constituents from
Parkland who are in the hearing room today. Tony and Jennifer
Montalto, Gina’s parents; April Schentrup and Robert Schentrup,
Carmen’s mother and brother; Debbie Hixon, Chris Hixon’s wife;
Tom and Gina Hoyer, Luke Hoyer’s parents; Mitch Dworet, Nich-
olas Dworet’s father; Manual Oliver, father of Joaquin; and Fred
Guttenberg, Jaime’s father.

I also want to recognize the families of Alyssa Alhadeff, Scott
Beigel, Martin Duque, Aaron Feis, Cara Loughran, Alaina Petty,
Meadow Pollack, Helena Ramsay, Alex Schachter, and Peter Wang.
They are the surviving families of the 14 students and 3 adults
who were killed at Marjory Stoneman Douglas nearly 1 year ago
on February 14, 2018. Their pain and their loss are real, and it is
immeasurable because their loved ones were gunned down, and it
does not matter where that shooter was born.

I want to recognize them today because in the year since that
awful day, they have done everything that they can to make Amer-
ican communities safer from gun violence. Each family in its own
way. To improve law enforcement response to warning signs, to get
weapons of war off our streets, to expand access to mental health,
t(})'1 develop safer schools, demand background checks on all gun pur-
chases.

Stand up to gun corporations that control State legislatures and
Washington to protect their profits and not protect American lives.
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The Parkland families have done all of this in response to their
grief. They never signed up for this. They would do anything to
change this.

They don’t owe us their service and advocacy. They don’t owe us
anything. Congress failed them. We didn’t do our job. Today, the
House Judiciary Committee is finally holding a hearing on gun vio-
lence, a crisis that kills 40,000 Americans every year. What I want
to ask my Republican colleagues, is it still too soon? Is it too soon
to talk about taking action to stop gun violence? Because that is
Whait I heard after Marjory Stoneman Douglas, but it was already
too late.

As we start this important work, Madam Chair, I ask unanimous
consent to enter statements into the record from Fred Guttenberg;
Tony Montalto, and Stand with Parkland; Patricia Oliver and
Change the Ref and March for Our Lives.

Ms. ScANLON. Without objection, so entered.

[The information follows:]






MR. DEUTCH FOR THE RECORD
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February 6, 2019

The Honorable Jerrold Nadler
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

The Honorable Doug Collins
Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Chairman Nadler and Ranking Member Collins,

My name is Fred Guttenberg and 1 am the father of Jaime Guttenberg who was 14 and Jesse
Guttenberg who is 17. Unfortunately, Jaime is dead. She was murdered in her Parkland, Florida
High School on February 14, 2018 along with 16 other innocent children and adults.

1 sent both of my kids to school that day as I would any other day and only one of them came
home.

Towards the end of the day, I received the phone call that will be with me for the rest of my life.
My son called to say there was an active shooter at the school and he was running. He was
panicking as he heard the bullets in the 1200 building where my daughter was murdered. He
heard the bullets that killed his sister. Thankfully, he made it to safety.

My wife and I tried for hours to find our daughter. At about 6pm, cue of my best friends, who is
a Coral Springs SWAT officer, was on the scene. He loved my daughter like she was part of his
family. He found my daughter and called me as I was driving back from the hospital on my
search for her.

My wife and I were in two cars, she was in front of me. She could see in her rearview mirror
that something was wrong. She called wanting to know what was happening. 1 did not want to
tell her while we were driving. She demanded and so we pulled over to the side of the highway.
It was on the side of the highway that [ had to tell my wife that our daughter was murdered at
school. She was either the last or second-to-last of the victims to get shot in the school.
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She was running and made it to the stairwell on the other side of the hallway. One more second
and she makes it. Unfortunately, BOOM a single shot to her side—her spinal cord was severed.
Did she die instantly? Did she suffer? Twill never know but I spend every second of every day
thinking about it. T am tortured by the idea that she was alive and paralyzed by the damage
caused by this AR 15 bullet and not able to tell anyone.

I was never part of any movement before this, but I am part of the gun violence prevention
movement now. At her funeral, I promised I would be her voice and fight for her. [ have heard
the delusional lie that any other weapon could have been used. WRONGH!! A car could not
drive through the school, and a knife or handgun would never have made it to the third floor—Iet
alone cause the physical damage to the bodies that killed so many including my daughter.

There are many in the hearing room today that | assume are parents, We all have dreams for our
children. I dreamt of watching my daughter have her first boyfriend, her first job, graduating
high school and college. 1 should be teaching her to drive now and planning her sweet 16.
Instead, I ery when I watch her friends who I love dearly having sweet 16’s. Most, I dreamt of
walking her down the aisle at her wedding and becoming a grandparent to her children. Those
dreams are terminated. My danghter will be 14 forever.

For those of you with children, imagine this happening to one of your kids. It definitely can. I
live in Parkland, a beautiful neighborhood. Ilive in a neighborhood with almost no crime. live
in the neighborhood that makes people say, not in my neighborhood. WRONGH! It happened in
Parkland.

Make no mistake, our schools and other public buildings are not free from potential gun fire. 1
have visited schools around the country and other public places such as Fountain Square in
Cincinnati where mass gun violence has occurred. Unfortunately, if is easy for anyone with the
intent of causing mass casualties to walk in with a backpack containing an AR 15 like the one
that killed my daughter and to do so. Unfortunately, this can happen in any public building.

To be clear, my new mission for common sense gun safety will succeed. I expect this new
Congress to lead. The reason [ am certain it will succeed is that there is nothing in it that
alienates any Second Amendment rights. The intent is not to remove weapons from lawful and
legal gun owners, but rather to remove those who intend to kill from weapons. Hopefully, you
all also agree that no single right should overtake another right. My daughter and the other
victims of preventable gun violence had all rights terminated. They lost their right to life. They
lost their right to be believers in the Second Amendment.

I support law abiding gun owners. To anyone who would suggest common sense gun reforms
such as the ones which we passed in Florida alienate the Second Amendment is dishonest. No
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law-abiding gun owner has had weapons removed or restrictions placed on use. The law simply
gives law enforcement the ability to protect others who may become victims of preventable gun
violence if nothing is done.

I have been the recipient of some brutal and vulgar and threatening comments from those who do
not support this. For me, this is not partisan, but it is about loss and honoring the memory of my
daughter and other victims. For those who make the threatening comments, they only reinforce
how important it is that we do something. What our suggested reforms will do is lead to
enhanced public safety from individuals who intend to use guns to kill others—so that citizens
can have greater confidence that they will not be shot—simply for going to school or for being
out and enjoying beautiful public parks, shopping malls, movie theaters, places of worship, and
other public buildings.

Gun reform is simply intended to keep weapons from those who intend to do harm. It is
intended to keep you, your family, your friends, your neighbors and fellow citizens from
becoming the next victim of a mass casualty because law enforcement did not have the necessary
tools to stop a known threat. You must be strong, you must be honest about what gun reform is,
you must continue to support the Second Amendment, and you must ensure that everyone has the
right to live a life where they can enjoy all of our constitutionally guaranteed rights.

Thank you.

Sincerel

24l My

Fred Guttenberg

Orange Ribbons For Jaime
5944 Coral Ridge Drive #301
Coral Springs, FL 33076
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STAND WITH mmm
PARKLAND

The National Association of Families for Safe Schools

February 6, 2019

The Honorable Jerrold Nadler
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

The Honorable Doug Collins
Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Chairman Nadler and other distinguished members of the House Committee on the Judiciary we urge
you to come together and pass H.R. 8 - Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019
in this 116™ Congressional session.

Stand with Parkland — The National Association of Families for Safe Schools was founded by the 17
families who lost loved ones in the Parkland, Florida school massacre nearly one year ago on February
14, 2018. The loss of our beloved spouses and children while at school was devastating to our families.
We all realized change needed to happen to avoid another mass shooting in America’s schools. Our
organization’s mission became clear:

Stand with Parkland is a national organization representing American families. We are committed to
advocating for practical public safety reforms focused on the safety of our children and staff at school,
improved mental health support, and responsible firearms ownership. Personal responsibility and a
desire for change are paramount to this effort, and it is the people involved at all levels that will make
these goals a reality. Violence in our schools affects everyone. It is an American epidemic, and it is time
that we all come together to do something about it.

In the nearly twenty years since Columbine our nation has made little progress in stopping these mass
school shootings. This issue affects us all, Democrats and Republicans alike. The effort to solve this
complex issue begins when all Americans show a willingness to sit down and have a discussion and
respectfully listen to the views of others. Surely there is more that unites us on this issue than divides
us. The next step is to find what we agree on and bring that consensus position to Congress and ask
that laws be created to keep our nation’s students and staff members safe in America’s schools.
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H.R. 8 - Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019 should be an important piece in helping our nation
keep students and staff safe at school. We need robust laws on the books and enforcement on the
streets of our nation to keep firearms out of the hands of those who should not have them.
Mandatory background checks on all sales and transfers of firearms needs to become part of our
national effort to stop our children from being murdered at school.

Stand with Parkland — The National Association of Families for Safe Schools advocates for a holistic
approach toward improving the safety of all schools by:

1. Securing the campus

2. Improved mental health screening and intervention

3. Responsible firearms ownership
All of these issues listed above need to be addressed, not only one or two. However, since this
committee is focusing on the firearms piece of the puzzle we would like to add the two items listed
below for your consideration.

Extreme Risk Protection Orders (ERPOs) — These are powerful tools that enable law enforcement
officers to protect themselves and others. These also touch on the mental health pillar of our holistic
approach to school safety and have been effective in many states. ERPOs allow law enforcement to
remove firearms from the home of those considered to be a danger to themselves or others. To
balance the rights of the individual in question, there must be a strong provision that allows the return
of the firearms after a well-defined review process.

Safe Firearms Storage — Most school shooters get the weapon used in the massacre from a relative.
Therefore, it is incumbent on the owner of each firearm to be responsible for its safe storage.
Enforcement of current laws and creation of new laws compelling owners of firearms to secure them
properly is something for this congress and administration to explore. Securing the firearm from those
who should not have access to it will help add to the safety of our nation’s staff members and
students at school.

Once again, we ask that the committee as a whole to come together and pass H.R. 8 - Bipartisan
Background Checks Act of 2019 on to the House floor. Stand with Parkland — The National Association
of Families for Safe Schools also encourages the committee to consider how ERPOs and new Safe
Storage laws would help keep America’s staff members and students safe while in school.

Thank you for your time.
Tony Montalto
President

Stand with Parkland — The National Association of Families for Safe Schools
Email: Tony@StandwithParkland.org

Stand with Parkland
The National Association of Families for Safe Schools
5944 Coral Ridge Drive #273
Coral Springs, FL 33076
Email:info@standwithparkland.org
Website: StandwithParkland.org
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The Honorable Ted Deutch
2447 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Deutch,

Farm writing to you to plead with you to ensure that other mothers and fathers do not
have to endure the gut-wrenching pain. The senseless and unnecessary loss of life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness for my family. My name is Patricia Oliver. My
beautiful son, Joaguin, was one of the 17 who lost their life at Marjorie Stoneman
Douglass High School last year. Words cannot éxpress the devastation wrought on the
families of the victims. The shattering of the worlds of families, friends and those who
survived.

After the avoidable mass shooling, many said we were in their thoughts and prayers.
How many of you in this chamber uttered just those words? | thank you for your
prayers. But are you actually thinking? About your constituents? About those you
have sworn an oath to serve. About those you know and love. If you were thinking you
would do something. it is in your power to enact common sense gun laws. Common
sense mental heaith support. Appropriate support and guidance to law enforcement. if
we have the courage fo stand up and do this, then never again will thoughts and
prayers be needed in the aftermath of a mass shooting.

This country is at a crossroads. We need your leadership. We need your love. Your
compassion. We need your serious thought, unmarred by lobbyists. |implore you to
think about the kids. Think about how you would feel if it was your son, Your daughter.
Your granddaughter. Your grandson. Because it could be. Had we ~ had the members
of this body - learned the lessons of Columbine, of Sandy Hook, Joaguin would still be
here. The fives of hundreds would not have been ripped to pieces. This was
preventable.

Something you can do and urge your colleagues to do right this moment is support the
recently introduced Universal Background Checks bill.

It is now my mission in life to do whatever | can to ensure that no mother, no father, has
to endure the pain | have. That no shining beacon of light and hope and love like my
Joaquin is snuffed out too soon in a preventable mass shooting. We know that he didn't
have to die. If our leaders had done enough. Other countries have solved this problem.
The fpadmap exists. Please. Follow it.

Si fr}eiy,

P ¥%¢ia Oliv
Farkland, Ft
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Mr. DEUTCH. Aalayah, thank you for being here. Your classroom
was attacked at MSD, but at March for Our Lives on March 24th,
you spoke to hundreds of thousands, over a million people in DC,
and at other events around the world, and you said, “I am not only
here to speak about school shootings, I am here to speak for the
urban communities who have been speaking out about this way be-
fore February 14th.”

Student survivors like yourself and like the March for Our Lives
advocates have been some of the strongest voices for change. Over
the past year, you have met with young people from around the
country. Tell us what you have learned in the meetings and the
discussions and the friendships you have developed in places like
Miami, Chicago, Baltimore, Los Angeles, and cities that face daily
gun violence.

Ms. EASTMOND. I noticed that, it is hard to have these conversa-
tions. But, we have to get comfortable with being uncomfortable. I
noticed having these conversations, there is always an elephant in
the room, and that is the urban communities. Nobody wants to talk
about how to combat the issue of gun violence in urban commu-
nities when Black and brown youth are the number-one impacted
youth by gun violence.

So, that is one thing that I noticed, and I have just been working
tirelessly to share my platform that I didn’t ask to have with those
marginalized communities because their voices are just as impor-
tant as mine and my colleagues from Parkland.

Mr. DEUTCH. They are, Aalayah, and thank you for using your
voice to help lift up the voices of so many.

Madam Chair, after February 14th, the Florida legislature
passed bills to increase the minimum age for rifle purchases to 21
and passed extreme risk protection orders. States and local govern-
ments all around the country have taken action. Finally, the House
of Representatives is about to act.

Aalayah, you said during your testimony, “I ask that you give my
generation a chance.” The important message today, as I see it
from this seat looking out at this crowd, is that you don’t need to
ask for us to give you a chance. Your leadership and the young peo-
ple who are here today and who have been energized around the
country are providing the leadership that is making this happen.

We are going to pass background checks because it is supported
llo%r over 90 percent of the American people, and it can help save a
ife.

It is true, Chief. If only one life is saved, that is enough for me.
It darned well ought to be enough for every single Member of this
Congress.

When we finish our work today, what the young people should
know—and I will wrap up, Madam Chair, what the people here
today in this crowd should know is that just as they are not going
anywhere and will remain on this issue, in this fight because it is
the fight for their lives, we will not stop either.

Thank you, Madam Chair. I yield back the balance of my time.

[Applause.]

Ms. ScANLON. The chair recognizes the gentleman from Lou-
isiana. I am sorry. Oh, I am sorry. Reading wrong.

The gentleman from California?
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Mr. McCLINTOCK. Thank you, Madam Chair.

This is not a new subject. We now have some 50 years of experi-
ence with gun control laws, and as Ms. Lindquist’s testimony at-
tests, we have found them extremely effective at disarming law-
abiding citizens. We have found them extremely ineffective at dis-
arming criminals, madmen, and terrorists. They end up creating a
society where the law-abiding are unarmed and criminals are as
well-armed as ever. I think our schools are a microcosm of such a
society where the gunman is king.

Fortunately, we have also a lot of experience with laws that do
work. Executing murderers works. Locking up other gun predators
until they are old and feeble works. Confining the dangerously
mentally ill so that they can be treated works. Responsible armed
citizens who can return fire works.

These laws protected us well for many, many decades. I think de-
pending on criminals and madmen to obey gun laws is delusional.
In case after case, authorities have turned a blind eye to repeated
complaints about violent and obviously mentally ill persons. MS—
13 is not widely recognized for its meticulousness in obeying our
gun laws, only their defenseless victims seem to be.

Several States now forbid local law enforcement from turning
dangerous criminal illegal aliens over to ICE for deportation. In-
stead, they are releasing them back into our communities, and
these are the same States that make it tougher for law-abiding citi-
zens to defend themselves. It seems to me no one gives a second
thought to an armed guard at a bank. Now that guard is there to
protect our money. Whenever anyone suggests armed guards to
protect our children at our schools, it is met with hoots of derision.
Seems to me that hardening security at schools has got to be
backed up by armed force.

Professor Malcolm, why shouldn’t school employees who are
trained and entrusted by their local sheriffs with concealed weap-
ons permits be allowed to use those permits in our schools to de-
fend our children and stop the next massacre?

Dr. MALcoLM. I think they should be. Not every teacher has to
be. Clearly, those people who are willing to be trained or were
Members of the military or police force should be there. They will
be on the spot.

It wasn’t the gun laws or the Congress that let those children
down at Parkland. It was the first responders who let them down
and who knew that Cruz was dangerous and had gone to his house
and been warned about him more than 45 times. They never put
him on a background list.

If he had been put on a background list, he could not have gotten
a weapon. Even when they knew he had weapons, they did not dis-
arm him. So, I think that background checks are fine so far as they
go, but it is really important to have someone on the spot who will
protect those children.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I think we also learned that depending upon
law enforcement alone is not sufficient.

Ms. Lindquist, I want to thank you for coming today. I once
worked for Ed Davis. He was the legendary chief of the Los Ange-
les Police Department in the late ’60s and ’70s. Now that was dur-
ing the time of the Manson murders, the SLA shootout, campus
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riots. He introduced such innovations as Neighborhood Watch and
community-based policing that engaged private citizens, and it
worked.

During his tenure as chief, violent crime actually declined in Los
Angeles while it was skyrocketing nationally. At the core, his phi-
losophy was looking at law-abiding citizens and the police as being
partners in upholding the laws that protect us. He fiercely opposed
gun control laws because he viewed law-abiding citizens as an inte-
gral part of policing, and he saw them as the first line of defense
against crime.

How does your experience relate to that view?

Ms. LINDQUIST. I think that I am not sure Neighborhood Watch,
1:10 be honest, would have helped me in the situation because it was

im—

Mr. McCLINTOCK. My point is that that underlies a more funda-
mental philosophy that looks at law-abiding citizens as the first
line of defense against crime.

Ms. LINDQUIST. Sure. I certainly agree with that. Like I said in
my testimony, I don’t really want to get into the details of what
happened. But it was him versus I, and it was a battle of strength,
and obviously, I lost. So, yes, police are great, and I very much re-
spect what they do. But sometimes seconds count.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Thank you.

. Ms. SCANLON. The chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Cali-
ornia.

Ms. Bass. Thank you, Madam Chair.

I just want to follow up a word on my colleague over there, Mr.
McClintock. Neighborhood Watch, I do think, provides a real oppor-
tunity for community Members to get involved. Ed Davis never be-
lieved in arming the Neighborhood Watch.

I have a couple of questions for Ms. Latiker, and I want to ad-
dress what I believe is a common stereotype of inner-city commu-
nities, in particular African-American communities, because it has
often been said that the only time the community responds is when
a police officer kills an African American and that when there is
C}I;ime that takes place in our communities that we don’t do any-
thing.

I know that you are one of those soldiers on the front line. I want
to thank you for being here today. I know that you are also sup-
posed to be in Canada. My good colleague Representative Robin
Kelly told me about your work. I really wanted to ask you if you
could talk about the work that you have done, what role can com-
munity-based organizations play in preventing crime and com-
forting those who have suffered from the impact?

Then also what resources do you need from us? One, I have
worked in communities for many years, and I often know that it
is never considered newsworthy when we are doing marches, talk-
ing about crime, and trying to address the situation. Anyway, I
would like for you to respond to what you are doing in the commu-
nity and what we can do, as Members of Congress, to help you?

Ms. LATIKER. Well, first, thank you so much for that acknowledg-
ment. As I sit here, I listen to the back-and-forth about gun vio-
lence, and to me, it leaves out the most important part. That is
those who have to deal with it on a daily basis or a mom in my
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community who has lost two sons in 1 week because of gun vio-
lence. It seems it is always talked around about the people who are
living there. Now you can imagine a block with 10 houses on it,
and 6 of those houses have lost kids to violence so that there is no
block anymore, there isn’t any community anymore because all
those families are hurting.

Then one on the block steps up and says, “I need to do some-
thing, and I want to help.” Nobody wants to help because of the
color of their skin or where they come from or where they live at
or the conditions. So, you are fighting a losing battle, and I am
speaking of myself personally here right now. You are fighting a
losing battle not only to give hope to the people you are trying to
help, but to the community that you live in because they believe
that the violence is more prevalent than the hope is.

Ms. Bass. Does your organization have funding?

Ms. LATIKER. No, ma’am. We all—

Ms. Bass. It is all volunteer?

Ms. LATIKER. —for 15 years. Yes, ma’am. We have seven dedi-
catgd volunteers. Not that we wouldn’t want salaries, and we need
it, but—

Ms. Bass. Well, how are you able to do that work with just vol-
unteers?

Ms. LATIKER. Because some very generous people, donors, people
who believe in what we do have supported us all these years, and
foundations have helped us. We have never had a grant writer or
anything like that. It doesn’t come from that. I just want people to
know before my time is up. It doesn’t come from that. It comes
from a sense of I am more afraid not to do anything, than I am
to do something.

Ms. Bass. Right. But I do think if communities had the re-
sources—

Ms. LATIKER. Oh, without question. Without question.

Ms. Bass. It is not as though the communities are irresponsible
and don’t want to do anything.

Thank you very much.

Ms. LATIKER. Thank you.

Ms. Bass. Thank you very much for being here today.

Ms. Thomas, I wanted to ask if you could very briefly, because
I need to yield some of my time to my colleague here, Mr. Deutch.
In a community like Chicago that has strong gun laws, it is the
problem in the surrounding area. State of California, strong gun
laws. We have out States that guns come in from.

Could you very briefly respond to what the Federal Government
could do to help? Then I am going to yield my time to Mr. Deutch.

Ms. THOMAS. One of the things that the Federal Government
could do would be to properly fund ATF so they could do their job
to better trace that trafficking of guns that happens across State
lines and to pass a trafficking bill. We don’t currently have a Fed-
eral bill which addresses the problem of gun trafficking.

Ms. Bass. Thank you.

Ms. THOMAS. I think we need one.

Ms. Bass. Thank you very much.

I yield to Representative Deutch.

Mr. DEUTCH. I thank my friend from California.
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I just wanted to set the record straight on one discussion. We
have gone back and forth. There has been a lot of talk about Jus-
tice Scalia and the Heller case and Blackstone, and it is just impor-
tant, actually, as we have these discussions, to be honest about
what we are trying to do.

The fact is that every single proposal that has been made in the
gun safety area is entirely constitutional. Don’t take it from me.
Take it from Justice Scalia, who said, and I quote, “Like most
rigclllts, the right secured by the Second amendment is not unlim-
ited.”

From Blackstone through the 19th century cases, commentators
and courts routinely explained that the right was not a right to
keep and carry any weapon whatsoever, in any manner whatso-
ever, and for whatever purpose. That is the language we need to
bear in mind as we have this debate. We cannot be fooled by those
who suggest that what we are trying to do is unconstitutional.
What we are trying to do is constitutional. It is just, and it will
save lives.

Thank you, Madam Chair.

Ms. ScANLON. Okay. The gentleman’s time has expired.

I ask for the committee’s unanimous consent that the following
items be added to the hearing record. We have a letter from Pros-
ecutors Against Gun Violence, co-chaired by Michael Feuer, the Los
City Attorney, and Cyrus Vance, Jr., Manhattan District Attorney,
in support of Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019. We have
letters from Massachusetts Seventh Congressional District elected
officials, including Boston Mayor Martin J. Walsh, local advocates,
and constituents, presented by Representative Ayanna Pressley.
We have a 2019 report from Everytown for Gun Safety concerning
Internet sales of firearms and the background check loopholes that
allow Internet to occur without any background checks.

Without objection, these letters will be added to the hearing
record.

[The information follows:]



MS. SCANLON FOR THE RECORD
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PROSECUTORS

AGAINST GUN VIOLENCE

February 5, 2019

The Honorable Jerrold Nadler

Chairman, House Committee on the Judiciary
2132 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Re: Prosecutors’ Support for HR. 8

Dear Congressman Nadler:

We are the co-chairs of Prosecutors Against Gun Violence (PAGV), an
independent, non-partisan coalition of prosecutors from across the country that identifies
and promotes prosecutorial, legislative, and policy solutions to gun violence. As
individuals sworn to uphold the law and ensure the safety of our communities, we write
in strong support of the Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019. As prosecutors, we
understand the importance of commonsense federal legislation that could prevent gun
violence and save lives. A majority of our members support universal background
checks.

The Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019 would require a background check
on all gun sales and transfers with reasonable, limited exceptions, including guns for
hunting and target shooting, guns given as gifts to family members, and guns provided for
emergency self-defense. It would close dangerous existing loopholes in federal law that
enable people who are prohibited from possessing firearms—including those with felony
convictions, domestic violence abusers, fugitives, and people with mental illness—from
obtaining them from unlicensed sellers by requiring the unlicensed sellers to meet buyers
at a licensed gun dealer, who would perform the background check.

Next week, our organization will be gathering in Houston for its eighth national
conference. In 2015 in that very county, a man murdered eight people in their home: his
ex-girlfriend, her six children, and the father of five of the children. He used a firearm he
obtained from a stranger he met online, in spite of his extensive prior criminal history that
should have barred him from obtaining the weapon if a background check had been
conducted.

As a country, we need to make it more difficult for dangerous criminals to obtain
deadly weapons without a background check. Lives depend upon it, and this legislation
could prevent massacres like the one in Harris County, as well as in our diverse
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Jjurisdictions around the country. We join bipartisan voices around the nation in strongly
supporting H.R. 8.

Sincerely,

/)ﬁ % ‘ f q’ A\

MICHAEL N. FEUER CYRUS R. VANCE, JR.
Los Angeles City Attorney Manbhattan District Attorney

Co-Chair Co-Chair
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AYANNA PRESSLEY 1108 LonGworTH House OFFice BUiLoinG
71 DISTRICT, MASSACHUSETTS WAS;;\SJ;})';)ZNLEI‘:‘Z‘DE\ 5

Congress of the United States
1Bouge of Representatives
TWashington, BE 20515-2107

February 6, 2019

Honorable Jerrold Nadler

Chairman

House Committee on the Judiciary
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20510

Honorable Doug Collins

Ranking Member

House Committee on the Judiciary
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20510

Chairman Nadler:

I am writing to commend the House Judiciary Committee for holding the first hearing on gun
violence in nearly a decade. The mandate from the 2018 electorate could not have been clearer — this
will be the Congress that will move from inaction to action, from thoughts and prayers to policy and
change. For the first time in a generation, the House has an opportunity to pass H.R. 8, the Bipartisan
Background Checks Act. It’s incumbent upon us as policymakers to do all we can to end one of the
greatest public health crises of our time.

Every day, 96 people are killed in the United States with guns, largely due to suicide,
domestic disputes, and community violence.' This deadly epidemic has plagued communities from
Parkland, Florida to East Boston, Massachusetts where my own district (the 7th Congressional
District of Massachusetts) has been greatly affected. It’s critical that as we approach this inflection
point, we continue to name those who have lost their lives to senseless and preventable gun violence.
From my own district, that includes Christopher Joyce, Ersilia Cataldo Matarazzo, Dwayne Nelson,
Alicia Restrepo, and many others. We also acknowledge that the solutions to curb gun violence and
trauma in our communities have often been used as political weapons by powerful lobbyists and
apathetic politicians. But for the families who have been robbed of loved ones and the students who
still mourn their friends, this is not a partisan or political issue — it’s a moral one.

* Everytown. Gun Violence in America (2019). Available at hilps: arg/gun-vio ical

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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Over the last decade, we have borne witness to horrifying and heartbreaking tragedies in
Newtown, Aurora, Charleston, Orlando, Las Vegas, and Pittsburgh. Each of these events fueling
widespread outrage and mobilization as our country mourns the lives of people gone much too soon.
But past the attention-grabbing headlines, there is another crisis happening in neighborhoods across
this country. It is the steady drumbeat of gun homicides that occur with far too much regularity in
black and brown communities. These are the stories that don’t often make the evening news but
whose lives matter nonetheless.

Furthermore, there is no hierarchy of hurt when it comes to a life robbed from a family or
neighborhood. No matter if it’s a shooting in a school, a workplace, a house of worship, or a city
block — if we march and mourn for one, we must have equitable outrage for them all. Our response
to all forms of gun violence must reflect the value we place in every life, from Parkland to East
Boston. Considering the early steps taken with this hearing and the impending passage of HR 8,1 am
confident that we will make progress in closing dangerous loopholes that put our communities in
harm’s way. Every child deserves to grow up and feel safe in their community or classroom. After
years of stalled legislation and Republican obstruction, the Bipartisan Background Checks represents
a foundational step toward passage of common-sense gun safety laws which the American people

overwhelming support. I look forward to fighting for comprehensive gun reform today and in the
future. Thank you.

Attached please find letters from elected officials, community advocates, and survivors of

gun violence across the Massachusetts 7th congressional district disclosing the impact of gun
violence in our communities and support for Congress’ early efforts to pass long overdue gun reform.

Sincerely,

Agarnefrtsy.

Ayanna Pressley
Member of Congress
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CITY OF BOSTON » ASSACHUSETTS

‘OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
MARTIN J, WALSH

" February 4,2019

The Honorable Jerrold Nadier

Chairman, House Committee on the Judiciary
United States House of Representatwes
Washmgton, D.C. 20510

Chatrman Nadler,

: * For far too long, gun wolence has remamed an issue with its most dxrect and significant 1mpacts felt at
the Jocal, street level. City governments, survivors, and advocates feel the strain of gun violence andare -1
working together arcund the clock to address what is clearly a pubhc health crisis. Boston is no stranger to giin
violence. Too many of our young people have been injured by or fallen victim to gun crime: But, collectively
with our partners it the public, private, educational, and faith-based sectors; we are using a collaborative”
approach to reducc and prevent gun vxo!ence across a spcctrum of initiatives and programs

As a national law enforcement leader, the Boston Police Department has been involved in removmg .
fivarms from the street and creating innovative policy to help decrease gun violence in the City of Boston, "
Netionally, the BPD has taken a lead on opposition to Concealed Carry Reciprocity, co-authoring a letter to.
Cangress with IACP, signed by 473 law enforcement agencies from 39 states, imploring them not to pass this..
1av. Understanding policy is critical to education and reduction of guns on the streets of Boston, law :

-enforcement strategxes have been crucial as well. In 2018, the City of Boston experienced the lowest volume of
shooting victims in the 12 years that the Department has actively tracked shooting incidents by victim: There

“ s also a decrease in shooting incidents, with 34 fewer incidents than 2017 In 2018, we took over 450 crime

“gms off the streets.  In addition to working closely. with our regional law enforcement partners to stem the flow
ofcrime guns from our neighboring states; our officers utilize information and technology such as ShctSpotter
toknow who and where illegals guns are to stop individuals from ereating more violence, Our Police
Department supports those in our community already affected by gun violence usmg a holistic appmach that
engages with partners at every Iaw enf‘orcement and communliy fevel.

Boston understands that gun violence is not just a public safety issue, but a public health issue 0o, The
Cxty, thirough local health departments, like the Boston Public Health Commission, has been critical in"
aidressing the epidemic of violence, including gun violence. We are working to create cammunities where
widents can be healthy and safe; with access to quality education for our kids and good jobs for families:
Violence is an equity issue. Whﬂe violence can occur anywhere, it dsspropcmonately affects communities of
whor in Boston; where the homicide rate for young black males is more than 32 times the rate for young white
males; Boston is fortunate, however, to have a tremendous group of partners that are committed to preventing
ad addressing the root causes of violence through a public health approach, We know that we cannot merely

BOSTON CITY HALL | ONE CITY HALL SQUARE | BOSTONY MASSACHUSEI‘TS 3 02201
- Ui 6174635-4500 1 wwiwboston.gov B
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arrest our way out of violence. Our healthcare community works together to provide strong trauma support
sérvices to victims.. Qur schools teach children skills that foster social emotional wellness. Community-based
organizations contribute to bulldmg trust and cohesion in our ne:ghborhoods And most importantly, our
ras;dems are eager (o eng,age in every aspect of building peace in the City of Boston:

Ending the cycle of v;o!ence begins with supporting our children and families and working with them to-
change the social norms associated with violence, To that end; the Boston Public Health Commission has
developed a continuum of effective violence prevention strategies that engage different stakeholders within =
Boston in a way that fosters collaboration.. Our trauma-informed approach is grounded in principles that:
support parents, reduce children’s exposure to violence, teach children about peaceful conilict resolution; create
positive opportunities for feens, address domestic and sexual violence and enjage residents in violence
prevention, and intervening with at-risk youth and families. Boston’s nationally-recognized Streetworkers
pmgmm and our My Brother’s Keeper Initiative complement the work that our pubhc safety’ and pubhc health
agencxcs do, together with our commumty partners and our residents.

< Although we have expenenced great success over the years it reducmg gun vxolence promoting
violence prevention and supporting vuinerable populanons across the City, we know that we canriot do this
work alone. Congress can be an incredible partner in working to reduce and prevent gun violence, Passinga’
universal background check law; blocking efforts to enact concealed-carry reciprocity, assisting cities and states
‘With cross—_;unsdlcnonal law enforcement supports, increasing funding for gun violénce research, and increasing
victims and survivors supports and protectxons areall steps that need to be taken to keep our people safe from
harm. : : :

On behalf of all the people in the Cn:y of Boston that are workmg to prevent and reduce gun v:olence,
wint to thank you fer holdmg this hearing {oday. :

Smcerely,
M a 4\..:) o-‘m?\
Martin 1. Walsb : :

- Mayor.
wiClty of Boston s



94

UNCHECKED

OVER 1 MILLION ONLINE FIREARM ADS,
NO BACKGROUND CHECKS REQUIRED

Our federal background check law was written 25 years ago, long before the explosion of the internet
and well before the establishment of online gun marketplaces like Armslist.com. Federal law only
requires a background check when the seller is a licensed gun dealer, leaving all other sales — like
unlicensed gun sales negotiated over the internet — unregulated and unchecked. The internet provides
on-demand access to exploit this loophole in federal law to people who should not have access to guns.

Everytown has conducted an investigation of the unregulated online gun marketplace and its serious
threat to public safety.! The investigation reveals a massive marketplace where unchecked gun

sales are taking place between complete strangers meeting online, allowing criminals and other
prohibited purchasers an easy avenue for access. The investigation covered all ads posted in 2018
on Armslist.com, which claims to be “the largest free gun classifieds on the web” with 7 million visits
1o the site each month.” Key findings of the investigation include:

In 2018 alone, nearly 1.2 million ads were posted on Armslist.com for firearm sales where
no background check was legally required. This vast volume of ads provided criminals and
domestic abusers with ready opportunity to get armed without a background check.?

EVERYTOWN

FOR OUN SAFETY | SUPPORT FUND

2.6 million

2 million
firearm posts

1.5 million
firearm posts

| Armslist.com operates similarly to other online
classified platforms whereby a seller posts
an ad that includes price, description, and a
photo. Armslist.com allows firearm ads to be
posted by both licensed gun dealers (called
“premium vendors”) — who are required to
conduct a background check on all gun sales
by federal law — and unlicensed sellers (called
“private parties’) — who are not covered by the
federal requirement. The sales are completed
offline after email, phone, text, and in-person
communications.

| Everytown’s investigators collected over
2.6 million postings from Armslist.com over
the course of 20184 An analysis of the
postings revealed that unlicensed sellers
offering firearms for sale was the single
largest category of posts on Armslist.com.

everytownresearch.org/unchecked

by unlicensed sellers

549,684
handguns
400,012
rifles
115,518
shotguns

91,847
assault-style rifles

| Of the 2.6 million postings, over 2 million were
for firearms,® with 1.5 million for guns offered
for sale by unlicensed sellers. 1.2 million of
the firearm ads posted by unlicensed sellers
did not legally require a background check
prior to sale because of the state in which
the firearm was being offered for sale.”

Of the 1.2 million ads, nearly 50% — 549,684 —
offered handguns for sale, 400,012 offered
rifles for sale, 115,518 offered shotguns for
sale, and 91,847 offered assault-style rifles

for sale®— none of the firearm sales would
have legally required a background check.

Everytown also analyzed the geographic
location of the posts, and created an interactive
data platform for further analysis available at
www.everytownresearch.org/unchecked.
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CRIMINALS ARE TRYING TO BUY GUNS ONLINE

An investigation of people looking to purchase firearms on Armslist.com revealed that nearly

NEARLY1TIN9 11n 9 prospective buyers had prohibiting histories or status — a rate over 7 times higher than

PROSPECTIVE ONLINE buyers who fail background checks at licensed dealers or in other contexts where background
checks are required.” This disproportionate rate, consistent with prior Everytown investigation

BUYERS WOULD results, shows that criminals know that the internet is the place to go to get armed with

NOT HAVE PASSED no questions asked.

ABACKGROUND CHECK.

| Everytown's investigators placed ads on Armslist.com in 4 states and then ran public records
requests on would-be buyers who responded. Investigators reviewed the records of over 430
individuals who expressed an interest in purchasing the firearms. The results of this investigation
likely understate the share of prohibited buyers on the online market because investigators' public
records searches did not have access to records of some non-criminal prohibiting criteria such as
involuntary commitment to a mental institution.

| The prohibited individuals looking to buy guys online had criminal histories that are very
disturbing, including violent felonies, domestic abuse misdemeanors, drug abuse, and
active domestic violence restraining orders.® In addition to the people with criminal histories,

a number of minors under 18 were illegally attempting to purchase firearms.'!

e
e
An individual responded by text message to an advertisement for a Hi-Point handgun. He expressed
interest in meeting the next day to purchase the firearm. Based on available public records,
investigators determined that the individual who responded to the ad had a substantial prohibiting
2 criminal history, including felony convictions for child molestation and threatening to commit
- aggravated assault (making “terroristic threats”), and use of methamphetamines in 2015 and 2017.

He is also currently under indictment for failing to register as a sex offender.

1 T Disposition

i Charge (Guity, Not Guity,

. Count Guk X

H {as ndicted or accused) ul‘:’ﬁ.ﬁf‘m
i Pros, Desd Docket)
1 fonsne -

| Everytown’s findings in this and prior investigations have consistently confirmed the
dangerous reality of prohibited buyers looking to purchase guns online.

Year of Investigation Rate of Prohibited Purchasers Online

2018 Georgia 1in9
2018 Ohio 1in12
2018 Tennessee 1in8
2018 Florida 1in7
2017 New Mexico 1in15"
2016 Nevada 1in11"
2015 Oregon* 1in 18"
2014 Washington* 1in 10"

* Oregon and Washington now require background checks on all guns sales,
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BACKGROUND CHECK LAWS CAN CHANGE THE ONLINE MARKET

Critics of background check laws claim they will not make a difference in how guns are sold.

But our investigation found that the laws matter. Unlicensed sellers in states that have passed
background check laws show a high degree of compliance — 84% of the 55 sellers contacted
expressly stated the sale would need to be completed at a dealer or with an appropriate permit
to purchase. However, where there was no law on unlicensed sales, only 6% of the 95 sellers
contacted by investigators indicated they would require a background check on their sales.

| Examining 7 states with varied background check laws, our investigators contacted 150 unlicensed
sellers on Armslist.com to inquire about the firearms listed for sale and to assess how the sales
would be completed.

everytownresearch.org/unchecked

me and you. And it’s just like
me selling you a pair of shoes
or something.”

this work?

TN Seller: "It's like a
newspaper classifieds, without
the paper. Just come up with

a time and place to meet.

1 just take your word that you
are eligible.”

Onio -—
Georgia L In states with
1 no background check laws:
Floric . ONLY 6% OF SELLERS
- INDICATED THEY
R
WOULD REQUIRE A
North Carolina |EG—
fong guns I <« BACKGROUND CHECK.
*North Carolina | <« In states with
handguns I background check laws:
a0  E——
WCEEE —— 84% OF SELLERS
*Oregon _— INDICATED THEY
WOULD REQUIRE A
0 20 40 60 80 100
M background checks [l no background checks BACKGROUND CHECK.
* Indicates a background check or permit to purchase is required by state law.
| North Carolina s a state with different laws for different unlicensed sellers — background checks
and a permit to purchase are required for all handgun sales, but not for rifle and shotgun sales.
Unlicensed sellers know the difference in North Carolina law and followed it.
WHAT UNLICENSED SELLERS XX GEORGIA X TENNESSEE v/ OREGON
ON ARMSLIST.COM SAY GA Seller: "[A]s far as a Investigator: | own a few guns ~ OR Seller: "How it goes Is
ABOUT UNLICENSED SALES private sale, it doesn't but | never bought anything we go to a gun store and
AND BACKGROUND CHECKS matter. That's just between from this site before how does  do a back ground check

and what's it done | give
you gun you give me cash.”

Investigator: Perfect
OR Seller: "There's one
near me prolly have

the whole process done
in 15 minutes tops."
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Guns found online can be purchased quickly and without a background check. The investigation
found nearly 1.2 million ads on Armslist.com for firearms sales for which no background check
was legally required, and that 1 in 9 people looking online to buy guns from unlicensed sellers

are prohibited because of criminal history, domestic abuse or because they are minors. Where
background checks were required by state law, sellers demonstrated compliance with the law and
indicated a background check would be required on the sale. However, where there was no state
law requirement, sellers did not indicate they would require a background check for the sale to be
completed, offering potential access to people who should not have guns.

There is a clear and present danger in the online firearms marketplace, and the only responsible
answer is to require background checks on all gun sales in order to block purchases to people
with dangerous histories. Elected officials need to update the federal law and require background
checks on all gun sales, closing the deadly online sales loophole.

#UpdateBackgroundChecks

odology and further analysis can
be found online at everytownresearch.
org/unchecked

2 Armslist online advertisements and
website, last visited Jan. 24, 2019; http:/
www.armslist.com/info/advertise.

3 See e.g, Dirr A.“In 10 days, a husband's
violence escalated from a brutal assault
to murder in public view." Appleton
Post-Crescent. August 13, 2018. https://
bitly/2q600ab. (In January of 2018, an
abusive husband shot and killed his

wife; less than two weeks prior to the
incident he was charged with two felonies
after brutally assaufting her, and as part
of that process he was not allowed to
possess any firearms, but he purchased a
firearm posted on Armslist.com from an
unlicensed seller ina Walmart parking lot
with no background check.)

4 Users can create posts for a wide
range of products, including firearms,
as well as itemns such as ammunition,
firearm accessories, outdoor gear, and
fishing equipment

5 Investigators used a software
technique to capture data contained
inall of the postings on the website
from January 1, 2018 to December 31,
2018. A statistical software program was
then used to identify and remove posts
that were exact duplicates. If postings

EVERYTOWN
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were considered exact duplicates (i.e.
all content was exactly the same), then
these duplicates were removed —
eaving only a single unique posting

6 Firearms for this report are defined
as handguns, rifles, and shotguns. There
were three other categories of firearms.
posted on Armslist.com: 7,907 of the
ads were for “NFA firearms,” 14,641 of
the ads were for “muzzle loaders,” and
28,077 of the ads were for “antique
firearms.” These categories of firearms
are excluded from the analysis as these
firearms are not generally regulated

by the Gun Control Act — federal

aw requires background checks of

all transfers of NFA weapons and no
background checks are required for any
transfers of muzzle loaders and antique
firearms, including by a licensed dealer.

7 In 2018, 13 states and DC required
a background check (at the point of
sale and/or via purchase permit) for all
unlicensed sellers (CA, CO, CT, DE, DC,
Hl, IL, MA, NJ, NY, OR, RI, VT, and WA),
while six additional states required a
background check only for handgun
sales (IA, MD, MI, NE, NC, PA). MD and
PA did require background checks

on sales of some high-powered rifles
and shotguns; this analysis does not
calculate which specific sales were
covered by the laws in those states. In

everytownresearch.org/unchecked

2016, Nevada passed a ballot initiative
requiring background checks on all
guns sales, however, the former Nevada
Attorney General Adam Laxalt argued
the law could not be enforced, which
meant that, in practice, background
checks were not required on unlicensed
gun sales in 2018. In addition, VT's law
wentinto effect April 11, 2018; this
analysis does not calculate which sales
were not covered in that state.

8 Everytown defined “assault-style rifles”
to include rifles identified by sellers.

with terms identical to the terms used

to define assault weapons in recent
federal legislation. The category excludes
firearms identified by their sellers as
manual-action firearms.

9 Among all sales nationally where
background checks were run from
1994 through 2015 (which includes
background checks at dealers and

in states where background checks
are required on unlicensed sales),
only 1.5% were denied. Karberg JC,
Frandsen RJ, Durso JM, Buskirk D, Lee
AD. Background Checks for Firearm
Transfers, 2015 - Statistical Tables.
Bureau of Justice Statistics. https://goo.
gl/sbalbt. November 2017

10 In the course of this investigation,
investigators initiated contact with law
enforcement in certain instances that

February 2019

Investigative video of gun purchase at
everytownresearch.org/unchecked

Arranged through Armslist.com,
investigators purchased two
firearms — a handgun and an
assault-style rifle — in minutes
and with no background checks.
15 0One of the sellers asked,
without verifying: “Assuming you
haven't beaten your wife lately,
done any drugs, [and] you're

an Ohio resident.”

involved a potential imminent threat or
other ongoing or recent contact with the
criminal justice system.

11 Atotal of 11% of the sample were
prohibited due to criminal history or
the federal age prohibitor. An additional
4% of the overall sample were found

to be between 18 and 21 and were
likely prohibited under state law from
purchasing the firearm but not included
inthe 1in 9 tabulation.

12 Everytown for Gun Safety.

Danger in the land of enchantment:
Investigating online gun sales in New
Mexico. February 2017. https://every.
Tw/2MXXUSE

13 Everytown for Gun Safety. The
wild wild web: Investigating online
gun markets in Nevada. January 2016.
hittps:/every.tw/2pXfp9]

14 Everytown for Gun Safety. No
questions asked: How Oregon's meth
users and domestic abusers shop online
for guns. April 2015. https://every.
tw/2CC2uhe

15 Everytown for Gun Safety. Online
and off the record. 2014. https://every,
twijG5LKH

16 A video of the two sales is available
at everytownresearch.org/unchecked
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Ms. SCANLON. Now as was announced previously, the Committee
will now recess until 1:00 p.m.

I want to thank our guests in the audience for joining us, for
joining us today, and I want to let them know that if they leave
during the break, they will not be guaranteed their seats when
they return. We have many people outside who would like to come
in, and we want to give everyone a chance, an opportunity to watch
today’s hearing.

So, with that, the Committee will stand in recess until 1:00 p.m.

[Recess.]

Chair NADLER. The Committee will come to order. Next I will
recognize the gentlelady from Arizona, Ms. Lesko.

Ms. LEsko. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I want to tell the testifiers
and the people that came today, I sincerely appreciate all of you
coming here. Especially those of you that are victims of domestic
or sexual violence or gun violence and those that have lost people.
I mean, I believe, that all of us whether we are Republican or Dem-
ocrat, I hope you realize that we all care. We want to reduce gun
violence. Sometimes there is just a difference in opinion of how we
get there.

Mr. Chair, I also want to join with Ranking Member Representa-
tive Collins in saying how disappointed I am that you did not allow
Congressman Scalise to come testify today and, quite frankly, he
was wounded and is still recovering and that is different than the
other Members that you said wanted to come testify, and you did
not have time for. So, I am still wondering why and what hap-
pened. Also, Mr. Chair, I just want to explain to you something
that earlier when the gentleman, who I feel very sorry for, he lost
someone from gun violence. He repeatedly got up and disrupted. It
intimidated me, and it intimated, I was told, one of the witnesses
here. So, that is why I think it is important that we do not let that
continue to happen.

I grew up in a family. I did not have guns. My father was in
World War II and after he was in World War II, he quit hunting,
and we did not have any guns. So, I did not know much about
them. I had an irrational fear of guns. So, I have been there. I have
been there with some of you that have never shot a gun. Have
never experienced it. But, then I started educating myself and real-
ized that when you make all these laws, a lot of them are unen-
forceable. But also, it is the criminals that do not follow the laws,
right. Law-abiding citizens follow the laws. So, if you are trying to
stop gun violence, and most of the gun violence is caused by people
that do not follow the laws, you are not really getting a solution
that you want.

I am a strong supporter of the Second Amendment. I am also a
survivor of domestic violence. So, I appreciated the testimony on
that and want to share with you that there are people like me out
there that have been victims, but we also want to be able to defend
ourselves. So, I hope that you go away with realizing that we all
want to solve this problem.

I have to share with you that the Department of Justice, in a re-
cent January 2019 report of prison inmates, they were interviewed,
and the ones that used guns in their crime, 56 percent of them
stated they obtained their gun by stealing it or by underground.
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Another 25 percent, so almost all of them, legally obtained it from
a family member. So, I guess what I am trying to say to you is that
when you have well intentioned laws, and I believe you really be-
lieve that the background checks are really going to save peoples’
lives, but you will see that most of the people that committed the
crimes actually stole the guns. Stole the guns. Got them from fam-
ily Members. So universal background checks will not help in most
of those situations.

I also studied all the major mass shootings quite intensely and
realized that not one single one of them would have been prevented
from a universal background check. I mean I went through all the
details. I asked all the questions. I do think there are many ways
that we can reduce gun violence, and we have done it here in a bi-
partisan fashion. Last year, or in Fiscal Year 2018, we passed legis-
lation that helps prevent violence in our schools, very important.
We also wanted to protect in fifths, the National Instant Criminal
Background Check, which is the system where these backgrounds
are actually, you find out, and we found out through studies that
a lot of the states and agencies do not even report the information.

Chair NADLER. The time of the gentlelady has expired. Do you
have a quick question?

Ms. LESKO. Oh, yes. I do. Thank you very much.

[Laughter.]

Ms. LEsko. Mr. Nadler, I just want to say to Ms. Lindquist,
thank you for being here. Can you please explain again, how these
well-intentioned laws actually hurt you from allowing you to defend
yourself?

Chair NADLER. Witness will answer the question.

Ms. LINDQUIST. So, I do want to say, thank you for speaking pub-
licly about being a survivor of domestic violence. It is terrible that
anyone goes through that, but it can feel very alone. So, it is great
to see people in positions of power talking about it.

So, the law that specifically disarmed me in the State of Pennsyl-
vania where I was going to school, college was a gun-free zone. So,
you could not have firearms of any kind unless, of course, you were
the police. Also, like I said, I live in Virginia and originally went
to undergrad in Pennsylvania which would require driving through
Maryland which would make me immediately a felon. So, it is a
combination of those two things.

Chair NADLER. The time of the gentlelady is expired. The gen-
tleman from Rhode Island, Mr. Cicilline.

Mr. CiciLLINE. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I want to thank our wit-
nesses for being here and for many people who are in the audience.
Your testimony is incredibly inspiring and invaluable, and I cannot
overstate the importance and urgency of this hearing, and I want
to thank Chair for his leadership. This is the first hearing in the
U.S. House of Representatives on gun violence prevention in nearly
a decade. We have a gun violence epidemic in this country. In some
disproportionately impacted communities, persistent instance of
gun violence has become a fact of life and are endangering the pub-
lic health of these communities.

Over the last eight years while Congress was ignoring this prob-
lem, the gun death rate has risen by 17 percent, the gun suicide
rate by 19 percent, and the gun homicide rate by 14 percent. The
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gun rate hit a nearly 20-year high in 2017 and roughly 40,000
deaths, according to the CDC. U.S. is now the world leader in child
gun deaths, with death by gunshot being the second highest cause
of death among children ages 1 to 19. On average, the number of
Americans murdered by a firearm has risen to approximately 100
every day or another nearly 300 are shot.

Mr. Chair, I just noticed that the time was not reset. So, Mr.
Chair? I do not think the time was ever corrected from the last per-
son speaking over.

Chair NADLER. It appears to be a mechanical problem there.

Mr. CiciLLINE. I will keep going and trust you to be fair. Each
of these statistics is another example of this body’s shameful fail-
ure to protect Americans from gun violence. Behind each number
is a real family devastated by this epidemic. Despite our many ef-
forts over the last years imploring Republicans to enact common
sense gun safety legislation, all we could ever muster, was 30 sec-
onds of doing nothing and saying nothing in a moment of silence.
It was hearing your response to many of the deadliest mass shoot-
ings our country has ever seen. Think about what that means. Con-
gress did nothing when children were massacred at Sandy Hook
Elementary School. At Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School and
Santa Fe High School. When worshippers were gunned down in
Charleston, Oak Creek, Southern Springs, and Pittsburgh. When
people were hunted down and killed in a nightclub in Orlando, in
a movie theatre in Aurora and a country music concert in Las
Vegas. In some of these cases, the gunman would have failed a
background check but got a gun anyway. In others, the gunman
lawfully possessed deadly, military-style assault weapons or high-
capacity magazines endangering our communities and belong in
the battlefields not in our neighborhoods.

In all of them, Congress could have taken action to try and pre-
vent these tragedies from happening again. It is imperative that we
do all that we can to keep guns out of the hands of people who
should not have them and give law enforcement the tools they need
to protect the public. That is why I have introduced several bills
to prevent children, violent persons, and criminals from accessing
guns. A bill to ban assault weapons and dangerous bump stop de-
vices. Legislation requiring states to establish reporting systems for
mental health professionals when individuals that have committed
or communicate a serious threat of violence. Government funding
to the CDC to research firearm violence as a public health issue.

The American people are completely fed up with this institution’s
willful neglect in leaving them to suffer in the face of a clear epi-
demic. You are demanding that we finally do something before an-
other horrible tragedy happens and before another dangerous
weapon ends up in the wrong hands. It is long overdue for Con-
gress to prevent further senseless violence from occurring. We
know what the solutions are. It is time to act. The notion that
there is not a single bill that, if passed, will eliminate all gun vio-
lence that we should do nothing, is an absurd justification for inac-
tion. The truth is there are a whole set of bills that if we pass, will
substantially reduce gun violence in this country. This bill, H.R. 8
is the first step, and I want to thank Mr. Thomson, the chair of
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the task force, Robyn Kelly, Katherine Clark, many of my col-
leagues who have been great champions of these issues.

We have a responsibility to make sure that we keep guns out of
the hands of people who should not have them. We know back-
ground checks work. Three-and-a-half million people have been
blocked as prohibited purchases from buying a gun because of
background checks. Yet, 22 percent of gun sales happen without a
background check. So, imagine how many gun sales happen that
prohibited purchases get because of this loophole because there is
no background check.

So, H.R. 8 is the beginning, but I want to begin my question to
Aalayah Eastmond, and first say, we owe you an apology. We owe
your whole generation an apology. The adults have failed you, and
I am here to tell you, I was a founding member of Mayors Against
Illegal Guns when I was mayor of the City of Providence. I have
continued to fight on this issue. We are going to deliver results,
and it is because of the voices of young people who have demanded
that we do our job and pass common sense laws that will protect
you. So, I want to say thank to you and to all the young people
who are here. I want to say thank you to the chief. I would like
to ask the chief and the doctor to talk a little bit about what your
observations are about high-capacity magazines, assault weapons
and the injuries that are sustained.

Chair NADLER. The time of the gentleman is expired. We will
permit one witness to answer the question. Mr. Cicilline, which
witness?

Mr. CicILLINE. Oh my, the doctor or the police chief?

[Laughter.]

Mr. CICILLINE. I guess the doctor. My mother always wanted me
to be a doctor.

[Laughter.]

Dr. SAKRAN. All right, great. Well thank you for that question,
congressman.

It is a really important one, because, we as healthcare profes-
sionals are on the frontline of seeing this day in and day out. When
you see these patients come in, we are seeing the full spectrum of
where there is tissue that is pulverized, where there are flesh
wounds, where people are bleeding to death in front of our eyes.
Medical technology is great, but the solution is really prevention.
So, we owe it to Americans to really think beyond the operating
room, to think beyond the hospitals, to implement some common
sense change.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. The time of the gentleman is expired.
Mr. Reschenthaler?

Mr. CiciLLINE. Mr. Chair, I just have a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Chair NADLER. The gentleman will State his unanimous consent
request.

Mr. CiciLLINE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce into the
record, a Washington Post article, entitled “It’s Time to Bring Back
the Assault Weapons Ban, Gun Violence Experts Say.” Another ar-
ticle entitled, “Why Can’t the U.S. Treat Gun Violence as a Public
Health Problem?” Another article in the—from the New York
Times, “Wounds from Military Style Rifles: A Ghastly Thing to
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See.” A Vox article “America’s Unique Gun Problem Violence Ex-
plained in 17 Maps and Charts,” and finally, “Orders to Seize Guns
from Prohibited Buyers at a 10-year High.”

Chair NADLER. Without objection, these documents will be admit-
ted into the record.

[The information follows:]



MR. CICILLINE FOR THE RECORD
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The Washington Post

Wonkblog Analysis

It’s time to bring back the assault weapons ban, gun
violence experts say

By Christopher Ingraham

The perpetrator of Wednesday's horrific school shooting in Parkland, Fla., purchased his
military-style assault weapon legally. So did the man who shot more than 400 people in Las
Vegas in October. So did the man who gunned down 49 people at Orlando's Pulse nightclub in
2016. So did the man who gunned down 26 worshipers at a church in Texas in November.

Easy-to-obtain assault weapons, once banned under U.S. law, are a common thread connecting
many of the deadliest mass shootings that have occurred in the past few years. Many gun
violence experts believe that it's time to bring back the federal assault weapons ban — or at least

something like it.

“You would see drastic reductions in what I call gun massacres” with the return of the 1994

federal assault weapons ban, said Louis Klarevas of the University of Massachusetts at Boston.

For his 2016 book “Rampage Nation,” Klarevas collected data on every gun massacre — which
he defines as six or more people shot and killed — for the 50 years before 2016. His aim was to
see whether there was any change in the number of gun massacres while the 10-year federal

ban on assault weapons was in place.

He calls the results “staggering.” Compared with the 10-year period before the ban, the number
of gun massacres during the ban period fell by 37 percent, and the number of people dying from
gun massacres fell by 43 percent. But after the ban lapsed in 2004, the numbers shot up again
— an astonishing 183 percent increase in massacres and a 239 percent increase in massacre
deaths.

Klarevas says that the key provision of the assault weapons bill was a ban on high-capacity
magazines capable of holding more than 10 rounds. “We have found that when large capacity
mags are regulated, you get drastic drops in both the incidence of gun massacres and the
fatality rate of gun massacres.”
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The opinion is shared among many researchers who study gun violence for a living. In 2016, for
instance, the New York Times asked 32 gun policy experts to rate the effectiveness of a variety
of policy changes to prevent mass shootings. The roster of experts included violence prevention
researchers like Harvard's David Hemenway, as well as more ideologically driven gun rights
advocates like John Lott.

On a scale of effectiveness ranging from 1 (not effective) to 10 (highly effective), the expert
panel gave an average score of 6.8 to both an assault weapons ban and a ban on high-capacity
magazines, the highest ratings among the nearly 30 policies surveyed.

The killers in recent incidents like Las Vegas, Orlando and Sutherland Springs were each able to
walk into a gun shop in the days and months before their attacks, and legally purchase their
assault weapons and magazines after passing a standard background check. Under an assault
weapons ban, that wouldn't be possible.

Gun rights groups like the National Rifle Association oppose such bans. They point out that
most owners of such weapons are law-abiding citizens, and that the millions of the guns and
magazines in circulation would make enforcement of any such ban a challenge. They also note,
correctly, that the overwhelming majority of gun homicides are committed with handguns,

making the impact of an assault weapons ban on the overall crime rate minimal.

Supporters of an assault weapons ban, like Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.), say that the goal of
the bans is to prevent horrific mass shooting incidents, not stop the run-of-the-mill gun
violence that kills dozens of Americans each day. Feinstein, along with 22 Democratic
colleagues, introduced an assault weapons ban in the Senate after the Sutherland Springs
shooting in Texas.

“This bill won’t stop every mass shooting, but it will begin removing these weapons of war from
our streets,” Feinstein said in a statement. “Yes, it will be a long process to reduce the massive

supply of these assault weapons in our country, but we've got to start somewhere.”

Feinstein's bill would ban 205 specific “military-style assault weapons” by name, and it more
broadly bans firearms containing a detachable magazine and one or more “military
characteristics,” including “a pistol grip, a forward grip, a barrel shroud, a threaded barrel or a
folding or telescoping stock.” Current owners would be allowed to keep their existing weapons.

Feinstein's bill would also ban high-capacity magazines capable of holding more than 10 rounds
of ammunition.
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A number of surveys show that bans on assault weapons and high-capacity magazines are
popular among the general public. A 2017 Pew Research Center poll found that 68 percent of
adults favor banning assault weapons, and 65 percent support a ban on high-capacity

magazines.

More strikingly, substantial numbers of gun owners supported the measures as well: 48 percent
of gun owners in that poll said they would support a ban on assault style weapons, and 44
percent said they favored a ban on high-capacity magazines. A Quinnipiac poll conducted later
in the year showed similar numbers.

While these measures may be popular among the public, Republicans in Congress have
effectively stymied the passage of any significant gun control legislation for well over a decade.
The last significant gun control measure passed by Congress was a modest package of
improvements to the background check system in 2007. It was supported by the NRA.

In recent years congressional Republicans have been more focused on expanding access to
guns, rather than limiting it. In December the House passed a measure that would allow gun
owners with concealed carry permits in one state to carry their weapons in every other state.

The experts polled by the New York Times in 2016 rated that as the least effective measure, by
far, for dealing with mass shootings.

Corrections: An earlier version of this piece mis-stated the number of rounds held in a "high-

capacity" magazine. It is more than 10 rounds, not 10 or more rounds.

Additionally, the percent drop in gun massacre deaths while the 1994 assault weapons ban

was in place was 43 percent, not 49 percent.

%) 0 Comments

Christopher Ingraham
Christopher Ingraham writes about all things data. He previously worked at the Brookings Institution and
the Pew Research Center. Follow ¥
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Why Can't the U.S. Treat Gun Violence as a
Public-Health Problem? ‘

A 1996 bill has hada chilling effect on the CDC's ability to research firearms.

SARAH ZHANG FEB15, 2018

Two doctors who treate

After a deadly shooting, the debate always, it seems, breaks down like this: One .
side argues for gun control, and the other argues there is no research proving those
measures work. There is, in fact, little researeh into gin violence atall—especially
compared to other causes of death in the United States.

The modern origins of the impasse can be traced to 1996, when Congress passed
an amendment to a spending bill that forbade the Centers for Disease Control and .
Prevention from using money to “advocate or promote gun control.”

The National Rifle Association had pushed for the amendment, after public-health
researchers produced a spate of studies suggesting that, for example, having a gun
in the house increased risk of homicide and suicide. It deemed the research
politically motivated. Gun-rights advocates zeroed in on statements like that of

hitpsi/iwwaw.theatlantic. 4 hive/2018/02/gun-viclence-public-health/553430/
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Why Can't the U.8. Treat Guns as a Public-Health Problem? - The Atlantic
Mark Rosenberg, then the director of the CDC’s National Center for Injury
Prevention and Control. In response to the early 'gos crime wave, Rosenberg had
saidin 1994, “We need to revolutionize the way we look at guns, like what we did
with cigarettes ... It used to be that smoking was a glamour symbol—cool, sexy,
macho. Now it is dirty, deadly—and banned.”

The actual amendment sponsored by Jay Dickey, a congressman from Arkansas,
did not explicitly forbid research into gun-related deaths, just advocacy. But the
Congfess also lowered the CDC’s budget by the exact amount it spent on such
research. Message received. It's had a chilling effect on the entire field for decades.

Medical and public-heaith ‘prdfessionalé have been pushing back—more and more
forcefully in tecent yéars. The American Public Health Association and'the.
American Medical Association have both taken to calling gun violence a public--

“+ health problem. I 2016, more than 100 medical organizations signed aletterto ‘

Congress asking to lift the Dickey Amendment.

“We in public health count dead people. It’s one of the things we do. And we count
theminorder to understand how to prevent preventable deaths,” Nancy Krieger, . ;
an'epidemiologist at the Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health, told NPR iri

2015,

The CDC s best known for fighting diseases—it’s in the name-but its public-
health purview is indeed wider. The agency studies drownings, accidental falls;
traumatic brain injuries, car crashes, suicides, and more. And while mass shootings
grab headlines, they account for only a small fraction of the 30,000 gun deaths a
year in the United States. More than half are suicides. Yet the 1996 amendment has
restricted how much the CDC can focus on gun ownership as the risk factor in :
suicides.

Researchers who dowant to study gun violence have cobbled together funding
from a patchwork of sources, often from private foundations. President Obama
signed an executive order directing the National Institutes of Health to fund

research into gun violence after the Sandy Hook shooting, but the program hag

The problem, researchers say, is also a lack of data. While motor-vehicle deaths are

tracked in minute detail in the Fatality Analysis Reporting System, no such

ull 1ive/2018/02/gun-viclence-public-healthiS53430f
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comparable database exists for gun-deaths. Basic questions like exactly how many

households own guns are not definitively answered.

Dickey, the congressman responsible for the amendment suppressing the CDC's
gun violence research, passed away last April. He had come to regret his role in the
episode. In 2012, he coauthored a Washington Post op-ed with Rosenberg, the very
CDC official he squared off against when passing the amendment. Together, they
argued for more gun-violence research.

Dickey told reporters, “I wish I had not been so reactionary.”

We want to hear what you think about this article. Submit q letter to the editor or write
to letters@theatlantic.com.
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&he New York Simes

Wounds From Military-Style Rifles? ‘A
Ghastly Thing to See’

Trauma surgeons tell what it is really like to try to repair such
devastating injuries. “Bones are exploded, soft tissue is absolutely

destroyed,” one said.

@ (i
By Gina Kolata and C. J. Chivers

March 4, 2018

trauma

Left, an X-ray of a leg showing a bullet wound delivered by an assault rifle used in combat. Right, an X-ray of a
leg that sustained a bullet wound from a low-energy bullet, inflicted by a weapon like a handgun in
Philadelphia. via Dr. Jeremy W. Cannon

19

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/03/04 p hooting-victi 15.html
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Perhaps no one knows the devastating wounds inflicted by assault-style rifles better than the
trauma surgeons who struggle to repair them. The doctors say they are haunted by their
experiences confronting injuries so dire they struggle to find words to describe them.

At a high school in Parkland, Fla., 17 people were recently killed with just such a weapon —a
semiautomatic AR-15. It was legal there for Nikolas Cruz, 19, the suspect in the sheooting, tobuy a
civilian version of the military’s standard rifle, while he would have had to be 21 to buy a less
powerful and accurate handgun.

Many factors determine the severity of a wound, including a bullet’s mass, velocity and
composition, and where it strikes. The AR-15, like the M4 and M18 rifles issued to American
soldiers, shoots lightweight, high-speed bullets that can cause grievous bone and soft tissue
wounds, in part by turning sideways, or “yawing,” when they hit a person. Surgeons say the
weapons produce the same sort of horrific injuries seen on battlefields.

Civilian owners of military-style weapons can also buy soft-nosed or hollow-point ammunition,
often used for hunting, that lacks a full metal jacket and can expand and fragment on impact.
Such bullets, which can cause wider wound channels, are proscribed in most military use.

A'radiologist at the hospital that treated victims of the Parkland attack wrote in The Atlantic
about a surgeon there who “opened a young victim in the operating room and found only shreds
of the organ that had been hit.” :

What follows ate the recollections of five traima surgeons. Three of them served in the military,
and they emphasized that their opinions are their own and donot represent those of the armed
forces. One has treated civilian Victims of such weapons in American cities. And a pediatric
surgeon treated victims of a Texas church shooting last year. -

Dr. Jéremy Cannon, the University of Pennsylvania’s Perelman School
of Medicine. ‘ ‘

He ‘served‘in Irag and Afghanistan and is a lieutenant ‘coldnel in the Air Force Reserve, E

hitps:iwww.nylimes.com/2018/0 ealth hootirig-victi 16 hitmi 29



112

4/30/2019 Wounds From Military-Style Rifles? ‘A Ghastly Thing to See’ - The New York Times

Dr. Jeremy Cannon in the trauma center at Penn Presbyterian Medical Center Advanced Care Pavilion in
Philadelphia Mark Makela for The New York Times

“The tissue destruction is almost unimaginable. Bones are exploded, soft tissue is absolutely
destroyed. The injuries to the chest or abdomen — it’s like a bomb went off.” If a bullet hits an arm
or a leg, he said, the limb often hangs at an unnatural angle. Such victims can need a dozen
surgeries over months. “Some eventually decide to undergo an amputation if there is severe pain
in the limb and it is dysfunctional,” he said.

“Bystanders are traumatized just seeing the victims. It’s awful, terrible. It’s just a ghastly thing to
see.”

Dr. Cannon recalled the aphorism by José Narosky, the Argentine writer: “In war, there are no
unwounded soldiers.”

His corollary: “In mass shootings, there are no unwounded victims.”

Dr. Martin Schreiber, Oregon Health & Science University.

He was an Army reservist who served in Iraq in 2005 and in Afghanistan in 2010 and 2014.

https://www.nytimes.com/20 hooting-victi 15.html 3/9
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Dr. Martin Schreiber Gabriella Marks for The New York Times

What makes injuries from these rifles so deadly, he said, is that the bullets travel so fast. Those
from an M16 or AR-15 can depart the muzzle at a velocity of more than 3,000 feet per second,
while bullets from many common handguns move at less than half or a third that speed. The
result: “The energy imparted to a human body by a high velocity weapon is exponentially
greater” than that from a handgun.

“You will see multiple organs shattered. The exit wounds can be a foot wide.”

“I've seen people with entire quadrants of their abdomens destroyed.”

Dr. Jeffrey Kerby, the University of Alabama at Birmingham.

He was formerly an Air Force surgeon.

https://www.nytimes.com/ hooting-victil 15.html

419
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Dr. Jeffrey Kerby Bob Miller for The New York Times

Dr. Kerby will never forget the first victim of a high velocity bullet wound he treated when he was
serving in the Southern Philippines 16 years ago. The soldier had been shot in the outer thigh. His
first thought was that the wound did not look so bad. There was just a tiny hole where the bullet
went in. Then he looked where the bullet had exited. The man’s inner thigh, he said, “was
completely blown out.”

Later he came to expect the telltale pattern. “You will typically see a small penetrating wound.
Then you roll the patient over and you see a huge exit wound.”

The high energy bullet creates a blast wave around the bullet. And the yaw can contribute to the
larger exit wound. Striking bone can also cause bone fragments that radiate outward, cutting
tissue in each fragment’s path.

“Then the bullet starts tumbling, causing more and more destruction.” Even a bullet that misses
bone can result in surprising damage; as the blast wave travels through the body, it pushes
tissues and organs aside in a temporary cavity larger than the bullet itself. They bounce back

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/03/04/health/parkland-shooting-victims-ar15.html 5/9
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once the bullet passes.-Organs are damaged, blood vessels rip and many victims bleed to death
before they reach a hospital. Those who survive long enough are whisked to operating rooms, but
often the injuries cannot be repaired. :

“If théy are shot in the torso, there often is not a whole lot we'can ‘do,”‘ he said.

With a handgun, the bullets mostly damage tissues and organs in their direct path. Eventually,
the bullets may be slowed and stopped by the body. Emergency surgery often can save handgun
victims. ;

Dr. Kerhy said it used to be that surgeons like him saw victims of assault rifle shootings only in
the military. No more. Now, though the wounds are still rare on the streets of Birmingham, he
operates oni ‘occasional vietimis — that is, those who survive long enough to reach the hospital.

“These weapons are meant to kill people,” he said.

An X-ray of arifle bullet wound to.an arm. viaDr. Jeremy W. Cannon

Dr. Mbk Gupta, Beth Israel Deaconess Medical Center in Boston.

https, nytimes.com/20 4/h, hooting-vieti A5 htmi .
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Dr. Gupta never served in the military, but he has treated victims of assault-style weapons in New
York and Baltimore. Attacks using AR-15-style weapons are still rare, he emphasized. He sees
mostly handgun wounds and some from shotguns.

“A single wound from a handgun follows a narrow path, pretty much the direct path the bullet
took,” Dr. Gupta said. “It is easier to figure out what is injured.” Even a bullet wound to the heart
can be repaired, he said, if the patient survives long enough to get to the hospital.

But like other trauma surgeons, Dr. Gupta has been struck by the devastation modern rifle bullets
produce. The wide swath of damage makes it difficult to determine the extent of the injuries, and
even more difficult to repair them. And if the bullet strikes the heart or other major organ, the
victim usually cannot be saved. .

“What we Hear abotit in the news are the mass shootings,” Dr. Gupta said.

The victims of military-style weapons that Dr. Gupta has treated in American cities are the silent
victims

Dr. Lllhan L:ao, Umvers1ty Hospltal and UT Health in San Antomo

She operated on children shot in Sutherland Springs, Tex.; atthe Flrst Baptist Church, Twenty-six
churchgoers were kdled and 20 others were wounded i a mass shooting carried out with an AR-15

rifle.
Nine of the victims made it to her hospital that day. Four were children, one of whom died.

Dr. Liao was initially clinical in describing the wounds during an interview. “Muscles and skin and
fat surrounding skin can be sheared off. We saw holes in intestines and bladders.”

Asked about the emotional impact of the killings, she said she thought she had moved on. Then
came the Parkland shootings, and the horror came flooding back.

Lauren Katzenberg and Thomas Gibbons-Neff contributed to this article.

hitps:/www.nytimes.com/20 fparkland-shooting-vict 15.htmi s
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A memorial at the First Baptist Church in Sutherland Springs, Tex., in December.
Ruth Fremson/The New York Times

Follow @NYTHealth on Twitter. | Sign up for the Science Times newsletter:

Correction: March 4, 2018

An earlier version of this article misspelled the given name of the suspect in the Parkland, Fld.,
school shooting. He is Nikolas Cruz, not Nicolas. The article also misspelled the given name of a
doctor at the University of Alabama at Birmingham. He is Jeffrey Kerby, not Jeffery.

Gina Kolata writes about science and medicine. She has twice been a Pulitzer Prize finalist and is the authorof
six books, including “Mercies in Disguise: A Story of Hope, a Family's Genetic Destiny, and The Science That
Saved Them.” @ginakolata . Facebook

C.J. Chivers is a long-form writer and reporter for the Investigations Desk and The New York Times Magazine.
He won the 2017 Pulitzer Prize for Feature Writing, and is also the author of “The Gun,” a history of automatic
weapons.

Aversion of this article appears in print on March 6, 2018, on Page A14 of the New York edition with the headline: A Clinical View of Assault Rifles
And Their ‘Ghastly’ Toll

hitps/iwvww.nylimes.comi2018/03/04 haooth it 15.html 8/9



118

Vox

America’s unique gun violence
problem, explained in 17 maps and
charts

In the developed world, these levels of gun violence are a uniquely
American problem. Here’s why.

By German Lopez | @germanrlopez | german.lopez@vox.com | Updated Nov 8, 2018, 10:41am EST

America is an exceptional country when it comes to guns. It’s one of the few
countries in which the right to bear arms is constitutionally protected. But
America’s relationship with guns is unique in another crucial way: Among
developed nations, the US is far and away the most homicidal — in large part due
to the easy access many Americans have to firearms. These maps and charts
show what that violence looks like compared with the rest of the world, why it
happens, and why it’s such a tough problem to fix.

1) America has six times as many firearm homicides as
Canada, and nearly 16 times as many as Germany

Homicides by firearm per 1 million people

In advanced countries according to the Human Development Index. Numbers are for 2012.

'1 Australia 1.4
" New Zealand 1.6
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" Germany 1.9

"1 Austria 2.2

' ' ‘ Denmark 2.7

' ' ' ‘ Netherlands 3.3

"' ' ‘ Sweden 4.1

" ' " Finland 4.5

" "‘ Ireland 4.8
""" Canada 5.1

"' ' ' ' ‘ Luxembourg 6.2
...

' ' ' ' ' ' ' ‘ Switzerland 7.7

United States 29.7



120

SOURCE: UNODC, Small Arms Survey, via The Guardian.

Vox

Javier Zarracina/Vox

This chart, compiled using United Nations data collected by Simon Rogers for
the Guardian, shows that America far and away leads other developed countries
when it comes to gun-related homicides. Why? Extensive reviews of the
research, compiled by the Harvard School of Public Health’s Injury Control
Research Center, suggest the answer is pretty simple: The US is an outlier on
gun violence because it has way more guns than other developed nations.

2) America has 4.4 percent of the world’s population, but
almost half of the civilian-owned guns around the world

Americans own a ridiculous number of guns

Population of the world: Civilian-owned guns in the world:
7.13 billion 644 million

L e e e e e e
L I e e e e
b L e e e e
e e e e e
eI | 33333333

Population of US: 4.43% Civilian-owned guns in US: 42%

-
SOURCE: UNODC, Small Arms Survey, via The Guardian. ‘/";\

Javier Zarracina/Vox
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3) There have been more than 1,600 mass shootings since
Sandy Hook

®
Cly 3 s o 62017 oo NEGL 206 | Termacf e

Soo Oh/Vox

In December 2012, a gunman walked into Sandy Hook Elementary School in
Newtown, Connecticut, and killed 20 children, six adults, and himself. Since then,
there have been more than 1,600 mass shootings.

The number comes from the Gun Violence Archive, which hosts a database that
has tracked mass shootings since 2013. But since some shootings go unreported,
the database is likely missing some, as well as the details of some of the events.

The tracker uses a fairly broad definition of “mass shooting”: It includes not just
shootings in which four or more people were murdered, but shootings in which
four or more people were shot at all (excluding the shooter).

Even under this broad definition, it's worth noting that mass shootings make up a
tiny portion of America’s firearm deaths, which totaled nearly 39,000 in 2016
alone.
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Christopher Ingraham/Washington Post

Whenever a mass shooting occurs, supporters of gun rights often argue that it's
inappropriate to bring up political debates about gun control in the aftermath of a
tragedy. For example, former Louisiana Gov. Bobby Jindal, a strong supporter of
gun rights, criticized former President Barack Obama for “trying to score cheap
political points” when Obama mentioned gun control after a mass shooting in
Charleston, South Carolina.

But if this argument is followed to its logical end, then it will just about never be
the right time to discuss gun control, as Christopher Ingraham pointed out at
the Washington Post. Under the broader definition of mass shootings, America
has around one mass shooting a day. So if lawmakers are forced to wait for a time
when there isn’t a mass shooting to talk gun control, they could find themselves
waiting for a very long time.

5) States with more guns have more gun deaths

Gun Ownership vs. Gun Deaths

Gun deaths per
20 ™ 100,000 residents
L =
Del.
o— @®
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Mother Jones

Using data from a study in Injury Prevention and the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, Mother Jones put together the chart above that shows
states with more guns tend to have far more gun deaths, including homicides and
suicides. This has been found across the empirical research: “Within the United
States, a wide array of empirical evidence indicates that more gunsin a
community leads to more homicide,” David Hemenway, the Harvard Injury Control
Research Center’s director, wrote in Private Guns, Public Health.

Read more in Mother Jones’s “10 Pro-Gun Myths, Shot Down.”

6) It’s not just the US: Developed countries with more guns
also have more gun deaths

]
United
States

@ Argentina

@ Canada
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7) America is an outlier when it comes to gun deaths, but
not overall crime

CRIME in 15 industrialized countries
12-month prevalence rates for 11 index-crimes (year 2000)
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SOURCE: Jeffrey Swanson. International Crime Victims Survey. Gallup Europe.

It would be one thing if the US happened to have more crime than other nations,
but the existing data shows that not to be the case. America is only an outlier
when it comes to homicides and, specifically, gun violence, according to data
from Jeffrey Swanson at Duke University.



126

As Zack Beauchamp explained for Vox, a breakthrough analysis in the 1990s by
UC Berkeley’s Franklin Zimring and Gordon Hawkins found that the US does not,
contrary to the old conventional wisdom, have more crime in general than other
Western industrial nations. Instead, the US appears to have more lethal violence
— and that’s driven in large part by the prevalence of guns.

“A series of specific comparisons of the death rates from property crime and
assault in New York City and London show how enormous differences in death
risk can be explained even while general patterns are similar,” Zimring and
Hawkins wrote. “A preference for crimes of personal force and the willingness
and ability to use guns in robbery make similar levels of property crime 54 times
as deadly in New York City as in London.”

This is in many ways intuitive: People of every country get into arguments and
fights with friends, family, and peers. But in the US, it’s much more likely that
someone will get angry at an argument and be able to pull out a gun and kill
someone.

8) States with tighter gun control laws have fewer gun-
related deaths

Number of Deaths Due to Iniurv by
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When economist Richard Florida took a look at gun deaths and other social
indicators, he found that higher populations, more stress, more immigrants, and
more mental illness didn’t correlate with more gun deaths. But he did find one
telling correlation: States with tighter gun control laws have fewer gun-related
deaths. (Read more at Florida’'s “The Geography of Gun Deaths.”)

This is backed by other research: A 2016 review of 130 studies in 10 countries,
published in Epidemiologic Reviews, found that new legal restrictions on owning
and purchasing guns tended to be followed by a drop in gun violence — a strong
indicator that restricting access to guns can save lives.

9) Still, gun homicides (like all homicides) have declined
over the past couple decades

Rate of Firearm Homicide Deaths, 1981-2010

Per 100,000 people
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Statistics Query and Reporting System (WISQARS)
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The good news is that firearm homicides, like all homicides and crime, have
declined over the past two decades. (Although that may have changed in 2015
and 2016, with a recent rise in murders nationwide.)

There’s still a lot of debate among criminal justice experts about why this crime
drop is occurring. Some of the most credible ideas include mass incarceration,
more and better policing, and reduced lead exposure from gasoline. But one
theory that researchers have widely debunked is the idea that more guns have
deterred crime — in fact, the opposite may be true, based on research compiled
by the Harvard School of Public Health’s Injury Control Center.

10) Most gun deaths are suicides
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Although America’s political debate about guns tends to focus on grisly mass

shootings and murders, a majority of gun-related deaths in the US are suicides.
As Dylan Matthews explained for Vox, this is actually one of the most

compelling reasons for reducing access to guns: There is a lot of research that

shows greater access to guns dramatically increases the risk of suicide.

11) The states with the most guns report the most suicides

More guns, more suicides
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12) Guns allow people to kill themselves much more easily

Fatal suicide attempts
Indiana 1990-1997

5.1% 7.4% 96.5%

Cutting Poison Firearm

o
SOURCE: Journal of Epidemiology & Community Health W)&

Estelle Caswell/Vox

Perhaps the reason access to guns so strongly contributes to suicides is that
guns are much deadlier than alternatives like cutting and poison.

Jill Harkavy-Friedman, vice president of research for the American Foundation
for Suicide Prevention, previously explained that this is why reducing access
to guns can be so important to preventing suicides: Just stalling an attempt or
making it less likely to result in death makes a huge difference.

“Time is really key to preventing suicide in a suicidal person,” Harkavy-Friedman
said. “First, the crisis won't last, so it will seem less dire and less hopeless with
time. Second, it opens the opportunity for someone to help or for the suicidal
person to reach out to someone to help. That’s why limiting access to lethal
means is so powerful.”
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She added, “[I]f we keep the method of suicide away from a person when they
consider it, in that moment they will not switch to another method. It doesn’t
mean they never will. But in that moment, their thinking is very inflexible and rigid.
Soit’s not like they say, ‘Oh, this isn’t going to work. I'm going to try something
else.” They generally can’t adjust their thinking, and they don’t switch methods.”

13) Policies that limit access to guns have decreased
suicides

Rate of firearm suicides after Australia's gun buyback program

Firearm suicides per 100,000 residents
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Estelle Caswell/Vox

When countries reduced access to guns, they saw a drop in the number of
firearm suicides. The data above, taken from a study by Australian researchers,
shows that suicides dropped dramatically after the Australian government set up
a mandatory gun buyback program that reduced the number of firearms in the
country by about one-fifth.
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The Australian study found that buying back 3,500 guns per 100,000 people
correlated with up to a 50 percent drop in firearm homicides and a 74 percent
drop in gun suicides. As Dylan Matthews explained for Vox, the drop in
homicides wasn't statistically significant (in large part because murders in
Australia were already so low). But the drop in suicides most definitely was — and
the results are striking.

Australia is far from alone in these types of results. A study from Israeli
researchers found that suicides among Israeli soldiers dropped by 40 percent
when the military stopped letting soldiers take their guns home over the
weekend. The change was most pronounced during the weekends.

This data and research have a clear message: States and countries can
significantly reduce the number of suicides by restricting access to guns.

14) In states with more guns, more police officers are also
killed on duty
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Given that states with more guns tend to have more homicides, it isn’'t too
surprising that, as a study in the American Journal of Public Health found, states
with more guns also have more cops die in the line of duty.

Researchers looked at federal data for firearm ownership and homicides of police
officers across the US over 15 years. They found that states with more gun
ownership had more cops killed in homicides: Every 10 percent increase in
firearm ownership correlated with 10 additional officers killed in homicides over
the 15-year study period.

The findings could help explain why US police officers appear to kill more people
than cops in other developed countries. For US police officers, the higher rates of
guns and gun violence — even against them — in America mean that they not only
will encounter more guns and violence, but they can expect to encounter more
guns and deadly violence, making them more likely to anticipate and perceive a
threat and use deadly force as a result.

15) Support for gun ownership has sharply increased since
the early 2000s

Public remains closely divided on
controlling guns and protecting rights

% saying it ismore important to ...

Control gun ownership
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Over the past two decades, Americans have shifted from mostly supporting the
concept of gun control to greater support for protecting “the right of Americans
to own guns,” according to Pew Research Center surveys. This shift has

happened even as major mass shootings, such as the attacks on Columbine High
School and Sandy Hook Elementary School, have received more press attention.

16) High-profile shootings don’t appear to lead to more
support for gun control in the long term

Shootings Don’t Shift Views on
Gun Control

What do you think is more important?

m Control gun ownership

Before andafter...  gprotect right to own guns
Aurora, CO
April 2012
Tucson, AZ
Sept 2010 50

Virginia Tech

Feb 2004 58

PEW RESEARCH CENTER luly 26-29, 2012,

Although mass shootings are often viewed as some of the worst acts of gun
violence, they seem to have little effect on public opinion about gun rights, based
on surveys from the Pew Research Center. That helps explain why Americans’
support for the right to own guns appears to have risen over the past few
decades even as more mass shootings made the news.
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17) Specific gun control policies are fairly popular

Partisan gap in views of concealed carry is among
widest on gun policy proposals

% who strongly or somewhat favor ...

® Rep/Lean Rep @ Dem/Lean Dem R-D
diff
Preventing the mentally ill 89 @ 89 0
from purchasing guns
Barring gun purchases by 27 @8 85 g
people on no-fly or watch lists . S
Background checks for private -
sales and at gun shows i7e @50 -13
Banning assault-style weapons 4@ ® 50 26
Creating a federal database =5 ’
to track gun sales Ll e84 28
Banning high-capacity ”
q
magazines £l 80 32
Allowing concealed carry i re
in more places i w2 46
Allowing teachers and officials e S
to carry guns in K-12 schools 26e ®69 43
Shortening waiting periods % s
for buying guns legally e e 51 26
Allowing concealed carry o
without a permit -0 ® ® 30 20
0 50 100
Source: Survey of U.S. adults conducted March 13-27 and April 4-18, 2017,

PEW RESEARCH CENTER

Although most Americans say they want to protect the right to own firearms,
most also back many gun control proposals — such as stronger background
checks, a database to track gun sales, and banning assault-style weapons,
according to Pew Research Center surveys.
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This type of contradiction isn’t exclusive to gun policy issues. For example,
although most Americans in the past said they don’t like Obamacare, most of
them also said they like the specific policies in the health care law. Americans
just don’t like some policy ideas until you get specific.

For people who believe the empirical evidence that more guns mean more
violence, this contradiction is the source of a lot of frustration. Americans by and
large support policies that reduce access to guns. But once these policies are
proposed, they're broadly spun by politicians and pundits into attempts to “take
away your guns.” So nothing gets done, and preventable deaths keep occurring.
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USA Today noted that the number ¢f successful selzures lest year is
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Chair NADLER. Mr. Reschenthaler?

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

As a lifelong resident of southwestern Pennsylvania and a gun
owner myself, I know that despite what some of the people in this
room may want you to believe, the overwhelming majority of Amer-
ican gun owners are hardworking, law-abiding citizens. These law-
abiding citizens are simply looking to protect their families, hunt
with their kids, or just put food on the table. That is why I am
strongly opposed to H.R. 8 and other legislation that does nothing
to address the root causes of gun violence like mental health. In-
stead, focus on limiting law-abiding citizens’ ability to exercise
their Second amendment rights.

More gun bans are not going to solve this problem. The tragic
shootings, in both San Bernardino and New Town, occurred in
states that already had an assault weapons ban in place. I was in
high school when Columbine occurred. The Columbine High School
shooting took place during the Federal Assault Weapons Ban. More
gun bans are not going to solve this problem. Instead, I would urge
my colleagues across the aisle to focus on enforcing the laws we al-
ready have on the books to keep guns out of the hands of criminals,
gang Members, and others who wish to do us harm.

The Trump Administration has already made this a top priority.
In the first nine months of 2017, Federal prosecutions for posses-
sion of an illegal firearm increased by 15 percent. The number of
people charged with using a firearm in a crime also improved. Now
compare that with the Obama Administration, which in 2010 pros-
ecuted only 44 of nearly 50,000 fugitives and felons who attempted
to illegally purchase firearms. Think about that. Only 44 out of
50,000. At the end of the day, the Constitution declares that gun
ownership is not a privilege that is just for a select, reserve few.
A protected and fundamental freedom guaranteed for all law-abid-
ing citizens.

With that in mind, I am very concerned about H.R. 8 which
Democrats taut as Universal Background Checks Bill, but it is ac-
tually the first step toward creating a national gun registry. I know
my friends from across the aisle will point to the fact that lines in
the bill explicitly prohibit the creation of a national gun registry.
However, the U.S. Department of Justice has said that universal
background checks would only be enforceable, only be enforceable,
if there is a mandatory national registration of firearms. So, with
said, Professor Malcom, do you think the American people should
be concerned that H.R. 8 would ultimately lead to a national gun
registry?

Dr. MaLcoLM. I think they do and should be concerned. Great
Britain had a national registry for firearms, and at one point in
1999 they banned personal possession of a handgun. Because there
was a registry, they were able to get all of the handguns that peo-
ple owned, the law-abiding people who had actually registered
them. Within 10 years, the crimes with handguns had actually dou-
bled. So, it really did not take the guns away from the people who
Were1 going to misuse it. All it did was disarmed the law-abiding
people.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. So, Professor Malcom, in your opinion, is
H.R. 8 an effective way to address gun violence?
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Dr. MALcoLM. I do not think so. This Committee obviously wants
to do something that is going to make a difference and that law is
not going to make a difference. It is just going to make it harder
for people, criminalized people, who had innocently let someone
else use their gun or must pay an extra fee to be able to get a gun
legally transferred.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Thank you, Professor Malcolm. Thank you,
Mr. Chair. I yield back the balance of my time.

Chair NADLER. The gentleman’s time is expired. The gentleman
from California, Mr. Swalwell.

Mr. SWALWELL. Thank you to Chair, and I want to thank the stu-
dents and parents who are here today. My congressional orienta-
tion was going on when Sandy Hook happened. As awful as that
was, I thought it was an opportunity for us to finally do something
about gun violence in America. After six years, from Sandy Hook
to Pulse to Charleston and all the cities we have come to learn, we
saw moments of silence followed by moments of inaction. Then
Parkland happened.

I do not know why Parkland changed the way that our country
started to look at this. Maybe it is because the students at Marjory
Stoneman Douglas could articulate what the beautiful babies at
Sandy Hook could not, just the sense of loss, but their belief that
you should have the right to learn, the right to go home, and the
right to live in your classrooms. You have given us a renewed sense
of hope. Even though last night at the State of the Union, you did
not hear one single word from the President about gun violence.
Despite all the people on the Gallery who had lost loved ones. Even
the people he had brought were the common tool of their loss was
a firearm. Not one word. That did not bother me, though, because
I knew we would be here today. The first historic hearing in eight
years on reducing gun violence.

So, thank you for giving us hope. Thank you to Mike Thompson,
my colleague, who has continued to believe that we can do better
and that we can start with background checks, and I just want to
first address an argument that my colleagues keep making, which
is, this will not reduce every gun violence death in America. That
is absolutely true. If that is your standard, then we should just all
go home and never strive to do anything to make us safer in our
communities. If we work together on background checks and men-
tal health illness, which I believe is correctly identified as another
issue. If we work together to study gun violence through research.
If we make sure that in our cities, we are investing in gang preven-
tion. If we reduce to take the most dangerous weapons, like assault
rifles out of the hands of the most dangerous people, we can seri-
ously reduce, in our lifetime, the number of families who would
have to sit in the Gallery and experience that loss.

So, thank you for being here. Thank you for giving us this re-
newed sense of hope. I want to also thank our law enforcement offi-
cers for what you do every day. My brother is a cop. My dad was
a cop. I fear every day as they are out on the beat, that they are
out gunned, and I know why you are here is to protect the men
and women sworn in your departments.

Dr. Sakran, you were at the State of the Union last night, and
I was hoping you could talk about an issue that I am very pas-
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sionate about, which is, having a ban on assault weapons. I learned
as a prosecutor that when a round flies out of an assault weapon,
oftentimes, because of the pistol grip you can indiscriminately
spray a crowd and you do not have to be an expert shot. You are
firing a much more powerful round than many of the other weap-
ons that are out there. You have seen on your trauma room table,
the difference from what damage this does to the body. Could you
just describe why an assault weapon, if someone is hit with it, is
different? Just why we should treat those differently than perhaps
other weapons?

Dr. SAKRAN. Sure, thank you for the question, Congressman.
Thanks for your leadership.

When someone is hit with a bullet from an assault weapon, in
addition to causing damage to the structures that are actually
being hit, there is also a blast effect that occurs. So, there is dam-
age to the surrounding tissue. That damage is a lot more signifi-
cant than you would see with a handgun, for example. We do ev-
erything we can to try to control hemorrhage and fix the damage
to save lives, but that is not always possible.

Mr. SWALWELL. Thank you, doctor. I will never forget a trauma
surgeon and a pathologist telling me when a victim that I had
worked on his case, he was shot in the back of the thigh. 40 rounds
fired at him just hit once in the back of the thigh and he passed
away, and the pathologist and ballistics expert said it was just be-
cause of the sheer energy from the round. Also, I want to ask Ms.
Thomas, thank you as well, Ms. Thomas for testifying. Australia
enacted a comprehensive buyback on assault weapons. It was about
650,000 assault weapons. Are you familiar with the effects after
that buy back in their country? When there were 35 people killed
and 28 we wounded in 19967

Ms. THOMAS. Yeah, in the Port Arthur Massacre. Following that
legislation being passed, there has not been a single mass shooting
that has occurred in Australia since that time.

Mr. SWALWELL. Thank you. I yield back.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. Dr. Sakran, just yes or no, is the
extra energy and the difference between being hit by an assault
weapon, the assault rifle, and something else, is that because of the
much greater velocity of the round from the assault weapon, from
the assault rifle, than from a normal gun?

b ]gr. SAKRAN. The kinetic energy that is being transmitted to the
ody—

Chair NADLER. That extra kinetic energy is because of greater
velocity?

Dr. SAKRAN. —velocity does have to do with kinetic energy, cor-
rect.

Chair NADLER. Thank you very much. Mr. Cline is recognized.

Mr. CLINE. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

I have been up here a month and during the campaign, I have
been in the legislature at the State level for 16 years, so I had pret-
ty good idea of what the role of the State legislature was. At the
Federal level during the campaign, I carried around what I call the
instruction manual, the Constitution. I know that a lot of people
like to talk about how, well, it is not that it would not have affected
any of these mass shootings, but it is that if we can take steps to
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prevent one more shooting or one more criminal from illegally pur-
chasing a firearm, then it is worth, essentially, doing what this
document tells us we should not do, which is infringe on the rights
of the people to keep and bear arms. So, it is important to remem-
ber that this is the instruction manual, and we need to keep it in
mind as we talk about whether we are going to, essentially, violate
it.

So, what I would ask Professor, in your remarks, you mentioned
that the Second Amendment, the framers bequeath to us as indi-
viduals, the right to keep and bear weapons and common use for
self-defense and other lawful purposes. I would disagree with that
the framers did not bequeath to us that right. God has given us
that right, and “We hold these Truths to be self-evident that all
Men are created equal. They are endowed by their Creator with
certain unalienable rights.” These rights are to be secured by Gov-
ernment. That is what this Constitution is for. So, to my question,
do you think that criminals who have committed crimes and ig-
nored the law are going to suddenly, miraculously follow new laws
put in place that are going to prevent them from purchasing fire-
arms without a background check?

Dr. MALcoLM. No, clearly they are not going to be bothered by
it. If they are not going to obey the laws against harming people
and shooting people, they are not going to be worried about trying
to get a gun through a legitimate source or filing a background
check. I mean, it is a shame, because I think this Committee could
do really good work, but this particular law is not going to really
help solve this problem.

Mr. CLINE. Thank you and to Ms. Thomas, I am reading your
testimony and would ask you a similar question, do you believe
that criminals who have ignored the laws—I mean you talk about
96 percent of inmates who were prohibited from possessing a fire-
arm at the time they committed the crime—obtained a gun in vio-
lation of that prohibition. Do you believe that they are suddenly,
miraculously going to follow a law to violate another law?

Ms. THOMAS. I believe that we need to pass H.R. 8 because it will
actually enable the existing Federal law that is on the books to be
properly enforced. We currently prohibit those individuals from ac-
quiring firearms and they can very easily go online, go to a gun
show, go to a parking lot, and buy a gun from an unlicensed seller.
That seller is not breaking any law when they transfer the gun
without a background check. So, we are not just talking about the
buyer of the gun breaking the law. We are also creating a system
where the sellers of firearms understand that part of that transfer
must entail a background check as well. So, we are basically taking
a law that exists, and we are making it actually applicable to all
sales as it should be.

Mr. CLINE. Do you believe that a registry is necessary as part of
that system?

Ms. THOMAS. This law, H.R. 8 prohibits a registry.

Mr. CLINE. Do you believe that a registry is necessary as part of
that system?

Ms. THoOMAS. I do not. I believe that H.R. 8 being passed is very
important first step to reducing gun violence in America, and it
prohibits a registry from being created.
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Mr. CLINE. Do you believe that Heller was correctly decided?

Ms. THOMAS. I support the decisions of our Supreme Court.

Mr. CLINE. So, you think it was correctly decided?

Ms. THOMAS. I think that it overturned previous precedent, and
we agree that there are some issues with the decision based upon
its interpretation of the Second Amendment, but we support the
decisions of our Supreme Court.

Mr. CLINE. Thank you. Mr. Chair, I yield back.

Chair NADLER. Mr. Jeffries?

Mr. JEFFRIES. Thank you, Mr. Chair, and I thank all the wit-
nesses for your presence here today. Let me begin with Professor
Malcolm. The National Rifle Association opposes expanding back-
ground checks to cover firearm purchases at gun shows, true?

Dr. MALcOLM. The right to life—I did not get the first part of
the, your—

Mr. JEFFRIES. The NRA.

Dr. MaLcoLM. Oh, the NRA.

Mr. JEFFRIES. You are familiar with that organization, correct?

Dr. MaLcoLM. Yes. I did not—yes.

Mr. JEFFRIES. They oppose a background check to cover the gun
show loophole, true?

Dr. MALcoLM. There is almost no gun show loophole.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay.

Dr. MALcoLM. Virtually, but they do not want a registry and
they do not want—this would make it more cumbersome for people
who would like to be able to get a—

Mr. JEFFRIES. You're claiming my time. I did not say anything
about a registry. You oppose expanding the background check re-
quirement for the gun show purchases, true?

Dr. MALcoLM. We are not just talking about gun shows. We are
talking about making people in private sales to go through back-
ground checks and making the whole system much more cum-
bersome.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I am asking you specifically about gun shows. Do
you support expanding background checks to cover gun shows or
not?

Dr. MALcoLM. There is almost no need for that.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, I take that as a no, thank you. In terms of
expanding background checks for gun sales on the internet, the
NRA? opposes expanding background checks to cover such sales,
true?

Dr. MALcOLM. I am really not privy to all of their decisions on
these things.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, you oppose background checks as it relates
to internet gun show sales, true?

Dr. MaLcoLM. I would like to see the background check that we
now have used properly. Now that is not because too many people
are not put on that background check who ought to be.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, now you are the Patrick Henry Professor of
Constitutional Law and the Second amendment at George Mason
University. Is that right?

Dr. MALCOLM. Yes.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Is it fair to say that this position is bought and
paid for by the NRA?
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Dr. MALcoLM. I do not know.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, this position was created in 2003, true?

Dr. MaLcoLM. I do not know what the background is, but I will
say that George Mason University has been very conscious of being
sure that any contributions to the law school for any particular po-
sitions do not have any strings attached, and you can check with
what the procedures are for that.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, now when the position was created, it was
a direct result of a $1 million endowment from the National Rifle
Association Foundation, correct?

Dr. MALcoLM. I was not at George Mason University in 2002. So,
I really do not know the answer to that.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay.

Dr. MALcOLM. You seem to have more information about it than
I do.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, the NRA Foundation has continued to give
money to the law school. Is that right?

Dr. MALcoOLM. I assume so if that what’s—if that was an endow-
ment.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, I ask unanimous consent to enter—

Dr. MaLcoLM. You think that is funny. I really do not now.

Mr. JEFFRIES. No, I did not laugh. I ask you—this is not a laugh-
ing matter. This is a gun violence epidemic that we have in Amer-
ica.

Now, let me ask unanimous consent to enter into the record, the
990 forms from the NRA Foundation for the years 2012, ’13, ’14,
‘15, and ’16.

Chair NADLER. Without objection, the documents will be entered
into the record.

[The information follows:]
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GEORGE Antonin Scalia Law School

ON Hazel Hall
3301 Fairfax Drive, MS 1G3, Arlington, Virginia 22201

UNIVERSITY Phone: 703-993-8000; Fax: 703-993-8088

February 11, 2019

To the Chairman
The House Judiciary Committee

RE: Hearing “Preventing Gun Violence”
February 6,2019

There are two statements of fact made during the “Preventing Gun Violence”
hearing I would like to correct.

First, Ms. Robyn Thomas of the Giffords Law Center, when asked whether states that
had universal background checks that included private transfers had a lower level of
gun injuries, replied that they did. However data from 2000 to 2015 in The War on
Guns by John Lott found that states with such background checks had a 15 percent
higher per capita rate of mass public shooting deaths and a 38 percent higher rate of
injuries. (see p. 172) Since some states only had these background check laws for a
short time, however, there was a limited period to consider. The study states while
“There was no clear, year-to-year pattern. In about half the years, states with
background checks on private transfers had higher per capita rates of death and
injury” than previously.

Secondly, a Democrat member of the committee claimed that had the proposed bill
for universal background checks including private transfers been in effect before
Cruz massacred students at Stoneman Douglas High School in Florida he would not
have been able to obtain a firearm. In fact since the local sheriff never listed Cruz as
an individual prohibited from having a gun Cruz would have been able to obtain one
even if the proposed bill had been law.

Respectfully,

Joyce Lee Malcolm

Patrick Henry Professor of Constitutional Law
and the Second Amendment

Antonin Scalia Law School

George Mason University
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the prior Form 990 or 990-EZ% . . . . C e e e e e e e e ™ Yes ¥ No
If'Yes,” describe these new services on Schedule O
3 Did the organization cease conductmg, or make sxgmﬁcant changes in how 1t conducts, any program
services® . . . . . . . . . " Yes [ No
If"Yes,” descnbe these changes on Schedule O
4 Describe the orgamization's program service accomplishments for each of its three largest program services, as measured by
expenses Section 501{c)}{3)and 501(c){4)organizations are required to repart the amount of grants and allocations to others,
the total expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported
4a  (Code ) (Expensas $ 24,139,240 including grants of $ 23,162,338 ) (Revenue $ y
The NRA Foundation fimancially supports programs that provide direct community support, ncludmg Eddie Eagle GunSafe program for children Partners i Shooting,
workang with indwiduals with physical dssablilties m the shootng sports Refuse to be a Victim program training women on how to avord bemng the victim of cime
wildlife and natural resource conservation goals, such as Hunters for the Hungry Environment Conservation and Hunting Qutreach ECHO Youth Hunter Education
Challenge YHEC basic firearms traming and safety courses masksmanship qualification programs mstructor and range safety officer certifications and law
enforcemnent tramng  Boy Scouts and 4-H groups are among the most frequent recpients of funding - for ment badge, hunter education ang safety tramng
Numerous programs benefit men, women and youth across the country
4b  (Code ) (Expenses § 42,700 ncluding grants of $ } {Revenue $ 30,890 )
The NRA Foundations Nationa} Firearms Law Semnar s conducted annually and is an opportuntty for attorneys who represent fireamms owners and fireams-related
businesses to meet and discuss legal ssues and theones relevant to this expanding area of the law A nationally-renowned faculty is always on hand to address a
broad range of firearms-related issues
4c (Code } (Expenses $ ncluding grants of § ) {Revenue $ )
4d Other program services {Describe in Schedule O )
(Expenses $ including grants of ¢ Y{Revenue $ )
4e ‘Total program service expenses 24,181,940

Form 990 (2012)
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Form 990 (2012) Page 3
TR Checklist of Required Schedules

Yes No
s the organization described in section 501(c)(3) or 4947 (a}(1) (other than a private foundation)? If "Yes,” Yes
complete Schedule A e . . . .. N .. 1
1s the orgamization required to complete Schedule 8, Schedule of Contributors (see instructions)? ® . .. 2 Yes
Did the organization engage i direct or indirect political campaign activities on behalf of or in opposition to No
candidates for public office? If "Yes,” complete Schedule C, Part I . . . « « .« + .+ . 3
Section 501(c}{3) organizations. Did the organization engage in lobbying activities, or have a section 501(h) Ne
election in effect during the tax year? If “Yes,”complete Schedule C, Part 1T . . . . . . . . 4
Is the organization a section 501 (c}4), 501(c)(5), or 501{c}{6) orgamzation that receives membership dues,
assessments, or simifar amounts as defined in Revenue Procedure 98-197 If "Yes, " complete Schedule C,
PartIII « v v v e w e e e e e e 5
Did the organization maintain any donor advised funds or any similar funds or accounts for which donors have the
night to provide advice on the distribution or investment of amounts in such funds or accounts? If "Yes,” complete N
Schedule D, Part ] . v v v v v« s e v e e e e 6 °
Did the organization receive or hold a conservation easement, including easements to preserve open space, N
the environment, histonc fand areas, or historic structures? If "Yes, ”complete Schedule D, Part II . . . 7 o
Did the argamzation maintain collactions of works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets? If “Yes,” M
complete Schedule D, Part I11 e e e e e . . . . 8 e
Did the orgamzation report an amount in Part X, line 21 for escrow or custodial account ]labn!:ty, sarve as a
custodian for amounts not listed in Part X, or provide credit counseiing, debt management credit repair, or debt N
negotiation services? If "Yes, ”comp/etes:hedu/eD PartIV . « . . . - PR 9 ©
Did the organization, directly or through a retated organization, hold assets in temporanly restricted endowments,{ 10 Yes
permanent , or gl ? If “Yes,” D, Part e e e e
If the arganization’s answer to any of the following guestions 1s “Yes,” then complete Schedule D, Parts VI, VII,
VIII, IX, or X as applicable
Did the orgamzation report an amount for land, buildings, and equipment i Part X, line 10° v
If “Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part VI. e e e e e e e C e e e 1ia es
Did the orgamization report an amount for investments-~other securities 1n Part X, ine 12 that s 5% or more of N
its total assets reported \n Part X, line 167 If "Yes, " complete Schedufe D, Part VII . . . . . . . 11b o
Did the organization report an amount for investments—program related in Part X, hne 13 thatis 5% or mare of N
its total assets reported in Part X, hne 16° IF "Yes, " complete Schedule D, Part VIII . . . . 1ic ©
D1d the orgamzation report an amount for other assets i Part X, ine 15 that 15 5% or more of its total assets v
reported in Part X, line 167 If “Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part 1. s e . 1d s
Did the organization report an amount for other habilities in Part X, lme 257 If "Yes,” complete Scheduie D, Part»\@ 11e | Yes
Did the orgamzation’s separate or consolidated financial statements for the tax year include a footnote that 115 | ves
addresses the ergamzation’s habihity for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740) If “Yes,” complete
Schedule D, Part X . . . L L. L L L L L L oo e
Did the organization obtain separate, independent audited financial statements for the tax year?
IF “Yes,” complete Schedule D, Parts XI and XII e, 12a ; Yes
Was the organization included in consolidated, independent audited financial statements for the tax year? If 196 1 ves
"Yes,” and if the orgamization answered "No” to line 123, then completing Schedule D, Parts XI and XIT is optional @
Is the organization a school descnibed in section 170(b )1 YA Yu)? If "Yes, "complete Schedute & . . . . 13 No
Did the organization maintain an office, employees, or agents outside of the United States? . . . . . 14a No
Did the organization have aggregate revenues or expenses of more than $10,000 from grantmaking, fundrassing,
business, investment, and program service activities outside the United States, or aggregate foretgn investments]
valued at $100,000 or more? If "Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts [and IV .« . . . . 14b No
Did the orgamzation report an Part IX, column (A}, ine 3, more than $5,000 of grants or assistance to any
organization or entity located outside the Umted States? If “Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts II and IV 15 No
Did the organization report or Part IX, column (A), ine 3, more than $5,000 of aggregate grants or assistance to N
individuals located outside the United States? If “Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts 11T and IV . . 18 °
Did the organization report a total of more than $15,000 of expenses for professional fundraising services on Pary 17 No
IX, cotumn (A}, ines 6 and 11e? If "Yes,” complete Schedule G, Part I (see instructions) . . . .
Did the orgamzation report more than $15,000 total of fundraising event gross income and contributions on Part v
VIII, hines 1c and 8a? If "Yes,” complete Schedule G, Part IT .« » v« « & « v « . 18 es
Did the organization report more than $15,000 of gross income from gaming activities on Part VIIL, hne 9a? If | 49 | Yes
“Yes,” complete Schedule G, Part II1 «  « v & 4« v s v v e e e e e
Did the organization operate one or more hospital faciities? I "Yes,” complete Schedule H . . . . 20a No
If"Yes" to hine 20a, did the organization attach a copy of its audited financial statements to this return? 208

Form 990 (2012)
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Form 990 {2012} Page 4
P EV'E  Checklist of Required Schedules (continued)
21 Did the orgamzation report more than $5,000 of grants and other assistance to any government or organization in) 21 Yes
the United States on Part IX, column (A}, ine 12 If "Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts [ and I . . .
22 Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants and other assistance to individuals in the United States 22 v
on Part IX, column (A), ine 2? If "Yes,“complete Schedule I, Ports Tand 11T . . . .« . .« . . s
23  Did the organization answer “Yes” to Part VII, Section A, ine 3, 4, or 5 about compensation of the organization’s v
current and former officers, directors, trustees, key employees, and highest compensated employees? If "Yes,” 23 es
complete Schedule] .« . L 4 v i 4w a o h e
24a Did the organization have a tax-exempt bond issue with an cutstanding principal amount of more than $100,000
as of the last day of the year, that was issued after December 31, 20027 I "Yes, " answer ines 24b through 24d
and complete Schedule K. If "No,"gotoline25 . .« + « « + 0 s+ a a4 4 24a No
b Did the organization imvest any proceeds of tax-exempt bonds beyond a temporary period exception? « .+ . | g
€ Did the organization maintain an escrow account other than a refundmg escrow at any time durmg the year
to defease any tax-exempt bonds? . . . . . . . .. - e e ) 24
d Did the organization act as an “on behalf of” issuer for honds outstandmg at any time durmg the year? . . . 24d
25a Section 501(c)({3) and 501(c){4) organizations. Did the orgamizatioh engage in an excess benefit transaction with
a disqualified person during the year? IF “Yes,” complete Schedule L, Part I « . . + . . . 25a No
b Isthe organization aware that it engaged in an excess benefit transaction with a disquahfied person in a prior
year, and that the transaction has not been reported on any of the orgamzatmns prior Forms 990 or 990-827 If | 25b No
“Yes,” complete Schedule L, Part I . . . . PO P e e
26 Was a loan to or by a current or former officer, director, trustee, key mployee, highest yee, o
disquahfied person outstanding as of the end of the organization’s tax year? If "Yes,” comp/ete Schedu/e L 26 No
2 2 B
27 Did the organization provide a grant or other asststance to an officer, director, trustes, key emplcyee substantial
contributor or employee thereof, a grant selection committee member, or to a 35% controlied entsty or family 27 No
member of any of these persons? If "Yes,” complete Schedule L, Part 11T . . . -
28 Was the organization a party to a business transaction with one of the following parties (see Schedule L, Part IV
instructions for apphcable filing thresholds, conditions, and exceptions}
a A current or former officer, director, trustee, or key mployee? If “Yes,” L, Part
IV v v n e e e e e e W s e e e e e s 28a No
b A family member of a current or former oﬂ’tcer, director, trustee, or key employee7 If "Yes,” N
complete Scheduvle L, Part IV . . . . .o . [ 28b °
¢ An entity of which a current or former officer, director trustee, or key employee (ora famﬁly member thereof) was N
an officer, director, trustee, or direct or indirect owner? If “Yes,” complete Schedule L, Part IV . . . 28c M
29 Did the organization receive more than $25,000 1n non-cash contributions? If “Yes,” complete Schedule M . k.3 20 | Yes
30 ©D1d the orgamization receive contributicns of art, historical treasures, or other simiar assets, or qualified N
conservation contributions? If “Yes,“complete Schedule M . . . . .« 0 . w .« e 30 @
31 Didthe orgamzatnon hqmdate terminate, or dissolve and cease operations? I “Yes,”cornp/ete Schedule N,
partl . . . 31 Ne
32 Did the argamization sell, exchange dispose of, or transfer more than 25% of its net assets? If “Yes, " complete N
Schedule N, Part I . . . . . . . . . . . 32 °
33 Did the orgamzation own 100% of an enhity disregarded as separate from the orgamzation under Regulat;ons v
sections 301 7701-2 and 301 7701-37 If "Yes, ” complete Schedule R, Part I « . . o 33 | Yes
34 Was the orgamization related to any tax-exempt or taxable entity? If "Yes,"completesaheduleR Part IT, ITI, or IV, v
and PartV, hnel . . . . . - . ) 34 s
35a Did the organization have a controlied entity within the meaning of section 512(b )(13)7 352 No
b If'Yes'to ine 35a, did the orgamzation receive any payment from or engage n any transaction with a controlled 3858
entity within the meaning of section 512(b){(13)? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part V, ine 2 . . .
36 Section 501(c){3) organizations. Did the organization make any transfers to an exempt non-charitable related Yes
organization If "Yes,” complete Schedule R, Pert V, fne 2 . . . . . < . .« . . . . 36
37 Did the orgamization conduct more than 5% of its activities through an entity that is not a related organization "
and that is treated as a partnership for federal income tax purposes? If “Yes,” complete Schedule R, Part VI 37 °
38 Did the organization complete Schedule O and provide explanations i Schedule O for Part VI, knes 11b and 19?2 v
Note. All Form 990 filers are required to complete Schedule O . . . . . . . . . . . . 38 es

Form 990 {2012)
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Form 990 (2012)
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compliance

Page 5

Check if Schedule O contains a response to any questionanthus PartV . . . . o o . . . -

1a
b

n
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o
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o

n
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L

o
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=
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T o
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12;
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o

a

1da

-

Yes
Enter the number reported in Box 3 of Form 1096 Enter -0- f not applicable . .| 1a 175
Enter the number of Forms W-2G included in line 1a £nter -0- if not applicable 13
O1d the organizstion comply with backup wibholding rufes for reportable payments to vendors and repartable
gaming {gambling) winnings to prize winners?® . . . . PR P 1c Yes
Enter the number of employees reported on Form W-3, Transmittal of Wage and
Tax Statements, filed for the calendar year ending with or within the year covered
BYERIS FREUFR © v v s v h e e e e 22 0
Ifatieast one is reported on line 2a, did the organization file all required federal employment tax returns?® 25
Note. If the sum of knes 12 and 2a is greater than 250, you may be required to e-fila (see instructions}
Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or mare during the year? . . . 3a Yes
If"Yes, has it filed a Form 990-T for this year? If "o, " provide an explanation n Schedule O . . . . . 3b Yes
At any time during the calendar year, did the crgamzation have an mterest in, or a signature or other authority
over, a financtal account in a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial
accolnt)? . L L. . o u . e e e e e e e e e e e e 4a No
If"Yes,” enter the name of the foreign country
See instructions for filing requirements for Form TD F 90-22 1, Report of Foreign Bank and Financial Accounts
Was the organization a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction at any time during the tax year? . . Sa No
D1d any taxable party notify the organization that it was or 1s a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction? 5b No
If"Yes,”to line Sa or 5b, did the orgamization fite Form 8886-77 . . . . . . . . . . . .
5¢
Does the organization have annual gross receipts that are normally greater than $100,000, and did the 6a No
organization sohicit any contributions that were not tax deductible as charitable contributions® . . .
If*Yes,” did the organization inciude with every solicitation an express statement that such contribubions or gifts
Werenottaxdeductvb!e", e e N . &b
Organizations that may receive deductible contributions under section 170{c}.
Did the orgamization receive a payment in excess of$75 made pamy as a contribution and partly for goods and 7a Yes
services provided to the payor? . . . P . e
1f“Yes,” did the organization notify the donor of the value of the goods or services provsded7 e e e 7b Yes
Did the organization setl exchange or otherwise dispose of tangible personal pmperty for which 1t was required to:
file Form 82822 . . P No
If"Yes,” indicate the number of Forms 8282 filed dunngthe year . . . . 7d
Did the organization receive any funds, directly ormdvrectiy, to pay premiums on a personaI benafit
contract? . . . . - - e - . - - 7e No
Did the organization, durmg the year, pay premiums, dxrectly or mdurectly, ona personal benefit contract® . . 7% No
Ifthe organization received a contnbution of qualified intellectual property, did the organization file Form 8899 as
required? ., . . 79
Ifthe orgamzation received a contribution of cars, boats, airplanes, or other vehicles, did the orgamzatlon file a
Form1098-C? . . 7h
izatis ining donor advised funds and section 509(a){3) supporting organizations. Did
the supporting ergamzation, or a donar advised fund maintained by a sponsoring orgamzatxon have excess
business holdings atany time duningthe year> . . . . . . . .. r
donor advised funds.
Did the organization make any taxable distnbutions under section 49662 . . . . . . . . . . Ya
Did the orgamzation make a distnbution to a donor, donor advisor, or related person? . . . . . . . 9b
Section 501(¢)(7) organizations. Enter
Imtiation fees and capital contnibutions included on Part VIIl, hne 12 . . 10a
Gross recepts, included on Form 990, Part VIII, hine 12, for public use of club 10b
facilities
Section 501(c}{12) organizations. Enter
Gross income from members or shareholders . . . . . . . . . 1ia
Gross income from other sources (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources
against amounts due orrecerved fromthem) . . . . . . . . . 1ib
Section 4947(a)(1) non-exempt charitable trusts. Is the organization filing Form 990 wn heu of Form 10417 12a
If"Yas,” enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the
vear . . . . . . . oo .. .o 12b
Section 501(c}(29} qualified nonprofit health insurance issuers.
Is the organization licensed to issue qualified health plans in more than one state? 132
Note, See the instructions for additional information the organization must report on Schedule O
Enter the amount of reserves the organization 1s required to maintain by the states
in which the organization is licensed to issue qualified healthplans . . . . 13b
Enterthe amount of reservesonhand . . . . . . . . . . . . 13c
Did the organization recetve any paymaents for indoor tanning services during the tax year? . . . . . 14a No
If“Yes," has it filed a Form 720 to report these payments? If "No,” provide an explanation in Schedule O . . 14b

Form 990 (2012)
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Form 990 (2012) Page 6
Part VI QR3S e, M nd Discl e For each “Yes” response to fines 2 through 7b below, and for a

"No” response to Irnes 8a, 8b or 10b below, describe the circumstances, processes, or changes in Schedule O,
See instructions.
Check if Scheduie O contains a response to any question mthus Part VI . . . . . .« « . < . . . . . ¥

Section A. Governing Body and Management

Yes No
1a Enter the number of voting members of the governing bedy at the end of the tax 18 15
YEAN . v v . v e e e e e e e e
1f there are matenal differences in voting rights among members of the governing
body, or if the governing body delegated broad authority to an executive comnuttee
or similar committee, explain 1n Schedule O
b Enter the number of voting members inciuded in line 1a, above, who are
independent . . . . . . . 4w w s 4w e . | 1b 14
2 Did any officer, director, trustee, or key employee have a family relanonsmp or a business relationship with any
other officer, director, trustee, or key employee® . . . . C e e e e e e 2 No
3  Dud the orgamization control over duties customar!ly performed by or under the direct 3 No
supervision of officers, directors or trustees, or key employees to a2 management company or other person? .
4 ©Oudthe orgamzatxon make any significant changes to its governing documents since the prior Form 990 was
filed? . . B 4 No
5 Did the organization become aware dunng the year of a s!gmflcant diversion of the organization’s assets? . 5 No
6 Didthe orgamzation have members or stockholders® . . . « . o . o o o . s L. & No
7a Did the orgamization have members, stockholders, or other persons who had the power to elect or appomt one or
more members of the governing body? . . . e e P e . 7a No
b Are any governance decisions of the organization reserved to (or sub)ect to approval by) members, stockholders,| 7b No
or persons other than the governing body? . . . . eoe e e e e e e e
8 Did the organization contemporaneously document the meetings held or wrnitten actions undertaken duning the
year by the following
a Thegovernmgbody? . . . . . . . . . . . . < . « « « « « <« « . . . . }|BajVYes
b Each committee with authority to act on behalf of the governingbedy? . . . . . . . . . . . .} 8b Yes
9 1s there any officer, director, trustee, or key employee histed in Part VII, Section A, who cannot be reached at the
orgamzation’s mailing address? IF “Yes,” provide the names and addresses in Schedufe O . . . . . . 9 No
Section B. Policies (This Section B requests informaticn about policies not required by the Internal Revenue Code.)
Yes No
10a Did the orgamization have local chapters, branches, oraffihiates? . . . . . .+ + . .+ . . . 10a No
b If'Yes,” did the orgamzation have written policies and procedures governing the activities of such chapters,
affibates, and branches to ensure thew operations are consistent with the organization's exempt purposes? 10b
1ia Has the organization provided a complete copy of this Form 990 to all membars of its governing body hefore filing
the form? . . . . . . . .. . P kL
b Describe in Schedule O the process, xfany, used by the orgamzation te review this Form 890 . . . . .
12a Did the organization have a written conflict of interest policy? If "No,"gotofine 13 . . . . . . 12a | Yes
b were officers, directers, or trustees, and key employees required to disclose annually interests that could give
e S E Y
¢ Did the organization regularly and consistently monitor and enforce compliance with the pohicy? If “Yes, " describe
n Schedule O how this was done . . . . . . “ e e v v e s s« . w1120 Yes
13 Did the organization have a written whistieblower po\!cy7 F 13 | Yes
14 Did the organization have a written document retention and destruction policy? . . . . . . o . . 14 Yes
15 Did the process for determining compensation of the following persons mclude a review and approval by
independent persons, comparability data, and contemporaneous substantiation of the dehiberation and decision?
a The orgamzation’s CEQ, Executive Director, or top managementofficial . . . . . . . . . . . 153 No
b Otherofficers or key employees ofthe orgamization . . . + + « « « + « 4 o+ e w 15b No
If“Yes" to line 15a or 15b, describe the process 1n Schedule O (see instructions)
16a Did the orgamization mvestn, contrnibute assets to, or participate in a joint venture or sumilar arrangement with a
taxable entity duringtha year? . .« . . 4 4 4w v« s v e e e e 18a Ne
b If*Yes,” did the orgamzation follow a written policy or procedure requinng the organization to evaluate its
participation in Joint venture arrangamants under applicable federal tax faw, and take steps to safeguard the
organization’s exempt status with respect to such arrangements? . . . . . 4 . 4 4 . . . 16b

Section C. Disclosure
17 ‘Listthe States with which a copy of this Form 990 is required to be filed®WV , WI , WA ,VA ,UT , TN ,SC,R1,PA ,OR,0K,0OH,
NY,NM,NJ,NH,ND,NC,MS,MN, MI,ME MD,MA,
KY KS,IL,HI,GA ,FL,DC,CT,CA ,AZ, AR, AL, AK
18 Section 6104 requires an organization to make its Form 1023 (or 1024 ifapphcable), 990, and 990-T (801(c)
{3)s only) available for pubhc mspection Indicate how you made these avariable Check all that apply
[~ Own website [ Another's website I Uponrequest | Other (explam in Schedule 0)
19 Describe in Schedule O whether (and if so, how), the organization made its governing documents, conflict of
interest pohicy, and financial statements available to the public during the tax year
20 State the name, physical address, and telephone number of the person whe possesses the books and records of the organtzation
®THE NRA FOUNDATION INC 11250 WAPLES MILL ROAD FAIRFAX, VA (703)267-1000
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Form 990 (2012) Page 7
LIk Compensation of Officers, Directors,Trustees, Key Employees, Highest Compensated

Employees, and Independent Contractors
Check f Schedule O contains a response to any questioninthis Part VII .+« « v « &+ « « « « « .« .« I

Section A, Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest Compensated Employees
1a Complete this table for all persons required to be hsted Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the orgamzation's
tax year

» List all of the organization’s current officers, directors, trustees (whether individuals or organizations), regardless of amount
of compensation Enter -0-in columns (D}, (€}, and {F)if no compensation was paid

# List all of the orgamzation’s current key employees, ifany See instructions for definstion of "key employee "

« List the orgamzation’s five current highest compensated employees (other than an officer, director, trustee or key employee)
who received reportable campensation (Box 5 of Form W-2 and/for Box 7 of Form 1099-MISC) of more than $100,000 from the
organization and any related organizations

# List all of the organization’s former officers, key employees, or highest compensated employees who received more than $100,000
of reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations

® List all of the orgamization’s former directors or trustees that recetved, 1n the capacity as a former director or trustee of the
organization, more than $10,000 of reportable ¢ tion fram the org 1on and any related organizations
List persons in the following order individual trustees or directors, institutional trustees, officers, key employees, highest
compensated employees, and former such persons
[~ Check this box if neither the organization nor any refated orgamzation compensated any current officer, director, or trustee

A (8) ) {D} (E} (F)

Name and Title Average Positien (do not check Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per more than one box, unless | compensation | compensation amount of
week {list person is both an officer from the from related other
any hours and a director/trustee) organization arganizations compensation
for related o5 - g FACEIE] {W- 2/1099- (W-2/1099- fram the

orgamzations 22|E |2 RN EPTR -] MIsC) MisC) organtzation
below HERE Ele {5 ZiE and related
dotted line) £ g -3 E] P organizations
gz R
= = E 2 %
5= 1=
w12 T
LR Z
£ &
=Y
(1) Frank R Brownell T 100
X X 0 0 o
President
(2) Bill K Brewster 100
X X 0 [ [
Vice President
{3) Joe M Allbaugh 100
X 9 o o
Trustee 100
{4) Aftan D Cors 100
X 0 Q o
Trustee 10 00
(5) Sandra S Froman 100
X 0 45,180 [
Trustee 100
(6) Steve Hornady 100
X 0 0 ¢
Trustee
(7) Enc Johansan 1060
X 0 0 o
Trustee
{8) David A Keene 100
X [ 0 o
Trustee 20 00
(9) P X Kelley 100
X 0 0 ]
Trustee
(10} George K Kolitkes 1 160
X 0 0] o
Trustee
{11) Carolyn D Meadows. 100
X 0 0 [
Truslee 100
[12) Owen P Mills 100
X o 0 ©
Trustee 100
{13) James W Porter IT 100
X 0 o ]
Trustee 10 00
(14) Denmis Reese 100
X o o o
Trustee
{15) John C Sigler 100
X 0 0 ¢
Trustee 100
(16) Wayne L LaPierre 100
X 0 833,312 141,555
Ex Officio 58 00
(17) Wiison H Phillips Ir 100
X 0 515,260 136,332
Treasurer 52 00

Form 990 (2012)
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Form 990 (2012) Page 8
-1 AVIRE  Section A. Officers, Directors, Tr , Key ploy » and Higt Comp ed ploy {(continued)
(A} (B) ©) o) {E) {F)

Name and Title Average Positien (do not check Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per more than one box, untess | compensation compensation | amount of other
week (list person is both an officar from the from related compensation
any hours and a directorftrustee} organization orgamzations from the
for related o5 — g EACEAE {W-2/1099- {W-2/1099- organization

orgamzations a R 25 |2 MISC) MISC) and related
below 2513 2|z %a 2 organizations
ES1Z 1% |2 P2k
dotted iine) = o
gFole T %o
ol B 218
[ | 2
AEIREE:
[ Y &
o
(18) Sandy S Elkin 100
X 9 101,320 9,727
Secretary
1 SubTotal . . . . . . . . e e . -
¢ Total from continuation sheets to Part VII, SectionA . . . . Lg
d Total(addlinesibandic} . . . . . . . . . . . . L 1,495,072/ 287,614

2 Total number of individuals {including but not himited to those listed above) who received more than
$100,000 of reportable compensation from the organization®3

Yes No

3 Did the orgamzation list any former officer, director or trustee, key empioyee, or highest atad empl

on hine 1a? If "Yes,” I for such s e e e e e e e e e 3 No
4 For any individual hsted on bine 1a, (s the sum of reportable compensation and other compensation from the

orgamization and related organizations greater than $150,000? If "Yes,” complete Schedule J for such

mdividual .« .+ 4+« x w x « s+ a o« o« o+ x a2« o+ s a ox = o« o« o« « 1 41 ves
5 Did any persen listed on Iine 1a receive or accrue compensation from any unrefated ergamization or individual for

services rendered to the organization? If "Yes, " complete Schedule ] for such person .« « + .« .« 5 No

Section B. Independ Contractors
1 Complete this table for your five highest compensated independent contractors that received more than $100,000 of
tion from the or n Report ¢ tion for the calendar year ending with or within the orgamzation’s tax year
(A) (B} (]
Name and business address Description of services. C
United Parcel Service 55 Glenlake Parkway NE Atlanta GA 30328 Shipping 824,551
Outdoor Marketing Group LLC 55 West Newsom Avenue Denton NC 27239 Fulfilment services 297,917
Warm Spring Productions 235 N 1st W 2nd Floor Missowla MT 59802 TV production services 491,050
Charfes Yira dba MDB LLC_, 7655 Sugar Creek Columbia MO 65203 Waretouse lease 186,150
Qutdoor Channel , PO Box 809280 Chicago 1 606809280 TV aitime 185,900
2 Total number of independent contractors {including but not limited to those isted above) who received more than
$100,000 of compensation from the organization 5

Form 990 (2012 )
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LLETaAl s8] Statement of Revenue
Check if Schedule © contains a response to any question ia this Part VIi1 PSSP I
(A) (8) ©) (D}
Total revenue Related or Unrelated Revenue
exempt business excluded from
function revenue tax under
revenue sections
512,513, 0r
514
la Federated campaigns . . 1a 322,080
v R am——
= g b Membershipdues . . . . 1b
©
a1 e ——
Og ¢ Fundraisingevents . . . . 1c 12,554,411
& 5| d Relatedorganmations . . . 1d
5=
- B e Govemment grants {contrbutions) 1e
=] —_
e £  All other contnbutions, gifts, grants, and  1f 18,998,100
E 8 simiar amounts nat included above [E—
=
2% foncash contributions inchided 1n hnes ‘.
= o a4 ia-1f § 4,458,059
g E 31,874,591
= b Total Addlines1a-1f . . . . . . . (874,
“ R *
@ Business Code
£ 2a  Fieams Law Serminar registration fees 611710] 30,890] 30,890
z
& b
@
3 <
% d
- e
§
5 £ All other program service revenue
&
& g TotalAddlnes2a-2f . . . . . . . _w 50,69
3 Investment inceme (including dividends, interest,
and other simularamounts) . . . . . . . 1,253,801 1,253,801
4 Income from nvestment of tax-exempt bond proceeds | |, W
5 Rovalties . . . . . . . < . . . W»
{1} Real (1) Personal
6a Gross rents
b less rental
expenses
¢ Rentat mcome
or (loss)
d Netrentalincomeor(loss}) . . . . . . . m
(1) Secunties {11} Other
7a Gross amount
from sales of 14,676,088
assets other
than mvertary
b tess costor
other basts and 14,485,307
sales expenses
¢ Gam or (loss) 190,781
d Netgawmor(loss) . . . . . . . . . w 190,781 190,781
83 Gross tncome from fundraising
* events {not mcluding
g s 12,554,411
g of contributions reported on line 1c)
k] See Part 1V, hine 18 . .
o
5 a 15,807,158
= b Less directexpenses . . . b 17,648,819
o ¢ Netincome or {loss) from fundraising events . . m -1,841,661 ~1,841,661]
9a Gross income from gaming activities
See PartiV,hne 19 . . .
@ 23,391,746
b Less dwectexpenses . . . b 11,916,763
e Netimcome or (foss) from gaming activities . . . 11,474,983 11,474,983
10a Gross sales of inventory, less
returns and allowances .
a 17,605
b Less costofgoodssold . . b 17,843
¢ Netincome or (foss} from sales of inventory . . -238 -238
Miscellaneous Revenue Busmess Code
11a Miscelfaneous 900099 51,815] 47,030 4,785
b
<
All other revenue . . . .
@ TYotak Addlimes 1la~11d . . . . . . » X
51,815
12 Total revenue. See Instructions . . . . . 13
43,034,562 30,890 47,030] 11,082,451

Form 990 (2012)
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Form 990 {2012) Page 10
EXESN Statement of Functional Expenses
Section 501(c¥3)and 501{c)(4) organizations must complete all columns Al other organizations must complete column (A)
Check if Schedule O contains a e toany questionimthis PartIX o oo .o .o oo .o e I
Do no ncute amounts reprted n s o, N N U ) R
7b, 8b, 5b, and 10b of Part VIIL. Total expenses expenses general expenses expenses
1 Grants and other assistance to governments and arganizations
in the United States See Part IV, line 21 23,147,338 23,147,338
2 Grants and other assistance to ndividuals in the
United States See Part1V,line 22 15,000 15,000
3  Grants and other assistance to governments,
organizations, and tndividuails outside the United
States See PartiV, lines 15 and 16 ]
4 Benefits paid to or for members 0
5 Compensation of current officers, directors, trustees, and
key employees . . . . o
6 Compensation not included above, to disqualified persons
{as defined under section 4358(f){1)) and persons
descnbed in section 4958{c)}3}XB} . . . . 0
7 Othersalanes and wages 0
8 Pension plan accruals and contributions (inciude section 401 (k)
and 403(b) employer contnbutions) . . . . o
9 Otheremployee benefits . . . . . . . 0
10 Payrolitaxes . . . . . . .« . . . . 0
11 Fees for services (non-employees)
a Mapagement . . . . . . 0
b tegal . . . . . . . . . 48,000 32,004 7,996
€ Accounting . . s 4 . 4 s a e a 44,300 44,360
d Lobbying . . . .+ o« o+ 4 w4 . ]
e Professional fundraising services See PartIV, ne 17
f Investment managementfees . . . . . . 157,391 157,391
g Other (if ine 11g amount exceeds 10% ofline 25,
cotumn {A) amount, list line 11g expenses on
Schedule G} + . . . . . . . 112,434 99,585 12,849
12 Advertising and promotion . . . . 1,754,918 251,291 443,378 1,060,249
13 QOffice expenses . . « .+ 2+ . 140,514 112,639 26,206 1,669
14  Informationtechnology . . . . . . 65,418 57,766 7,003 649
15 Royaities . . 0
16 OcCcupancy .« . . . .« a4« . [
17 Travel . . 0 0w e s 3,977 3,977
18 Payments of travel or entertainment expenses for any federal,
state, or local public officials . . . . . . g
19 Conferences, conventions, and meetings . . . 56,841 47,038 9,803
20 Interest . . . . . . . . . 4,116 4116
21 Paymentstoaffiliates . . . . . . . 0
22 Depreciation, depletion, and amortization . . . . . 7,414 7,414
23 Insurance . . . . . . . .4 4o .. 0
24 Other expenses Itemize expenses not covered above (List
miscelianeous expenses (o hine 24e Ifline 24e amount exceads 10%
of line 25, column (A} amount, hist line 24e expenses on Schedule O }
a Management fees 3,302,970 359,918 902,530 2,040,522
b Printing and publications 175,983 18,953 106,534 50,496
¢ Insurance 30,811 36,811
d
e All other expenses 73,477 32,994 40,483
25  Total functional expenses, Add lines 1 through 24e 29,132,902 24,181,940 1,766,566 3,184,396
26  loint costs. Complete thus line only sf the organization
reported in column (B) joint costs from a combined
educational campatgn and fundraising solicitation Check
here w [ if following SOP 98-2 (ASC 958-720)
113,292 18,630 77,779 16,883

Form 990 (2012)
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Form 990 (2012) Page 11
KYi®4 Baiance Sheet
Check if Schedule O contains a response to any questionnthis PartX . . . . . . . . . R
(A) (B}
Beginning of year £nd of year
1 Cash-non-interest-bearng . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
2 Savings and temporary cashinvestments . . . . . . . . . 2,484,846 2 13,298,247
3 Pledges and grants recejvable,net . . . . . . . . . ., 3996455} 3 2,484,700
4 Accounts recelvable,net . . . . . . . 0 v . v .. 863,675 4 917,285
5 Loans and other receivables from current and former officers, directors, trustees, key
ployees, and highest ¢ ated employ Compiete Part 11 of
Schedulel . . . . . . . . . 0o e e e e
5
6  Loans and other receivables from other disqualified persons (as defined under
section 4958(f){1)), persons described in section 4258{c)}{3 }(B), and contributing
employers and sponsoring organizations of section 501(c)(9} voluntary employees’
@ beneficiary organizations (see instructions) Complete Part [1 of Schedule L
> 6
& 7 Notes and loans recewvable, net . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,888} 7 6,353
F | 8 Inventories forsaleoruse . . .+ . . . . 4 e . 0 o . . 88047271 8 8,123,656
9  Prepaid expenses and deferred charges . . .« . . . . . . 258,541] 9 238.734
10a  Land, buildings, and equipment cost or other basis Complete
Part VI of Schedule D 10a 867.230
b Less accumulated depreciation . . . . . 10b 104,682 686,158} 10c 752,548
11 Investments—publicly traded secunties . . . .« . . . . . . 42,855,705 11 48,176,533
12 Investments—other secunties See PartIV hnettl . . . . . 12
13 Investments—program-related See PartIV, hnell . . . . . 13
14 Intangible assets .« . . . . . . . .+ . a4 14
15 Other assets SeePartIV,lmell . . . . . . . . . . . 21,183,483 15 24,238,511
16 Total assets. Add lines L through 15 {mustequalime 34} . . . . . 81,140,578} 16 98,214,547
17 Accounts payable and accrued expenses . . .+« s 4« 4 1,125.614| 17 1,614,048
18 Grants payable . . . . . . . . . o . . 4. 4w 312402 18 141,974
19 Deferredrevenue . . < .« . v 4 . a e 4w 52,807| 19 37,054
20 Tax-exempt bond habihties . . . . . . . . . . o . 20
w 21 Escrow or custodial account hability Complete Part IV of Schedule D . . 21
2 |22 Loans and other payables to current and former officers, directors, trustees,
= key Dl , highest ¢ ted employ , and disqualified
"% persons Complete PartII of Scheduwlel . . . .+ .« .+ . . . . 22
~ 123 secured mortgages and notes payable to unrelated third parties . . 2
24 Unsecured notes and loans pavable to unrelated third parties . . . . 24
25 Other habiities (including federal income tax, payables to refated third parties,
and other habilities not inciuded on hnes 17-24) Complete Part X of Schedule
5 25 8,304,771} 25 5,063,671
26 Total liabilities. Add lines 17 through 25 . . . . . . . . . 7,885,594| 26 7.758.747
- Organizations that follow SFAS 117 (ASC 958), check here & [ and complete
8 lines 27 through 29, and lines 33 and 34.
% 27 Unrestricted netassets . .« . .+ 4« 4« 4 e 4 e 2,400,249} 27 11,002,931
& |28 Temporaniyrestnctednatassets . . . . . . . . . . . 20.763,694] 28 22,165,803
E 29 Permanently restnicted netassets .+ . . L, . . . . W . . 50,080,841} 29 55,288,066
E Organizations that do not follow SFAS 117 (ASC 958), check here & [ and
= complete lines 30 through 34,
" 30 Capttal stock ortrust pnincipal, orcurrentfunds .+ .« . . . . . 30
§ 31 Paid-1n or capital surplus, or land, building or equipmentfund . . . . . 31
é 32 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated sncome, or other funds 32
g 33 Total net assets or fund balances . . . . . . . . . o . 73,254,984| 33 90,457,800
= 34 Total habtiities and net assets/fund batances . . . . . . . . 81,140,578| 34 98,214,547

Form 990 (2012)
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Reconciiliation of Net Assets
Check if Schedule O contains a response to any question inthis Part XI .+ . . v« « o« . . o« . . o« W7
1 Total revenue {must equal Part VIII, column (A), kne 12} . . . . . . . . . . . .
1 43,034,962
2 Total expenses (must equal PartIX, column (A}, ime 25) . . . . . . . . . . . .
2 29,132,902
3 Revenue less expenses Subtracthine 2 fromhnel . < . . . o« o« v 4 4 a0 ..
3 13,902,060
4 Netassets or fund balances at beginning of year {(must equal Part X, line 33, column (A}) . .
4 73,254,984
5 Netunrealized gains (losses)oninvestments . . . . . . . . . . . . o . .
5 3,300,756
6 Donated services anduseoffacibites . . . . . . . . o . . . .0
6
7 Investment @XPenses . . .« 4 . x a v wawx e a e
7
8 Prierpenodadstments . . . . . L 4« 0 4 a4 s« a s e e
8
9 Otherchanges in net assets or fund balances {explain in Schedule ©) . . . . . +« .« .
9
10 Net assets or fund balances at end of year Combine lines 3 through 9 (must equal Part X, line 33,
column {B)} 10 90,457,800
Financial Statements and Reporting
Check if Schedule O contains a response to any questionin this Part XII . . . . . . . . . . .
Yes No
1 Accounting method used to prepare the Form 990 [ cash [¥ Accrual [ Other
If the orgamization changed its method of accounting from a prior year or checked "Other," explain in
Schedule O
2a Were the organization's financial statements compiled or reviewed by an independent accountant? 2a No
1f'Yes,check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were compiied or reviewed on
a separate basis, consolidated basis, ar both
[ Separate basis I Consolidated basis [ Both consolidated and separate basis
b Were the arganization’s financial statements audited by an independent accountant? 2b | Yes
1f'Yes, chack a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were audited on a separate
basis, consohdated basis, or both
[~ Separate basis I~ Consolidated basis ¥ Both consolidated and separate bas's
c If"Yes,”to line 2a or 2b, does the organization have a committee that assumes responsibiiity for oversight of the
audit, review, or compiation of its financial stataments and selection of an independent accountant? 2¢ ves
If the organization changed either its ovarsight process or selection process during the tax year, explamn in
Schedule O
3a As aresult of a federal award, was the organization required to undergo an audit or audits as set forth in the
Single Audit Act and OMB Circular A-1337? 3a
b If“Yes,” did the organization undergo the required audit or audits? If the orgamzation did not undergo the required] 3b

audit or audits, explamn why in Schedule O and describe any steps taken to undergo such audits

Form 990 {2012)
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" . . OMB No 1545-0047
SCHEDULE A Public Charity Status and Public Support T
(Form 990 or 990EZ) 20 1 2
Complete if the organization is a section 501(c){3) organization or a section
Depanent of the Treastey 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust. Open to Public
Intemal Revenue Semvice
> Attach to Form 990 or Form 990-EZ. I See separate instructions.

Name of the organization Employer identification number
NRA FOUNDATION INC

52-1710886

lm!l Reason for Public Charity Status (All organizations must complete this part.) See mnstructions,

The organization is not a private foundation because itts {For ines 1 through 11, check only one box )

1 [ A church, convention of churches, or association of churches described in section 170(b)(1){A)(¥).

2 7 A school described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii). (Attach Scheduie E )

3 [~ A hospital or a cooperative hospital service organization described in section 170(b)(1){A)(iii).

4 [T A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital described in section 170{B)}{ 2){A){i##). Enter the
hospital's name, city, and state

5 [~ Anorganization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmentat umt described in
section 170(b)(1)(A){iv). (Complete Part 11 )

& |7 A federal, state, or local government or governmental unit described in section 170{b)(1){A)(v).

7 [¥° An organization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public
described in section 170(b)(1}{(A)}(vi). (Complete Part I1 )

8 [T A community trust described in section 170(b)}(1)(A}{vi} {Complete Part 11 )

9 [~ Anorganization that normally receives {1)more than 331/3% of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross

receipts from activities related to its exempt functions—subject to certain exceptions, and {2 ) no more than 331/3% of
its support from gross investment income and ynrelated business taxable incoma (less section 511 tax) from businesses
acquired by the organization after June 30, 1975 See section 509{(a}(2). (Complete Part 111 )

10 [~ An organization organized and operated exclusively to test for public safety See section 509{a){4).

11 An organization organized and operated exclusively far the benefit of, to perform the functions of, or to carry out the purposes of
one or more publicly supported organizations described in section 509(a)}(1) or section 509(a){2} See section 509(a)(3). Chack
the box that describes the type of supporting organization and complete hines 11e through 11h

a [ Typer b | Typell e [ Typelll- functionally integrated d [ Type III - Non-functionally integrated
e I~ By checking this box, I certify that the organization is not controlled directly or indirectly by one or more disquaklified persons
other than foundation managers and other than one or more publicly supperted organizations descnbed in section 509(a)1)or
saction 509{a)(2})

-

3 Ifthe organization received a written determination from the IRS that itis a Type I, Type 11, or Type ITI supporting organization,
check this box
['] Since August 17, 2006, has the organmization accepted any gift or contnbution from any of the
following persons?
(i) A person who directly or indirectly contrels, either alone or together with persons descnibed in (11} Yes | No
and (111) below, the governing body of the supported organization? 11g(i)
(ii} A farmily member of a person described in (1) above? 1ig(i)
(iii) A 35% controlled entity of a person described in (1) or {1} above? 11g{iii)
h Provide the following information about the supported organization(s)
(i) Name of (i) EIN (iii) Type of {iv} Is the {v) Did you notify {vi}Is the (vii} Amount of
supported organization organization in the organization arganization in monetary
organization {described on col (i) hsted in ncol (i) of your col (i) erganized support
hnes 1- 9 above your governing support? mthel §?
or IRC section document?
(see
) Yes Ne Yes No Yes No
Total

For Paperwark Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990 or 980EZ. Cat No 11285F Schedule A Form 990 or 980-62) 2012
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Schedule for Organizations Described in Sections 170(b}(1)(A)(iv) and 170(b}(1)(A)(vi)
(Comp!ete only f you checked the box on line 5, 7, or 8 of Part I or if the organization failed to quakfy under
Part 111, If the organization faus to qualfy under the tests histed below please complete Part 111.)
Section A. Public Support
Calendar year (or fis:al year beginning
in)

(a) 2008 {b) 2009 {2010 {d) 2011 {e) 2012 (f) Totat

1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees recetved (Do
not include any "unusual
grants ")

2 Taxrevenues levied for the
organization's benefit and either
paid to or expended on its
behalf

3 The value of services or factlities
furnished by a governmental unit
to the organization without
charge

4  Total Add ines 1 through 3 21,410,780} 27,492,758] 16,074,571 20,486,708 31,874,591 117,339,408

The portion of total contributions

by each person {otherthan a

governmental unit or publicly

supported orgamzation) included 19,218,502

n hine 1 that exceeds 2% of the
amount shown on hine 11, column

I

6 Public support. Subtract ine 5
fram hne 4
Section B. Total Support
Calendar year (or fiscal year
benimning in) - (a) 2008 (b) 2009 () 2010 (dy 2011 {e)2012 {f) Total
7 Amounts from hine 4 21,410,780 27,492,758 16,074,571 20,486,708 31,874,591 117,339,408
8 Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties 1,299,222 959,747] 1,006,198| 1,416,300 1,253,801 5,935,268
and mcome from simitar
sources
9 Netincome from unrelated
business activities, whether or
not the business s regularly
cagried on
10 Otherincome Do notinclude
gan or loss from the sale of
capital assets (Explain in Part
)

11 Total support (Add lines 7 123,307,573
through 10)

12 Gross receipts from related activities, stc {see instructions) 12 181,528

21,418,780] 27,492,758 16,074,571, 20,486,708 31,874,591 117,339,408

o

98,120,906

5,902 9,386, 7,666 5,158 4,785 32,897

13  First five years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a 501{c)}{3) organization, check
this box and stophere . . . . . . . . T

Section C. Computation of Public Sugport Percentage
14 Public support percentage for 2012 (hine 6, column {f} divided by hine 11, column {f)) 14 79 570 %
15 Publtc support percentage for 2011 Schedule A, Part 11, hine 14

84 380 %
16a 33 1/3% support test~2012. If the organization did not check the box on tine 13, and hine 14 15 33 1/3% or more, check this box
and stop here. T he organization gualifies as a publicly supported orgamization *»
33 1/3% support test—2011. If the organization did not check a box on hine 13 or 16a, and line 15 is 33 1/3% or more, check this
box and stop here. The orgamization qualifies as a publicly supported organization
17a 10%-facts-and-circumstances test—2012. If the orgamzation did not check a box on line 13, 16a, or 16b, and kne 14
is 10% or more, and if the orgamzation meets the "facts-and-circumstances” test, check this box and stop here. Explain
n Part IV how the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances” test The orgamization guahifies as a publicly supported
orgamzation o
b 10%-facts-and-circumstances test—2011. If the organization did not check a box on line 13, 168, 16b, or 174, and line
15 15 10% or more, and if the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances” test, check this box and stop here.
Exptain in Part IV how the organization meets the “facts-and-csircumstances” test The organization qualifies as a publicly

T

supported organization L2
18  Private foundation, If the organization did not check a box on line 13, 164, 16b, 17a, or 17b, check this box and see
instructions L

Scheduie A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2012
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Page 3

Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Section 509(a)(2)

(Complete only if you checked the box on hne 9 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualfy under

Part 11, If the organizabion faus to gualfy under the tests histed below, please complete Part 1.

Section A. Public Support

ca'e“da"’ea'(";:)is;““’“’ beginning (a) 2008 (b) 20089 () 2010 (d4) 2011

(e} 2012

{f) Total

1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
mambership fees received (Do not
include any "unusual grants ")

2 Gross receipts from admissions,
merchandise sold or services
performed, or facihities furmshed in
any activity that is related to the
organization's tax-exempt
purpose

3 Gross receipts from activities that
are not an unrelated trade or
business under section 513

4 Taxrevenues levied for the
organization's benefit and aither
paid to or expended on its
behalf

5 The value of services or facilities
furnished by a governmental unit to
the orgamzation without charge

& Total Add lines 1 through 5

7a Amounts included onhnes 1, 2,
and 3 recewved from disquahfied
persons

Amounts included on hines 2 and 3
recejved from other than
disquahified persons that excead
the greater of $5,000 or 1% of the
amount on ine 13 for the year

L

© Addlnes 7aand 7b

8 Public support (Subtract line 7¢
from line 6 )

Section B. Total Support

Catendar year (or fiscal year beginning
in) (a) 2008 (b) 2009 {c) 2010 {d) 2011

(e) 2012

(f) Total

9  Amounts from hne 6

10a Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments recatved on
secunties loans, rents, royalbies
and income from simiar
sources

b Unrelated business taxable
income {less section 511 taxes)
from businesses acquired after
June 30,1875

¢ Add hnes 10a and 10b

11 Netincome from unrelated
business activities not included
in ine 10b, whether or not the
business 1s regularly carned on

12 Otherincome Do notinclude
gain or loss from the sale of
capital assets (Explainin Part
)

13 Totalsupport. (Add hnes 9, 10¢,
i1,and12)

14  First five years. If the Form 990 s for the orgamzation's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a 501(c}(3) organization,

check this box and stop here

Section C. Computation of Public Support Percentage

15 Public support percentage for 2012 (line 8, column (f) divided by hine 13, column {f)) 15 0 Y%
16 Public support percentage from 2011 Schedule A, Part 11, fine 15 16

Section D. Computation of Investment Income Percentage
17 Investment income percentage for 2012 (ine 10¢, column () divided by kne 13, column (f)) 17 S %
18 Investment income percentage from 2011 Schedule A, Part 111, hne 17 18

19a 33 1/3% support tests—2012, If the organization did not check the box on line 14, and line 15 is more than 33 /3%, and line 17 is not
more than 33 /3%, check this box and stop here. The organization gualifies as a publicly supported organization ]
b 33 1/3% support tests—2011. If the organizabion did not check a box on line 14 or ine 193, and line 16 ts more than 33 1/3% and hine 18
»

1s not more than 33 /3%, check this box and stop here. The organization quabfies as a pubhicly supported orgamzation
20 Private foundation. If the organization did not check a box on hine 14, 19a, or 19b, check this box and see instructions

o

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2012
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Part IV Supplemental Information. Complete this part to provide the explanations regwired by Part II, line 10;
Part 11, line 17a or 17b; and Part 111, iine 12. Also complete thus part for any additional information. (See
nstructions).

Facts And Circumstances Test

Part I Line 10 includes sales tax discounts and other mscellaneous receipts received in the normal course of business operations

Explanation

Part 11 Line 10 Includes sales tax discounts and other miscellaneous receipts received in the normal course of business operations

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2012



164

[efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493280001073]
SCHEDULE D |OMB No 1545-:0047
{Form 990} Supplemental Financial Statements 201 2

» Complete if the organization answered “Yes," to Form 990, -
Department of the Treasuy Part 1V, tine 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11a, 11b, 11¢, 11d, 11e, 11f, 12a, or 12b Open to Public
Irtemal Revenie Sevioe - Attach to Form 990, & See separate instructions. Inspection

Name of the organization
NRA FOUNDATION INC

Employer identification number

52:1710886

Organizations Maintaining Donor Advised Funds or Other Similar Funds or Accounts. Complete If the
organtzation answered "Yes" to Form 990, Part IV, tine 6.

{a) Danor advised funds {b) Funds and other accounts

Total number at end of year

Aggregate contributions to (durmg year)

Aggregate value at end of year

13
2
3 Aggregate grants from (during year)
4
5

Did the organization inform all donors and donor advisors in witing that the assets held i donor advised

funds are the organization's property, subject to the organization’s exclusive legal control? T Yes [ No
6 Did the orgamzation inform all grantees, donors, and donor advisors in writing that grant funds can be

used only for chantable purposes and not for the benefit of the donor or donor advisor, or for any other purpose

conferring impermissible private benefit? T yes [“No

Im!il Conservation Easements. Complete if the organizabtion answered "Yes" to Form 990, Part IV, hine 7.
1 Purpose(s) of conservation easements held by the organization {check ali that apply)
[~ Preservation of land for public use {e g, recreation or education) [~ Preservation of an historically tmportant land area
[T Protection of natural habitat [ Preservation of a certified historic structure

[~ Preservation of open space

2 Complete lines 2a through 2d if the organization held a qualified conservation contnbution in the form of 2 conservation
easement on the last day of the tax year

Held at the End of the Year

a Total number of conservation easements 2a
b Total acreage restricted by conservation easements 2b
¢ Number of conservation easements on a certified historic structure inciuded in (a) 2c
d Number of conservation sasements inciuded in (¢} acquired after 8/17/06, and notena

histonic structure fisted in the National Register 2d

3 Number of conservation easements modified, transferred, released, extinguished, or terminated by the orgamzation during
the tax year
4 Number of states where property subject to conservation easement 15 located ».

Does the organization have a written pohcy regarding the periedic monitoring, inspection, handling of violations, and
enforcement of the conservation easements it holds? M¥es ["Mo

6 Staff and volunteer hours devoted to monitoring, inspecting, and enforcing conservation easements during the year

»
7 Amount of expenses incurred in monitoning, inspecting, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»$
8 Does each conservation easement reported on line 2{d} above satisfy the requirements of section 170(h}4 }B)}(1)
and section 170(h)(4 }(8){1)? “ves ["No

L] InPart X111, descnbe how the organization reports conservation easements 1n its revenue and expense statement, and
balance sheet, and include, if applicable, the text of the footnote to the orgamzation’s financial statements that describes
the organization’s accounting for conservation easaments

or: tions intaining Collecti of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" to Form 990, Part 1V, hne 8.
ta Ifthe organization elected, as permitted under SFAS 116 {ASC 958}, not to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet
works of art, histonical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of pubhe
service, provide, in Part XI11I, the text of the footnote to its financial statements that describes these items
b Ifthe organization elected, as permitted under SFAS 116 (ASC 958), to reportin its revenue statement and balance sheet
works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public
service, provide the following amounts refating to these items

(B Revenues included 1n Form 990, Part VIII, fine 1 -3 4,353,350

{H) Assets included in Form 990, Part X »3 22,848,186

2 Ifthe organization received or held works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets for financial gain, provide the
following amounts required to be reported under SFAS 116 (ASC 958) relating to these items

&  Revenues included m Form 990, Part VIII, hne 1 L &3

b Assets included in Form 990, Part X 5
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat No 52283D Schedule D (Form 990) 2612




Schedule D {(Form 990) 2012 Page 2

ar Assets (continued,

3 Using the organization’s acquisition, accesston, and other records, check any of the following that are a significant use of its
collection items (check all that apply)

a8 [ public exhibition d |7 Loanorexchange programs

b [ Scholarly research e [ Other
¢ [ Preservation for future generations

4 Provide a description of the orgamization's collections and explain how they further the organization’s exempt purpose in
Part XII1

5 Dunng the year, did the crganization sohicit or receive donations of art, historical treasures or other stmilar
assets to be sold to raise funds rather than to be maintained as part of the organization’s collection? T Yes [ No
IR Escrow and Custodial Arrangements. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" to form 990,
Part 1V, hne 9, or reported an amount on Form 990, Part X, ine 21,

1a Is the organization an agent, trustee, custadian or other intermediary for contributions or other assets not

included on Form 990, Part X? T Yes [ hNo
b If"Yes,” explain the arrangement in Part XIII and complete the following table
Amount
€ Begmmng balance 1c
d  Additions during the year id
€ Distributions during the year le
f  E£nding balance 1f
2a Did the organization include an amount on Form 950, Part X, fine 217 " ¥es [7No
b

r

If*Yes," explain the arrangement in Part Xi1I Check here if the explanation has been provided i Part XIIT e e e

Imn Endowment Funds. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" to Forrm 990, Part IV, bne 10.

(a)Cutent year {b)Prior year | {c)Two years back | (d)Three years back | (e)Four years back
1a Beginming of year balance . . . . 36,923,048 38,114,638] 33,460,631 24,940,191 33,107,925
b Contrbuttons . . . ., . . . . 1,192,764] 1,115,900 1,283,835 3,956,819 1,818,601
© Netinvestment earnings, gains, and losses
4,069,945 959,446, 3,917,617 4,673,873 -8,549,043
d Grants orscholarships . . . . . 607,992] 1,220,111 475,628 110,252 1,437,292
e Other expenditures for facilities
and programs 110,434 112,234 62,295
£ Administrative expenses . . . . 6,923 15,699 9,522
g Endofyearbalance . . . . . . 41,460,408 36,923,048 38,114,638 33,460,631 24,940,191

2 Provide the estimated percentage of the current year end balance (iine 1g, column (a)) held as
a Board designated or quasi-endowment w4 000 %
b Permanent endowment® 85000 %

©  Temporanly restricted endowment » 11000 %
The percentages in hnes 23, 2b, and 2c should equal 100%

3a Are there endowment funds not in the possession of the organization that are held and administered for the

organization by Yes { No
(i) unrefated orgamzations .« . 4 4 v a v 4« v e s e e e a1 3a(i) No
() related 0rganmiZations . . . . . 4 4 4 . 4 e e e e e e e e .. |Baiy Ne
b If"Yes" to 3a{u), are the ralated organizations hsted as required on Schedute R?> . . . . . . . . . 3b
4 Describe in Part XIII the intended uses of the argamization's endowment funds
Land, Buildings, and Equipment, See Form 990, Part X, hne 10.
Description of property {a) Costorother ] (b)Cost or other] (€) Accumulated | (d} Baok value
basis (nvestment) | basss {other) depreciation
fa Land . . . . L . . . ... oo 625,243 625,243
b Buddings . . . . . . 0 . o 0 s e .
< Leasehold improvements . . . . .« . . . . . .
d Equipment . . . . v . 0w e e e e s 231,987 104,682 127,305
e Other .« . o o 4 e e a4 w4 a e e
Total. Add lines la through le (Column (d) must equal Form 990, Part X, column (B), ine I10(c).) . .« « .« + .« . ¥* 752,548

Schedule D {(Form 990) 2012
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Schedule D (Form 890)2012 Page 3
[EX%E Investments—Other Securities, See Form 990, Part X, lne 12.
{a) Description of secunty or category (b)Book value {c) Method of valuation
{including name of secunty) Cost or end-of-year market value
{1)Financial dervatives
{2)Closely-held equity interests
{3)Other
{A) Financial denivatives and other financial products
{B) Closely-held equity interests
Total. (Column (h) must equal Form 990, Part X, col (B) hme 12) ¥
Investments—Program Related. See Form 990, Part X, ine 13,
{a) Description of investment type {b) Book value (€} Method of valuation
Cost or end-of-year market value
Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col (8) fne 13 ) *
LCISg%e Other Assets. See Form 990, Part X, line 15,
{a) Description {b) Book value
{1) Contributions receivable from trusts 966,731
(2) Cash surrender value of iife insurance 114,478
(3) Collections - Firearms and accessories 22,200,236
{4) Coilections - Other 647,950
{5) Operating artwork and copyrights 299,906
(6) Secunty deposits 6,474
{7) Miscellaneous advances 735
Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X col-(B) line 15.) L . 24,236,511

1498 Other Liabilities. See Form 990, Part X, fine 25,

1 (a) Description of liability

{b) Book value

Federal income taxes

Federal ncome taxes

Due to NRA 540,849
Due to affiliates 2,464,215
Annuities payable 2,958,607
Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col (B) Ine 25 ) w 5963671

2, Fin 48 (ASC 740) Footnote In Part XIII, provide the text of the footnote to the organmization's financial statements that reports the
orgamzation's hability for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 {ASC 740) Check here if the text of the footnote has been provided in

Part X1IT

Schedule D (Form 990) 2012
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Schedule D {Form 990)2012 Page 4
lmz‘ Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Financial Statements With Revenue per Return
1 Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements . . . . . . . 1 46,178,326
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12
a Net unrealized gains on vestments « . . . . .« . . . 2a 3,300,756
b Donated services and use of facilittes . . . . . . . . . 26
€ Recoveries of prioryesrgrants . . . . . . . . . . . 2c
d Other (DescrbenPart XIII ) v . .« « « « v +« « o o« . b
e Add lines 2a through 2d s e e e e e e e e e e e 2e 3,300,756
3 Subtracthne 2efromiine 1l . . . . . . . . . . 0 . 0 s e e e e e 3 42,877,570
Amounts inciuded on Form 990, Part VIII, ine 12, but not on hne 1
a  Investment expenses nat included on Form 990, Part VIII, hkne 7b .
b Other {DescrbenPart XIII) . . . .+ .+ + .+ .+ « .«
© Addines 4aand4b . . . . . . . . . 0 .4 e e e e . 157,392
5 Total revenue Add hines 3 and 4e. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, lme12) . . . . . . 5 43,034,962
Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Financial Statements With Expenses per Return
Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . 1 28,875,510
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part IX, line 25
a Donated services and use of facibties . . . . . . . . . . 2a
b Prioryear adustments . . . . . . . 0 4« 4 ... 2b
< Otherlesses . . . . . . v . w4 s e s 2c
d Other (DescrnbenPart XIIT) o . . .+ .+ .+ + « & o« . . 2d
e Addhnes 2athrough 2d . . . .+ . « + .« 4 4« 4 e e e e e e 2e
3 Subtracthne 2efrombinet . . . . . < . 4 o 4 0 v 0 e v e e e 3 28,975,510
Amounts included on Form 990, Part IX, line 25, but not on line 1z
a Investment expenses notincluded on Form 290, Part VIIL, hne 7b . .
b Other (DescribemPart XIIL) .« « . . .+ » .« . . .
< Addlines 4aand4b . . . . . . . . 0 . 0 e e e s e e e e s 4c 157,392
5 Total expenses Add hines 3 and 4c. (This must equat Form 990, PartI, hnet8) . . . . . . 5 29,132,902

lmz:!il Supplemental Information
Complete this part to provide the descriptions required for Part I1, hines 3, 5, and 9, Part 111, lines 1a and 4, Part 1V, lines 1b and 2b,
PartV,line 4, Part X, line 2, Part XI, hnes 2d and 4b, and Part XII, lines 2d and 4b Also complete this part to provide any additional
information

Identsfier Return Reference

Explanaticn

I

The NRA Foundation maintains a collection of firearms and
firearms accessories housed within the National Firearms
Museum, where they promote appreciation, understanding, and
participation in gun collecting and the preservation of the
hentage of firearms through colfection, conservation, eximbition
and research

[Grants are made from endowment funds i support of firearm-
related public interest activities of a varnety of constituancies
throughout the United States, including youth, women, men,
physically challenged individuals, gun collectors, law
enforcement officers, hunters and competitive shooters

M evaluated the Fo; tax positions and
concluded that the Foundation had taken no uncertan tax
positions that require adjustment to the financial statements to
comply with the provisions of this guidance Generally, the
Foundation is no longer subject to tncome tax examinations by
the U S federal, state or local tax authonties for years before
2009, which is the standard statute of himitations look-back
pertod

Schedule D {(Form 990) 2012



168

|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493280001073}
SCHEDULEG Supplemental Information Regarding [OMENe 1245-0047.
(Form 990 or $90-E7) Fundraising or Gaming Activities 2012
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" to Form 9%0, Part IV, lines 17, 18, or 19, orif the mgamza!lon entered

ore o

than 15,000 on Form 990-£2, line 6a. Form 990-EZ filers are not required to compite th
Department of the Treasury P Attach to Form 990

. Open to Public
Irtemat Revenue Sevice Inspection
Name of the organization

Employer identification number
NRA FOUNDATION INC
52-1710886
KXXTEA Fundraising Activities. Complete If the organization answered "Yes" to Form 990, Part IV, line 17
1

Indicate whether the organization ratsed funds through any of the following activities Check all that apply
I~ Mail solicitations e [ Sohcitation of non-government grants

T~ internet and emasl solicitations f [ Solhcitation of government grants

[ phone sohicitations ] I Special fundraising events

a
b
<
a I In-person solcitations
2a

Did the organization have a written or oral agreement with any individual (inciuding officers, directors, trustees
or key employees hsted in Form 990, Part VII) or enfity in connection with professional fundraising services?

T ves T mo

b If'Yes,” hist the ten highest paid individuals or entities (fundraisers) pursuant to agreements under which the fundraiser s
to be compensated at least $5,000 by the organization
{i) Name and address of (i) Activity (iii) Did (iv) Gross receipts {v) Amount paid to {vi) Amount paid to
mdvidual fundraiser have from activity {or retained by) {or retained by}
or entity {fundraiser) custody or fundraiser listed mn orgamzation
controf of col (i)
contributions?
Yes No
Yotal. . . . . . . . . L 00w
3

List all states in which the crganization is registered or licensed to sohcit funds or has been notified 1tis exempt from registration or
ficensing

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990or 990-£2. Cat No 50083t Schedule G (Form 990 or 990-£2) 2012
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Page 2

Fundraising Events. Compiete if the organization answered "Yes" to Form 990, Part 1V, line 18, or reported
more than $15,000 of fundraising event contributions and gross income on Form 990-EZ, lines 1 and 6b. List
events with gross receipts greater than $5,000.

{a) Event #1 {b) Event #2 {c) Other events {d) Total events
{add col {a) through
St. Louis, MO Woodward, OK col {c))
(event type) {event type) {total number)
&
211 Grossrecepts . 376,891 162,768 27,821,910 28,361,569
T
%12 Less Contributions 248,895 115,549 12,189,967 12,554,411
= 3 Gross tncome (line 1
minus line 23 - 127,996 47,219 15,631,943 15,807,158
4 Cash prizes N .
@ 5 Noncash prizes N N 424,997 424,997
&
g 3 Rentffacility costs - - 20,780 1,526 347932 370,238
&
1% 7 Food and beverages . 38,993 8,438 4,571,561 4,618,992
g 8 Entertainment . . .
o4
& -3 Other direct expenses . 134,909 39,568 12,060,115 12,234,592
10 Direct expense summary Add lines 4 through 9 incolumn {(d) . . . . . . N (17,648,819)
11 Netincome summary Combine line 3, column (d}, and line 10 P 3

-1,841,661

Gaming. Complete if the orgamization answered "Yes" to Form 990, Part IV, line 19, or reported more than
415,000 on Form 990-EZ, ine 6a.

& {a) Bingo {b) Pull tabs/Instant {c) Other gaming {d) Total ganmung (add
3 binge/progressive binge col {a) through col
£ ()
& | 1 Gross revenue P 23,391,746 23,391,746
$ |2 Cashpnzes PR
&
% |3 Non-cashprizes . 10,491,082 10,491,082
w |4 Rentffaciity costs . . 305,360 305,350
&
5 |5 Otherdirect expenses . 1,120,321 1,120,321
™ Yes ™ Yes I Yes 29500 %
& Volunteerjabor . . . ™ No ™ No ™ N
7 Direct expense summary Add hines 2 through 5 i column(d) . . . . . . . » 11,916,763
8 Netgaming income summary Combine hnes Land 7 meolumn (d)e + . « . . . . . . * 11,474,983
9 Enter the state(s) in which the organization operates gaming activities See Additional Data Table
a Isthe organization licensed to operate gaming activities 1n each of these states? . ., . . . . . . .« + . . !_ Yes F" No

b If"No,” explain
Not all states require licensure

Ware any of the argamization's gaming hicenses revoked, suspended or terminated during the tax year?
b If"Yes," explam

Schedule G {(Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2012
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Schedule G {Form 990 or 990-£2) 2012 Page 344
Does the orgamization operate gaming activities with nonmembers? . .« .+« + v + « « + + v+« + « | Yes ¥ No
12 Is the organization a grantor, heneficiary or trustee of a trust or a member of a partnership or other entity
formed to administer charntable gaming?  + + .+ . . .« 4 v e e v s s e n e v e e e o e o o | Yes ¥ No
13 Indicate the percentage of gaming activity operated in
a Theorgamzatron'sfacibity . . . . . . o . . 0.0 . e e e e e e 13a
b Anoutsidefacdity . . . . . . ¢+ . 4 . 4+ 4« s« s+« o+ . . . t13b 100 000 %
14  Enter the name and address of the person who prepares the organization's gaming/special events books and records
Name b Sarah Budi
Address P 11250 Waples Mill Rd
Fairfax, VA 22030
15a Does the orgamization have a contract with a third party from whom the organization receives gaming
FEVEMUE? v 4 v v 4 e ke e e e v e e i e e e e e e e e e T ves P no
b If"Yes,” enter the amount of gaming revenue received by the on i and the
amount of gaming revenue retained by the third party W ¢
€ If"Yes," enter name and address of the third party
Name
Address
18 Gaming manager information
Nama Sarah Budi
Gaming manager ¢ son ¥ §
Description of services provided ™ O versight of volunteer fundraising program
’— Director/officer F Employee !- Independent contractor
17 Mandatory distributions
a Isthe ocrgamzation required under state law to make charitable distributions from the gaming proceeds to
retain the state gaming HCENSE? . . v w w « v 4 4 e 4 e e e e e e e e e e ¥ ves I nNo
b Enter the amount of distributions required under state law distnbuted to other exempt organizations or spent

in the arganization’s own exempt activities during the tax year® $

Supplemental Information. Compiete this part to provide the explanations required by Part I, tine 2b,

columns (mt) and (v), and Part III, nes 9, 9b, 10b, 15b, 15¢, 16, and 17b, as apphcable. Also complete this
part to provide any additional information (see nstructions),

Identifier Return Reference Explanation

100 of the Foundations net gaming proceeds, as reported in
Part I1I, ine 8, were used to directly fund grants in furtherance
of the Foundations charntable exempt purposes in 2012

17a

[and continued on next line

[The Foundation held 1,104 volunteer-fed fundraising events
lacross the United States dunng 2012 Event activities
ftypically include a banquet, live and silent auction, games and
drawmngs Due to tax reporting requirements, the net revenue for
these events has been broken down and included in 3 separate
ines of the Foundations 290 Total fundraising event activity
includes 12,554,411 in contnbutions, including amounts patd
by event participants over the fair market vajue of goods
recetved 990 Part VIII, fipe 1¢,-1,841,661 due to banquet
lauction costs over banquet ticket/sales proceeds 990 Part

111, line 8¢ and 11,474,983 net games and drawings revenue
990 Part VIII1, Iine 9c for a total net of 22,187,733 in Friends
of NRA and other fundraising event revenue

Schedule G (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2012
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Software ID: 12000057

Software Versiom: 12.18.605.2

Form 990 Schedule G Part III Line 9

EIN: 52-1710886
Name: NRA FOUNDATION INC

Enter the state(s) in which the organization operates
gaming activities

AK,AL AR ,AZ,CA,CO,CT,DE,FL, GA, HI, IA, ID, IL, IN,KS, KY, LA, M4,
MD,ME,MI,MN, MO, MS,MT,NC,ND, NE, NH, NI, NM, NV, NY, OH, OK, OR,
PA,RI,SC,SD, TN, TX, UT,VA, VT, WA, WI, WV, WY
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DLN: 93493280001073
Schedule & [_omBNo 15450047
{Form 990) Grants and Other Assistance to Organizations, 201 2
Gover and Individuals in the United States
Complete if the orgarization answered "Yes," to Form 990, Part IV, Jine 2% or 22,
eparmantf e Teom e e g
R x

Open to Publi
Inspection
Empioyer identification number

NRA FOUNDATION INC
52-1710886

General Information on Grants and Assy

1 Does the organization maintasn records to substantiate the amount of the gran!s orassistance, the gran!ees ehg»mlrty for the granes or assistance, and

the selsction critena used to award the grants or assistance? . . . . e FYes [N
2 Descnbe in Part 1V the organization's Dr’otudures for monstoring the use ofgrart funds m the Urited States
Grants and Other i ments an izati

the United States. Compiete if the organization answered "Yes"
Form 990, Part IV, line 21, for any recipient that rec&wed more than $5,000, Part 1T can be duphcated f additional space 15 needed.

{a) Name and address of (b ELN {€) IRC Code () Amount of cash  {e) Amount of non~ (F)tethodof  {g) Descrptionof  (h) Furpose of grant
orgamization section grant cash vatuation nan-cash assistance  of assistance
or government if applicable assistance toook, FMV,
apprawsal,
oth

See Additional Data Table

2 Entertotai number of section 501(c){3) and government organizations fisted nthe bpe L tadle . . - . - . . . . . . . . . . . W 225
3 Entertotal number of other organizations listed mthefne Ttable . . ., . . . . . . o . L . . o o, . LW 313
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions far Form 890, cat No 500558

Schedule T (Form 990) 2012
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Schedule | (Form 990) 2012
LCIA¥388 Grants and Other Assistance to Individuals in the United States. Complete if the organization answered "Yes” to Formn 990, Part 1V, fine 22,
{£)Description of non-cash assistance

Part 111 can be duphicated if additonat space 15 needed.
(e)tethad of valuation (book,

() mount of
FMV, appraisat, other)

(a)Type of grant or assistance (b)Number of (@amaunt of
raciprents cash grant non-cash assistance
17 15,000

(1) Scholarstip

on.
s 2, Port 111, column (b} and any other additional information

a
regured n Pac 1,

[
the inf;
Explanation
A grant recipients fie final seports documenting and accounting for the usage of grant funds Grant funds may onty be
expanded in fartherance of the groject documented on the grant apphication NRA Poundation reserves the rght to demand

Gomplete this part to pravid
Identifier Return Reference
retun of grant funds not spent for the pusposes of the grant award Unused grant funds must be returned to NRA Foundation

H

2
Schedute I (Form 990) 2012

to become availabie to other applicants




Additional Data

Form 950,Schedule I, Part IT, Grants and Other

(2) Name and address of
organization
or government

WNational Riffe Association
11250 Wapies Mul Re
Fawfox, VA 22030

() EIR

§3-0116130

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN:

Name:

174

12000057
12.18.605.2
521710886

NRA FOUNDATION INC

(6} IRC Code section
it applicable

S01c4

to T
{d) Amount of cash
grant

13,518,518

and O
(&) Amount of non-
cash

assistance

in the United Sta;
(£} Method of
vatuation
(book, FMV, appraisat,
other)

tes

(a) Description of
non-cash assistance

Return to Form

{h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

outh Education,
Range Development

Speedway Chidren's
Chanties 5555 Concord Py
S Ste 336

Concord, NC_ 28027

56-1331429

501¢3

425,000

outh Programs

Texss 4H Inc Kimbie Co 4-#
Shosting Sports501 Main St
Junction TX 76849

453159466

501c3

42,481

149,997

Program materals

outh Ecquipment

NRA Freadom Action
Foundaton11250 Waples
s R

Faufax, VA 22030

26-1277941

501c3

188,463

INon-partisan vazer
registration

Okiahoma State University
Texos Co 41241 Ag Half
Stitveter, OK 74073

73-8017967

o kizhoma State Umive

24,476

$36,852

Kost

program matenals

outh Equipment

NRA Whittington Center1®
tides S SW Hwy 64
Raton, NM_87740

23-7367534

501c3

131,726

1,298

lcost

Program materals

outh Registratian
Fees/Tution,

George Mason Univarsity
Law School3301 N Faufax O
MS 163

Arbngton, VA 22201

54-1603842

100,000

Isecond Amendment
Study

The Outdoor Hertage
Foundation of AlaskaPO Box
7Sy

752
Pajmer, AK 99645

26-0647775

s01c3

67,000

cuth Equipment,
T raining, Ed Safety

ttontarey Bay Area Councit
8$ASS £ San Joaguin St
Salinas, CA_93901

23-7054309

501¢3

$5.000

Range Devei/lmprov

Anchorage Sch DIst S
Anchorage HS JROTC13460
Eimore Rd

Anchorage AK 99516

92-6000078

anchorage Schoot Dis

51,227

outh Equipment.

Arszons Game and Fish Dept-
Shooting Rag Brach5000
West Carefree Hwy
Phoenix, AZ §5036

86-6004791

Arizona Game Fish Dei

47,170

3,753

ost

P rogram matanals

raming, Ed Safety
Equp

Bethel Sportsman Club3600
Tover Rd
Bethel, AX_99559

45-4043083

50,002

Range Devel/Improv

NRA Cruit Rights Dafense
Fund11250 Waples Milf Rd
Fawfax,VA 22030

52-1136565

s01c3

49,000

Defense of Second
l mendment Rights

Martipez Gun Club900
Waterbird Way
Martinez, CA_ 94553

54-1638007

503¢7

47,850

Range Devat/lmprov

University of Arkansas Co0p
Ext Svc2301 5 University

Ave
Littfe Rock AR 72204

71-6060767

501¢3

42,750

1921

Cost

rogram matenals

outh Equipment,
Range/Facihties

Taft Sportsman’s £ lubPO
Box 1245
Yaft,CA 93268

77-0220279

50tca

22,835

20,358

ost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Mason Valley Trap Club4 70
Pete Hennchs R
Yenngton, NV_89447

88-0123417

40,505

Range Devel/Improv

Pennsylvana Rifle and Pistol
Assoc4? Barrens Church R
Oilisburg, PA 170139

25-1846167

39,592

557

st

P rogram maternials

outh Registration
ees

Amarican Legion Post 217
32739 MM Highway
Warsaw, MO 65355

43-8093544

S0%ci

38,200

Range Devel/lmprov

Okiahoma City Gun Club
6701 N BRdway Suite 220
Okishoms City, 0K 73116

73-1247606

501cq

4,200

34,448

i ost

rogram materals

[Training, E4 Safety,
outh Equipment

Snowshoe Gun Chub Tne
Kanal Peninsula WOT49230
Victoria Ave

Soldotea, AK 99669

26-6612473

501c7

37,932

IT caining, £ Safety,
ange DevelfImprov

Unwersity of Florida 4-H
Youth Deveiopment2142
Shealy Or

Gamesvitte, FL_32611

§9-10001886

501¢3

1,636

33,762

icost

P rogram materals

outh Equipment

San Lurs Obispo Sportsmen's,
Assoc Lnc3270 Griard: Rd
San Luis Qbispo,CA 93405

77-8057903

501c3

26,826

6,957

ost

Program materials

[T raming, £9 Safety
Eaun

Battle Born Crvit War
Reenactors of NevadaPO Box

865
Carson City, NV 83702

27-3770516

33,164

[ramning, B¢ Safety
Equs

Los Banos Scout House and
Youth Centers0s 1 2
Pachaco Bivd

Los Banos,CA_ 93635

56-2460089

10,580

19,920

cost

iprogram matenials

outh Equipment

The Town of Hot Springs109
a5t
Hot Sprngs, MT 59845

81-8001277

Town of Hot Springs

30,000

Range Develflmprov

Sequola Councl BSAS0Q5 N
Tamera Ave
fresno,CA 93713

94-1156255

503c3

30,000

Range Deveiflmprov

Camp Josepho BSA16525
Sherman Way Umt C-§
VanNuys CA 91406

22-1576300

501c3

8,126

21,403

st

P rogram materials

outh Equpment,
Range/Faciitties

Westarn Wyoming Riflemans
Assoc IncPO Box 605
Afton, WY 83110

41-2262306

50267

26871

ange Devel/lmprov

Sage Pistol League Sage
Rifie & Pistol Club312 Locust]
st

Ridgecrest,CA 93555

77-0414921

501¢3

19,263

P rogram materals

ramning, Ed Safety
Equip, ¥ outh Field Day




Form 990,Scheduie I, Part II, Grants and Other

(a) Name and address of
organization
oF government.

Nome Sportsman AssocPO
Box 1349
Nome, AK 89762

(b} EIN

26-3839882

175

(€} IRC Code section
i applicable

501c4

to
(@) Amouat of cash
grant

25,900

and Or

(=) Amount of non-
h

cash
assistance

in

(pood

the United States
{F) Mathod of

fustios
k, FMV, apprassal,
other)

(g} Description of
nan-cash assistance

) Purpose of grant
ar assistance

outh Equipment

Gold Country ShoatersPO
ox 1860

Vafiey Springs, CA 95252

26-2605589

s01c3

25505

iCost

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Recky Mountain Gun Club
6180 North Cote Creek Rd
Casper, WY 82636

23-7290799

501c3

25,000

ange Gevel/Improv
iE quipment

Uinta Co Youth Camp225
h S

9th 5t
£vanston, WY 82930

836000128

Uinta County

25,000

outh Equipmant

AZ Game and Fish Dept-
Shooting Rng Bmch5060
West Carefree Highway
Phosnix, AZ 85086

96-6004781

Anzona Game and Fis

24,768

outh Equipment

Arzona State Riffe & Prstol
As$006635 W Happy Vailey

Rt
Glendale, AZ 85318

86-0212950

501c4

22,762

1941

lcost

rogram materials

outh E quipment

Better Ponca Foundation
Ponca State Park§8090 Spur
26 €

Ponca NE 68770

47-0757049

501c3

1,310

23,357

ost

lpragram materials

It raining, Ed Satety
£ quip, Youth
I quipment

Eastern Nebraska Gun Club
1nePO Box 2416
Omana NE 68124

23-7088229

23,803

ange Devel/Improv

Globe Miam: Gun Club2675
Bixby
Globe, AZ B5501

85-0749221

501c7

21,134

2178

cost

iprogram matenals

Range Devel/tmprov

Central Montana Shasting
Complex Inc520 Lime Kin
R

4
Lewstown, MT 59457

42-1613966

501cd

22,505

Range Devel/Improv

Sage Pistol League Sage
Riffe & Pistol Club312 Locust

st
Ridgecrest, CA_93555

72-0414921

501c3

21,638

auth Equipment

Mid-Missours O utdoor Dream
1701 Figg Hotiow Rd.
Qwensyilie, MO 65066

27-1303605

11,225

10,315

ost

rogram matarials

outh Equipment

Sonora High Trap Clubd 30 N
Washngton St
Sonora, CA_95378

770181953

Sonora Union High St

21,407

icost

rogram materials

cuth Equipment

Greater Pittsburgh Councl
BSA127S Bedford Ave
Pittshurgh PA 15219

25-0965214

501e3

21,051

ast

ragram materials

outh Equpment

Itinois State Rifle AssocPG

ox
Chatsworth, 1b 80923

366161799

561c4

9,100

11,620

Cost

vagram matenals

raining, £d Safety
e quin, Youth
ducation, Equipment

Stockton Sportsmen's Clud
TAcPO Box 1364
Stockton, CA 95201

94-2744590

501c3

19,028

1,251

kost

program matenials

It raining, €9 Safety
ausp

PA Scholastic Clay Target
Educ Fadn Inc100 Sherrod
Hill RD

Edinboro, BA 16412

20-8927945

20,000

outh Traming,
£ quipment

Alaska Youth Shooting
Sports Assoc Inci027%
Hamptan Dr

age, AK 99507

562613547

501c3

20,000

outh Equpment

Matanuska Valley Sportsmen
15c2000 S Glenn Highway
Palmer, AK 99645

92-0097577

5013

20,000

Range Devel/Improy

4H Shooting Sports of
Sweetwater Co2600 Cofiege
Dra-~700

Ratk Springs, WY_82901

811593051

University of Wyotnin

19,914

Cost.

ragram materials

outh Equipment

Golden Spread Council BSA
401 Tascoss R4
Amenilo, TX 78124

750800613

501c3

19,716

rogram materials

Y outh E quipment

University of Tennessee at
Martin544 Unversity St
Marn, TN 38738

62-6001636

501c3

3,500

16,109

ragram matersals

outh Equipment

Wilderness Sportsmen's Club
£0 Box 507
Seeley bake, MT 59868

81-0454859

501c3

18,550

Range Devel/Improv

Powder River Sportsmens
Club IncPO Box 162
Baker City, OR 97814

53-0440889

501c7

19,530

auth Traming

Pagesa Pathfinders YHEC
Shooting Club188 South 7th
s

t
Pagosa Sprngs, CO 81147

20-0876659

5013

3119

16,198

cost

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Truckee Wolvenne Booster
Clubl1725 Donner Pass Rd
Truckee,CA_96181

94-3080825

501c3

19.044

cost

lProgram matenals

outh Equipment

Wyorung Game & Fish Dept
5400 Bishop Bivd
Cheyenne, Wy 82006

83-0208667

Wyoming Game and
fis

12,000

Traiming, Bd Safety
[sponsorshj

Woodcreak HS Sportsmen’s
Club2551 Woodcreek Oaks

Bivd
Rosevilte,CA 95747

24-3239441

501c3

18,948

kcost.

ragram matenals

outh Equipment

Roseville HS Boostars
Rosevilte HS Trap Clubl
Tiger Way

Rosevilte,CA 95678

94-2578164

S61e3

18,048

ragram materials

outh Equipment

The True Sportsman Club
8250 True Sportsman Dt
tone,CA 95640

£8-0438378

501¢7

18,628

icost.

rogram materials

outh Equipment




Form 990,Schedufe I, Part II, Grants and Other

{a) tame and address of
organization
or govesnment

AZ Public Safety Endn Inc
Pinal Co Sherff's 016499 §
Kings Range Rd Ste 6-6
Gold Canyon, AZ 85118

(b} EIN

260443429

176

(€} IRC Code section
if applicable

5013

to
(4) Amount of cash
grant

18,416

and Or
(2) Amount of non-
cash

assistance

(F) Muthod of
valuation
(bosk, FMV, appratsal,
other)

in the United States

(9) Description of
non-cash sssistance

(h) Purposs of grant
or assistance

[T rasming, €d Safety
Eaup

Pennsylvania State Youth
Education SUMMIRR3 Box
445 Whicox Dr

Troy PA 16947

33.1211183

18,200

outh Teaining

Cache Vailey Public Shooting
Range2851 W 200 N
Logan, UT 84321

878000545

Uitah Daviston of Wil

5,490

12,673

ost

P rogram materiais.

outh Eguipment

Inola Public Schools Inofa
AFIROTCE01 € Commercial
Inola, 0K 74038

63-0297929

Inola Public Schools

18,042

ost

IProgram matenals

outh Equipment

Lemon Grove Rod & Gun Club
16232 Sequan Truck Teail
Alpine,CA 91901

955968013

s01c7

17,503

lcost

Program materals

outh Equipment

MY 4-H Frdn Gallatin Co
Shooting Sports Prgl1l
Taylor Hall MSU
Bozeman, MT_55717

23-7051460

501¢3

17,836

ost

P rogram matenals

suth Equipment

Pennsylvania YHEC Councit
232 Vinlcox Rd
Troy,PA 16947

26-3786917

5013

12,778

4,979

lcost

Program materials

outh Equipment

Washakie Co 4H Shooting
SportsPO Box 609
Wertand, WY 82401

83-0288830

s01c3

13137

3052

ost

Program matenials

auth Equipment

B1g Fork Gun ClubPO Box
529 HWY 83
Bigfork, MT 59911

81-0479937

501c7

17,080

Range Devel/tmprov

NW Lowsiana Youth Hunter
Education Club198 West K-
Jon Rd

Grapd Cane, LA 71032

27-2042493

4,012

12,918

cost

Program materals

auth Equipment

Unversity of Wyoming
Shotgun Sports Club1000 £
University Ave

Laramie, WY 82071

83-0201971

501c3

15926

912

lcost.

P rogram materiats

outh Equipment,
Competition

Great Salt Lake Council BSA
525 Foothil Bivd
Saft Lake City, UT 84113

870212460

501c3

16,754

ost

P rogram matenals

outh £quipment

Saeta Mana Valley
Spostsmen's AssocPQ Bax
362

Santa Maria, CA 93456

23-7115691

501c3

13,955

2724

ost

P rogram matenats

Range Devel/tmproy,
outh equipment,
[Tramsng, €d Safety

Burlay Trap ClubPQ Box 393
Berley, 1D 83318

820511139

501c7

16,611

ost

P rogram matenals

ange Devel/tmprov
Eaupment

Meridian Qptimist Club Youth|
Traiming CenterPO Box 681
Mapdian, 1083680

205773227

501c3

16,357

outh Trainng

Comal Co 4H Claybusters
1898 Rittiman Rd
Spring Branch, TX 78070

746260854

501c3

9,072

7484

lcost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Terrebonne Pansh Sheef
Dept Jr Dpty YHEC ClubPO
Box 1670

Houma, LA 70360

72-6001383

Terrebonne Pansh $h

4139

12,018

ost

P rogram matenals

outh Eguipment

Redwood Empire Council BSA
1000 Apotio Way
Santa Rosa, CA 95407

94-1167394

s01c3

16,112

lcost

P rogram materials

outh Equipment

ShoShone Co Public Shooting|
Range1700 Government
Guich Rd

Keilogg,ID_83837

205087123

County of ShoShane

16,104

Range Devel/Improv
IF quipment

Sage Brush Riffe and Pistol
Club1 3380 Promise Rd
Mgbridge, $D_57601

20-3599939

6411

9,674

lcost

P rogram materrals.

raimng, Ed Safaty |
outh Equipment

Rock Co Rifle & Pistol Club
1601023 S Jackson
Janesville, WI 53547

20-3761054

16,000

ange Devel/Improv

S UT Shoating Spotts Park
Special Sve Dist187 East
Tabernach

St George, UT_ 847790

876000315

15,986

Range Devel/Tmprov
Equipment

Coon Valiey Conservation
ClubS 1005 Knudson Lane
CoonValley W1 54623

391392976

501c3

13,241

2,728

ost

Ip rogram matenals

Range Devel/improv

£ast Feliciana 4-H
Foundatron 1nc4419 tdiemid
R

Chnton £A 70722

72-1283459

501c3

2,123

13,753

[cost

Program materials

outh Equipment.

Albuguerque Public Schools
7801 Candelarsa Rd NE
Afbugueraue M 87110

85-5000101

501c3

3464

12132

lcost

lprogram matenals

outh Equipment,
Range/Faciitties

Cut Bank Sportsman Assoc
PO Box 114

Cut Bani, MT 59427

20-0040622

501cd

10,080

5,505

[cost

Program matenials.

[Traming, €0 Safety,
Range Sevel/Improv

Laramie Co 4H Shooting
Sposts310 West 19th 5t 106
Cheyenne WY 82001

23-7287617

501c3

14,892

ost

P rogram matenals

auth Equipment

Gallia Co Gun Club300 Buck
Ridge Rd
Gallipolis, OH_45614

31-6151374

15,237

lRange Devel/improv

Forevar Fndn of Texas DBA
TX Wilditfe Assoc Fndn2800
NE Loop 410 105

San Antanro, TX_78218

74-2605516

501c3

13,180

1,696

lcost

P rogram materiais.

outh Equipment

High Plams Clay Busters
1017 Meng Dr
FtMorgan, CO 80701

20-1633234

501¢c3

1,836

13,227

program materials

outh Equipment




Form 290,Schedufe I, Part I, Grants and Other

() Name and address of
organization
or government.

Eureka HS NJROTC1815 ]
5

Eureka, CA 95501

(b} EIN

246002186

177

() IRC Code section
it applicabie

501c3

to
(43 Amount of cash
grant

and Or

(&) Amount of nan-
cash

assistance

15,025

(baok, FMV,
othe:

lcost

(F) Metd

hod of

valuation

o
appraisal,
)

in the United States

{8} Description of
non-cash assistance

b rogram materais

(R} Purposs of grant
or assistance

outh Equipment.

Days of 76 Museum IncPC
Box 140
Deadwoad, S_57732

20-2279933

15,000

Framing, Ed Safety
sponsorshs

Western Pennsylvania 30
Caliber Leaguel 00 Wyciite
W

fay
Butler, PA_16001

25-1627688

501c7

15,000

Range Devel/improv

Del Monte Gun €1ub2355 US
Huwy 160
Alamess, CO 831101

84-6038700

50107

1,229

13,771

[cost

P rogram mataniats.

raining, £d Safety
Equip

Town of ChinaPO Box 406
China Valtey AZ 86323

86-0256634

Town of Chuno Valiey

15,000

Range Devel/tmprov

Springvile Juntor Rifle Chub
5505 1600 E
Spanish Fork, UT 84680

87-0714498

501c3

14,821

ost

P rogram matenais

outh Equipment

Doubfe M CowboysPO Bax

528
Marshfield, MO_65706

26-4717684

14,679

Trawing, Bd Safety
Eauip

Great Lakes Council BSA
Lost Lake Scout Resesvation
1776 W Warren Ave

Detroit, M1 48208

38-1359086

501c3

14,551

[ ost

lprogram matenals.

outh Equipment

Mustc Caty Chapter of Quatt
Unhmited1110 Chickasaw Dr|
Brentwood, TN 37027

41-1429149

se1c3

10,798

3,590

lcost

P rogram matenials

auth Equiprent,
Education and Traming

Whitney Rifle Club & Jt
Division20766-c St Martin
R

Albemarle, NC_28001

56-2199051

14,348

suth Equipment

Missoun 4-H Foundation 4-H
Shosting Sports§19 Clark

Hall
Columbiz, MO_§5211

43-6044367

501¢3

14,315

suth Equipment

Clearfield HS AFJROTCO31
South 1000 East
Clearfield, UT B4015

870386379

5013

14,292

lcost.

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment.

Central Jersey Rifle & Pistol
Club Inc168 South Stump
Tavern R

Jackson,NJ_ 08527

22-2443268

50167

775

13,365(C

F rogram matenals.

suth Equipment,
[F ratntng, £d Safety

Military Warriors Support
Foundation2511 N Loop
1604 201

San Antomo, TX_78258

20-8742203

5013

3,333

10,612

st

Program matenals

[Traming, Ed Safety
Equp

Castrovilfe 4-H Club214
Alvina St
Castrovitie, TX_ 78009

23-7405364

Texas AM AgriLife Ex

3,557

10,253

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Tzaak Walton League of
America Chapter 6510801
South 134th St

Bennet. NE_68317

47-0596980

501e3

13,803

Range Devel/Tmprov

Alaska State Troopers5700
£ast Tudor Rd
Anchorage, AK 29507

926001185

State of Alaska

13,700

outh Equipment.

Snake River Sportsmens
Club3443 swath Ave
Ontario, OR 97914

93-0836164

501cd

8,595

5,000

ook

vatue

Land

Range Devel/Improv

Rotary Club of Monarty1203
Route 66
Mararty, NM_B7035

85-0394316

s01c2

8,779

4,522

ost

Iprogram matersals.

outh Equipment

Assoc of New Jersey Rifle &
Pistof Clubs§ Sicomac Rd
PME 105

Narth Haledan, N1 07508

22-1911024

501¢7

13,136

lcost.

P rogram matenals

[Framing, £6 Safety
Equip

Burleson Co §H Rifte Team
1060 W Buck StSulte 105
Caldwell, TX 77836

746490257

Texas A Agulife Ex

1,593

11,475

ost

lprogram matenais

outh Equipment

Regents of the University of
CaliformallC ANR Buwidmg
Hopkins Re

Davis, CA 95636

94-6036494

5013

2,338

10,641

lcost

Program matenials

outh Equipment

1 Frank Dotie HS AFIROTC
Unit TX-2010410220
Blackhawk Blvd
Houston, TX_ 77089

748001850

Pasadena
Independent

12,960

[Cost.

Program matenais

outh Equipment

Tew Mexico Shooting Sports
Assoc Inc YHEC105 Sharps

Ave
Clovis,NM_8810%1

85-0225118

12,949

suth Equipment,
Frasming

Oklahoma State Unversity
Payne Co 4HDASNR
Sponsored 241 Ag Halt
Stillwater, 0K_74078

73-6006405

O kiahoma State Unive

12,372

ost

P rogram mateniais.

outh £quipment

Bui's-Eye 4-H ClubPO Box
611

Mapetta, Of 45750

11-3790543

Ofio State Unwersa]

10,296

2,467

Cost

Program materials

outh Equipment

NC State Youth Education
Summit ProgramPQ Box 441
Fairview, NC_28730

27-0858756

§01c3

12,710

outh Traimng,
ischolarship

Yolo Sportsmens Assoc
24189 Aviation Ave
Davis, CA_ 95816

94-2505003

501c4

9,292

3,368

lcost

PP rogram matenals

suth Equipment,
Range Devel/mprov

YMCA of Metropabitan
Milwaukee Camping S
Amy Belle R

Hubertus, WI_53033

ves87s

39-0806314

501c3

7,750

4,839

lcost

lprogram materuis

Range Devel/mprov,
outh Equipment

Bismarck Mandan Rifle &
Pistol Assoc4667 Skyvay

Bismarck,ND 58504

242052090

501c4

12,586

lcost

Iprogram matenals

outh Equipment.




Form 990,Schedutie I, Part II, Grants and Other

(a) Name and address of
orgamzation
or government

Webster 4-H Foundation
1202 Homer Rd
Minden, LA 71055

) EIN

72-1426708

178

{€) IRC Code section
if apphicable

501c3

to Governmen

{d) Amount of cash
grant

11,257

and Or

(€) Amount of non-
cash

assistance

1,301

Cost

vaiuation

{book, FMV,

aporarsal,
other)

in the United States
(£} Method of

{g) Descuption of
non-cash assistance

Program materials

{h) Purpose of grant
or sssistance

suth Eguipment

Nevada Co Sportsmen inc
11296 Banner Mountain

Tran
Nevada City,CA_95959

94-6256647

501c7

12,056

Cost

Program mateniais

outh € quipment

Elsbersy FFA Alumnii 38
Tomahawk Dr
Elsberry, MO 63343

27-336711%

2,500

10,052

program matenats.

outh Equipmant

Unified Sportsmens Club
§151 West 3800 South
Rexburg, ID_83440

82-0459992

12,500

ange Devel/Improv

Beaver Dam
ConservationistsWo554
County &

8eaver Dam, Wl 53916

39-1222554

10,000

2,500

Cast

Prograrm mateniats

outh Equament,

angs
IDevetapment/imravement

Calcasieu Pansh 41
Shooting Sparts Club7101
Gulf Highway

take Charles LA 70607

51-0284519

501c3

8,799

3,608

Icost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Morgantan Parks and
RecreationPQ Box 3448
Morganton, NC_28680

56-6000234

City of Morganton

3,730

ost

P rogram materiais.

outh Equipment

©n Target IncPO Box 396
Holualoa, HE 96725

45-3544322

501c3

12,235

T ratning, £d Satety
Education/T eaiming

Hentage Shooting IncPQ
Box 528
Oconomowoc, Wi 53006

391847718

501c3

12,225

[rraiming, £d Safety
B quip

Carthou Co Shooting Clubdth
west 2nd South
Soda Springs, 1D 83276

68-0572295

12,048

ange Davel/Improv
E quipment

Vermont Federation of
Sportsmen's Clubs Fnc14
Strafford Ave
Mornisviile, VT 05661

237398926

12,000

[fraining, Ed Safety
lEquip

Effingham Co Sportsman’s
ClubPO Box 444
Effingham, [l 62401

37-078737%

12,000

ange Devei/improv

Montgomery Co Community
Coflegeln11 Page St
Troy,NC_27371

56-0895349

s01c3

12,000

auth Scholarship

Summit Co Summit Co Public
Shootrng RangeP O Box 68
co_80424

84-6000808

Summit County Gout|

13,000

ange Devel/Improv

Jefferson State Shooting
As50cPO Box 7178
Kiamath Falls,OR 97602

93-0858359

501c4

12,000

ange Devel/tmprov

Manposa Co Fish and Game
Protective Assoc TncPO Box

2
Manposa, CA 95338

510172444

501c3

1,898

9,961

Cost

Program matenats

outh Equipment

Sunnison Sportsmens Assoc
PO Box 454
Gunnisan, €O 81230

84-1015362

501c7

11,889

ange Gevel/improv

TriCo Gun Club3e41 S
Braakvilie Rd
Pofo,Tt 61084

36-6142756

11,880

Cost

Program materials

outh Equipment

Calcasteu Pansh Schoal
System34 20 Loursiana Ave
Lake Charles LA 70605

72-6000235

Calcasieu Panish Seh

11.812

Cost

Program materiais

outh Equipment

Flagstaff Unified Sch Dist
Cocorna HS Army JROTC
2801 N tzabet St
Flagstaff, A7 86004

86-0593041

Flagstaff Unified Sc

11,067

ost

program materiats.

outh Equipment

Wilderness Unhmited
Foundation22433 Meekiand
Av

Hayward,CA 84541

86-1184312

501¢3

2,104

9,694

Cost

Program mateniats.

outh Equipmant

Coronado Area Council BSA
644 S Obio St
Sabma,KS 67402

48-5545921

501c3

11,786

Cost

P rogram materiats

outh Equipment

Putnam Co Gun ClubPO Box

334
Eleanor, Wy 25070

$5-0760755

5,180

6,551

ast

P rogram matsriais

outh Eguwpment

NIROTC Foy H Moody HS
1818 Trojan Dr
Corpus Christy, TX_ 78416

74-6060581

501c¥

11,728

Cost

iprogram matenats

outh € auipment

Greater NY Councils 640
Venture Crew 2700412
Oakdate St

Steten Island, NY 10312

131624015

501c3

5,445

6,223

[cost

program mateniats

outh Equipment

Missoun Youth Hunter
Education ChatlengePO Box
189

Faw Grove, MO 65648

90-0119454

11,640

outh Equipment

Butte Co 4-H Shooting
Sports849 5th Ave
Beile Fourche, SD_S7717

26-4367348

501c3

2,260

9,385

ast

program materiats.

outh Equipment

Los Pagres Council BSA
4000 Modac Rd
Santa Barbara, CA_ 93110

95-1696725

501c3

5,223

6,308

cost

Program materials

outh Equipmant

Galana RS JROTC 3600
Butch Cassidy Way
Reno, NV 89511

88-6000919

Washoe County
School

4,290

7428

ic ost

Program mateniais

outh Equipment

Henry Co Youth Shosting
Program315 Anderson Dr
Pans, TH 38242

26-6274526

501c3

11,322

Cost

lprogram mateniats.

outh Equpment
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and Or

to

in the United States

(a) Name and address of (B EDN {c} IRC Code section  (d) Amount ofcash  (e) Amount of nos- {5} Method of (g) Description of (b} Purpose of grant
organization if applicable grant cash vatuation non-cash assistance  or assistance
oF govemment assistance {book, FY, appraisal,
other)
Central lhnois Precision 20-5293674 501c3 9,640 1,617 Cost IFrogram matenals outh Equipment,
Shooting®151 Palans Dr Fraining
1L 61705
Flowing Wells JROTCI72S M| 26-2023239 501¢3 1,809 9,353{Cost PP rogram materiats outh Equipment
Floving Wells
Tucson AZ 85705
apple Valiey Gun Clubl6692}  36-9003540 501c7 11,084 fCost rogram materials  {T rawung, £¢ Safety
Stoddard Wells Rd Eaup
Victorvilie,CA 92393
Chico Rod and Guns Club 945106802 4,056 6,970cast rogram matenials outh Equipment
Witdwosd Ave
Chico, CA 95926
Fairbanks Trap Club IncOld |  92-0087453 5017 11,000 Range Devel/Improv
Steese Highway
Fairbanks, AK_89707
Douglas Trap ClubPO Box 94-3276760 501c7 10,975 Range Devel/improv
1075 Equipment
Douglas, WY 82633
Pickaway Shooting Sparts 4H]  30-0047031 501c3 7,981 2,989 Cost P rogram materials outh Equipment
Club325 Nutmeg Court
Circleville, O 43113
Hondo 4-H Clubs Shooting 74-3016086 | Texas AM Agnilde Ex 1800 915205t P rogram materials outh Equipment
Sposta1506 Ave M
Hondo, TX_ 78863
4-H Davis Co28 € State St 87-6000528 | Utah State Unversit 10,910 Cost rogram matenals outh Equipment
Farmington, UT_84025
Vancouver Rifle & Pistol Club]  91-6056345 501c7 8,665 222908t Program materials  Range Devel/Improv,
12211 NE 76th 5 [Training, £d Safety
Vancouver, WA 28582
Tomah - Warrens 39-1375399 501c4 9,200 1,678Cost rogram materials  Range Devel/improv
Sportsmen's Alliance26143
BRdway Ave
Warrens Wi 54656
Manzano Mountain Gun Club | 26-4295194 501c7 9,000 1863fcost Frogsam mateniats  Range DevelfImproy,
PO Box 93 outh equipment
NM 87036
Multi-Lakes Conservation 38-1396998 s01c4 10,855 KCost rogram materials outh
Ass0c3860 Newton Rd e ducation/Training,
Commerce Twp, M1 48382 [Equipment, Traimng,
£ 4 Safet
Southern Michigan Gun Club | 38-6091139 501c3 5,520 5.324{Cost P rogram materials outh Education and
808 East Crosstown Parkway] ¥ rawming
Kalamazoo, MI_430
Camp Emerald Bay16525 95-2788856 501c3 440 10,394 fcost rogram materiats outh Equipment
Sherman Way Unit C-8
Van Nuys,CA_91406
Eaglevifle JROTC Rifle Team | 62-6000820 | Rutherford County Sc 10,660 {Cost P rogram materrais suth Equipment
wy
Eaglevilie, TH 37060
Texas State Rifie Assoc314 | 237361566 501c4 438 10,143 fcost IFrogram materiats outh Equipment
€ Highland Mall Blvd Ste 300
Austin, TX 78752
Glendafe Union HS Dist 85-6000528 | Glendale Union High 10576 fCost sogram materals outh Equipment
Cartez HS NIROTCB828 N
3istave
Phognix, AZ 85051
Scarborough Fish & Game 01-0458555 501c7 10,500 Range Devel/Improv
Ciub21 Fish and Game Way
04024
Ridgaway Rifie Club Junior 25-5040623 10,500 outh Range/Facititias
Rifte TeamGrant Rd
Ridgway, PA_15853
La Grande Gun ClubGun Club]  23-0548981 501c7 10,500 [Range Devel/Improv
Rd Hwy 203
L3 Grande, OR_97850
Tutare Co Trap Club?394 7740469513 10,440 Range Develjtmprov
Ave 328
Visala,CA 93292
Califorma Jumor 20-5666832 501c3 157 10,214 fcost fogram materials suth Equipment
Claybreakers21080 Centre
Point Parkway 1
Santa Clarita, CA 91350
Tr City Gun Clubas0 Jerry 73-1132586 501c4 2,270 8.100{Cost Program materiais  {Trasing, £d Safety
Black Lane
Goldshy, OK 73093
Catitorma Infand Empire 95-1744350 5013 a4y 9,019fcost rogram materials outh Equipment
Councit BSA1230 Indiana
Rediands, CA 92375
Tusco Rifle ClubPO Sox 631 |  34-1371208 501c4 4,386 5,987 Cast [Program matenials  [Range Devel/improv,
few Phitadelphia, O uth eguipment,
¥ raining, £d Safety
Stillwater Firearms AssocPO | 01-0815981 10,340 Range Devel/mprov
Box 665
Fallon, NV_89407
Youth Outdoor Adventures 61-1546599 501c3 1660 8841icost IProgram materiats suth Equipment
e84 SE Dacotah St
Madras, OR 37741
Houston Community College | 74-1885205 501c3 251 10,028 fcost rogram matenals  [Traming, £d Safety
Foundation3 100 Mam SEMC [E ducation/T raming
Houston, TX 77002
Eugene Shooting Sports Cole]  44:6004976 4300 5,825k ost P rogram materiats suth Equipment

CoR-V SchDist14803
Highway 17
Eugene, MO 65032
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() Name and address of
organization
or govarnment

Gold Country Sea Cadets -
US Naval Sea Cadets9362
Washford Court

CA 95829

(M EIN

27-3773793
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(<} IRC Code saction
 applicable

5013

to Government:

{d) Amount of cash
grant

1878

and Or

{e) Amount of non~
cash

assistance

8,139

(F) Method of
valuaty

fbaok, FMV, apprarsal,
other)

Cost

in the United States

(9) Descrption of
non-cash assistance

Program matenals

() Purpose of grant
or assistance

outh € quipment

Clatsop Co Claybusters 4-H
Club89868 Highway 202
Astona,OR 87103

93-0874434

10,602

ost

Iprogram materiais

outh Equipment

Loutsiana Purchase Counctt
BSA2405 Dliver Rd
#onroe, LA 71201

720423632

501c3

3774

6,227

Cost.

program matenals

outh Range/Facithittes

Wisconsi O utdear Afhance
Foundation5 308 Valley Ridge
Plaza

Middieton, WI_§3562

03-0545102

50163

10,000

amning, Bd Safaty
[sponsorship

Borealis Bullseyes &+t

Shooting Club4010

Winchester Loop
b K 99307

050542148

501c3

10,000

outh Equipment

Harrisburg Area Community
College Foundationdne
HACTC Dr

Harrisburg, PA_17110

23-2353614

501c3

10,000

ange Develfimprov
Range New
Construction

Wasatch A ction Shooting
Range 1nc2828 Ksel Dr
Sandy, UT 84092

41-2071334

10,000

Range Devel/improv

Williston Polsce Dept223
East BRdway Suite 201
Williston, ND_58801

455002186

ity of Wilhston

10,000

[Training, Ed Safety
[Equip

Denton Rod & Gun Club
12842 MUHWY 81
Denton, MT_59430

76-0748149

5013

10,000

ange Devel/improv

West Yeilowstone Ski
Education FoundationP O Box
9

56
West Yellowstone, MT
59758

81-0808729

5013

10,000

outh & quipment

Sort Kearney Shooting Sparts
AssocPQ Box 581
Kearney, HE 68848

81-058339%

10,000

Range Devel/improv

Tucson Trap & Skeet Club
1ncTB00 W O1d Aso Hwy
Tucson AZ 85735

866050639

5013

10,000

ange Devel/Improv
Equipment

Prescott Trap and Skeet Chib
PO Box 25706
Prescott Valley, AZ 86312

86-5053839

501c4

10,000

ange Oevei/improv

Fairbanks Trap Club incoid
Steese Highway
Faubanks, AK 99707

920087453

5017

10,000

outh Equipment

el Rrver Trap & Gun Club
1479 Eef River D
Fortuna CA_ 95549

94-1686938

10,000

ange Devel/Improv

resno Co Gun Club1450 €
Front St
Seima, CA 93662

94-5093950

5017

10,000

Range Devel/tmprov

Lowsiana Hunter Education
Instructors Assoc [ne303
Eureka OT

Gray.LA 70359

58-1854373

8,500

1,498

cost.

program matenals

auth Equipment

Fernan Rod & Gun ClebPO
Box 1949
Post Falls 1D 83877

943112468

501c4

9973

ange Devel/Improv

Ross Shooting Sports 4H
Program - FD1349
Blackwater RS
Chillicothe, O 45601

320009555

5033

7.245

2,694

Cost.

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Chapman H5 AFIROTC1420
Comptan 8ridge Rd
inman,SC_29349

63-0297925

Holm Center, US Air

9,853

P rogram matesiais.

outh Equipment

Gulf Coast Council BSAT00
Everhart Bldg A
Corpus Christi, TX 78411

74-1143068

501c3

9,361

Cost

Program matenals

outh Equipment

Tacoma Sportsmens Ciub
16408 Canyon Rd East
Puyallup WA_98375

91-0435648

505c4

9,774

ost

Program matenas

raming, £d Safety
lEquip

Grant Co 4H Shooting Sparts
2610 N Silver 5t
Siiver Crty, NM_88063

52-1067382

Regents of New Mexic

3461

5,288

icost.

Program materisis

outh Equipment

Mahave SCTP Inc Mohave
Top Guns3155 W Oatman Rd
Golden Valiey, AZ 86413

26-2844332

501c3

9,731

Icost

Prograta matenials

ange Devel/lmprov
[Equpment

Board of Trusteas of the
University of [nes1901 §
First St

h 1L 61820

37-6000511

50163

2,289

7,403

Cast

Ip rogram matenats

outh Equipment

Mitchell Gun Club406th Ave
Mitchelt, 057301

4§-0425082

SOted

9,680

Range Devel/improv

Boulder Co Sharpshaoters
8062 Bostswaa Ln
Longmont, CO_80584

26-0100193

501c3

9,667

lcost

Progeam matenats

outh Equpment

NWTE Women in the
Qutdoars Bakersfield Chapter]
4204 Southern Breeze Dr

13

57-0564993

50163

9,610

[T raining, £d Safety
lEquip

Er32 Shores Council Boy
Scouts of Amencas600 W
Syivama Ave

Toledo, Ot 43623

34-4427945

sote3

8829

Cast

P rogram matenais

outh Equipment

Deshoots Youth Sports9020
S Hwy 97
Redmond,OR 87758

45-0932100

9,136

iCost

Program matenals

suth Equipment
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Form 990,Scheduie I, Part II, Grants and Other Assistance to Governments and Organizations in the United States

{8} Name and address of
orgamzation
or government

Ohio Riffe § Pistal Assoct 7§
West Mamn
Newtondon, O 44851

{B) EIN

31-09291853

€€) IRC Cods

# apphca

secton  (d Amount of cash
ble grant

501c4 9,090

(&) Amount of non-
cash

assistance

(F) Mathod of
valuation
(Book, FMV, appraisal,
other)

ost

(@) Description of
non-cash assistance

lprogram matenals

(h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

outh Equipment,
Isponsorship

Adair Co R-1 FFA8DQ
Rombauer Ave
Novinger, MO 63559

43-6004145

Adair County R-1 Sch

9,543

lcost

Program matercals

auth Equipment

Beauregard 4-H Shooting
Sports Program203 W 3r6 St
DeRidder,LA 70634

72-1095125

501c3

2,078

ost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Snake Rwver Councd BSA
2988 Fails Ave East
Twin Falls, I 83301

22:0200745

501c3 5,244

4,223

lcost

Program materials

outh Equipment.

Fort Hays State Unversity
Shooting Sports Clubs00

ark St
Hays,KS 67601

48-1210777

Fort Hays State Unmv

9,458

[cost

P rogram matenals

auth Equipment

Missour: Conservation
Heritage Foundation Missours
Dept of ConservationPO Box

o
Jeffersan City, MO 65102

43-1797156

501c

9,449

lcost

P rogram matenals

[T ratning, Ed Safety
Equip

So Cal Top Guns [nci521 €
Hentage #1
Orange, CA 92866

41-2099224

501¢3

9,002

lcoat

Program matenals

auth Equipment

Frankiin Co FFA Foundation
1015 High School Dr
StClar, MO 63077

43-1702918

501c3 500

3,893

ost

program mateniats

auth Range/Facilities

Dixon Game Conservation
Club Inc250 West Mayes
Winters CA 95620

94-6095620

501c3 6,000

3,367

lcost.

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Pinot Area Youth Sportsmen
Club IncPO Sox 615
Minot, ND 58702

20-3952665

501c3 1,390

7,874

lcost

Program matenials

auth Equipment

Mother Lode Gun Club Inc
19185 Jamestown R
5327

51-0178546

501c4 1,885

7,485

ost

P rogram materials

outh Equipment

Red River Regional
Marksmanship Center§40
16th StHE

West Fargo, ND_58078

20-3510474

§01c4 5,390

2,965

lcost.

lprogram matenals

suth Equipment

Chippewa Valiey Council BSA
710 S Hastings Way
Eau Claire, W1 54701

39.0807227

501c3

9,338

ost

Pragram matenals

outh Equipment

Rapides Parish 4-H Shooting
Sports300 Grady Britt Dr
Alexandria LA 713

72-0954586

50163

8427

st

Program materials

outh Equipment

WA Univ 1n 5t Lows Gateway
Battalion ROTC 700 Rasedale

ve
Stlows, M0 63110

43-0883611

50163

9,332

lcost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Wiiton Christian Schoof Trap
Teamag97 Dillard Rd
Wilton, CA_95693

94-2489711

s01¢3

9,305

ost

P rogram materials

outh Equipment

Gramte Bay 1S Trap Teaml
Grizzly Way
Granste Bay, CA 95746

§8-0371314

501c3

9,278

ost

lprogram matenials

auth € quipment

Chaffee Co 41 Shooting
Sposts10165 County Rd 120
Sabds,CO_81201

20-1169326

s01c3 2,000

7.277

[Cost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Carbon Co 4-H Shooting
Sports Club128 S Mamn St
Joliet, T 5990

86-1164063

501¢3 1,238

7,993

lcost

Program materals

auth Equipment

Loma Alta Trap & Skeet Inc
134 5 Shore Suste B
PartIsabel, TX 78578

84-1655319

501c4 9,215

Rangs Devel/Improv

Last Frontier Council BSA
3031 NW B4th Strset
oklahoma City, OK_ 73116

73-0580263

501c3

8,513

st

fprogram matenats

outh Equipment

Connecticut River Councrt
Camp Mattatuck BSA221
Mount Tobe Rd

Plymouth, €T 06782

06-0662110

50163 4,500

4,731

[cost

P rogram materuals

outh Equipment

Quay Co 4-H CouncilPO
Draver &
Tucumcan, NM_88401

51-0202441

501c3 3,794

5,397

[cost

lprogram matenals

outh Equipment

EastHS JROTCS40 S 1300

Saitiake City, UT 84012

87-5000515

Salt Laks City Schoo

9,479

[cast

PP rogram matanials

auth Equipment

Custer Sportsmens Ciub
3000 Lynden-Birch Bay Rd
Custer, WA 98240

91-6054547

501c7 9,121

Range Devel/improv

Bay Area Concib - Boy Scouts
of America3020 531d St
Galveston, TX 775531

74-1109651

50103 3,777

5,322

PP rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Mississips 4H Freid
Mississippi 4H Club Frdn109:
# Bost Extension Center
Mississipp: State, MS

39762

64-6023391

1,500

7,548

ost

PP rogram mateniats.

outh Equipment

Rinn Valley Livestock Ctub
12955 Linda Vista Dr
Lopgmoent, CO_B0504

84-1214011

501c3 4883

4,128

lcost

Pprogram matenals

outh Equipment

Gallup Shooters88 Mentmore

Gatlup,NM 87301

20-8629141

8,137

ast

P rogram matercals

outh Equipment

WV Division of Natural
Resources324 Fourth Ave
Room 309

South Charfeston, WV
25303

55-6000763

West Virgima Dwist

9,000

ITratnng, £d Safety
Equp




Form 990,Schedule I, Part I, Grants and Other

(a) Name and address of
orgamzation
or governmant

Myrtle Point Sportsmen's
Club95414 Sitkum Ln
Myrtle Pomnt, OR 97453

b} EIN

936031141

182

(€} IRC Code section
i applicable

501c7

t0
{d) Amount of cash
grant

5,956

and Or

() Amount of non-
cash

assistance

(F) Method of

(boak, FMV, appraisal,
other)

in the United States

{g} Descripuon of
Ron~cesh assistance

{h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

Range Devel/fmprov

Rocky Mountai Riffe Club
337 4
Fawfield, MT 59436

81-0498870

8,947

ange Davet/Improv

Ketchikan Rod & Gun ClubP O
Box 6391
hikan, AK 99901

32-0086401

501c4

8,900

ange Devei/improv

Greene Co Dapt of
Recreation107 Fawgrounds
Re

Waynesburg, PA_15370

25-6001034

Greene County Dept o

2,016

5,854

ost

I rogram matenats

It ramning, £d Safety
Equip, Youth
e quipment

Mzsan-Dixon Clay Busters
16c213 Pine St
Glen Rack,PA_ 37327

26-4439244

setca

2,595

5272

lcost

Program matenals

outh Traming

Lucerne Vafley Lion's Club
30200 Del Gro Rd
Lucerne Vatley, CA_92356

27-1860235

501c3

8,850

fcost

program matenials

I ramiog, £9 Safety

Leves and Clark 4-H
Shooting 5ports100 W
Custer

Helena, MT 53602

81-0522802

501¢3

1,300

7,491

Cost

[P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Colorado Schoaf of Mines
Shooting Sports Frdn1600
st

Solden, CO_ 80401

840500064

501c3

5,290

3,407

lcost

[P rogram maternats

outh E quipment

Moffat Co 4H Shooting
Sports110 County Rd 212
Crag, €O 81625

65-0796693

501c3

[Program matenals

outh Equpmant

Winston-Salem Forsyth Co
Schis Walkertown HS3175
Ruxton Dr

Walkertown, NG 27051

56-0795164

Winston-Salem Forsyt,

2,222

fost

Prograsm matenals

outh Hunter Safaty
lp rogram, Equipment

Midsouth Marksmen1245
Latsmer Lane
Hendersonvilie, TN_37075

45-4245235

8,649

PP rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Kansas State Unversay
Trapshooting ClubSeaton
Hall Room 249
Manhattan, KS 66502

56-2497735

501¢c3

4,500

4131

ost

[Program mataniais

¥ outh Competition
Support

Casa Grande Trap & Skeet
As50c8015 § Isom Rd
Casa Grande, AZ 85193

45-1446911

1,561

7,055

ost

[program matenals

outh Equipment

Durant Schools Durant FFA
Sporting Clays950 Gerlach
8

Durant, 0K 74701

73-6021019

Durant Independeat 5

7,904

Cost

program materals

outh Eguipment

Southern Tulare Co
Sportsman's AssocPO Box

a9
Porterviile, CA 93257

23-7165119

50167

8,600

outh Equpment

Cal-Diego Paralyzed
Veterans Assoc3350 Lalolla
Village Dr IA-118

5ap Diego, CA 82161

95-3691152

501c3

7,690

P rogram matenials

[Traming, £6 Safety
quip

Quincy HS3322 Mame St
Quingy It 62385

37-8002416

Quincy Public $choot

2,500

5,059

Cost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipmant

itinors Women's Shaoting
Ass0c6125 E 1175 NRd
1L 61705

37-1392003

8,510

outh Equipment,
ITeaiming, Ed Safety

San Miguel Lions Club256
13t St
San Migusl, CA_ 923451

95.6133588

501c4

6,687

1,802

icost

Iprogram matenals

¥ outh Equipment

American Legion Post 119 Jr
Shooters4561 Greenstone

R
Placervile CA 95667

94-6132607

8,482

fcost

lprogram materials

outh Equipment

10X Shooting Sports3066 W
Goldensod
Gordendale, TX_ 79758

26-1285780

501c3

7,578

ost

P rogram matenals

outh € quipment

Black Warmor Councd BSA
2700 Jack Warner Parkway
NE

Tuscaloosa, AL 35404

63-0288816

501c3

5,050

2,298

[cost

P rogram matenals

snge Devel/Improv,
outh Equipment

Fort Concho Foundations 30
S Oskes
$an Angelo, TX 76903

75-1605975

501e3

8,238

frraining, Ed Safety
£ ducation/Traming

Andrews Co 4% Shaoting
Sports351 E BRoway
Andrews, TX 79714

75-2141767

501¢3

8215

Cost

P rogram materuais

outh Equipment

Wheatland Co 4-# Shooting
Sports Club201 A Ave
Narthwest

Harlowton, MT_$9035

20-5802003

7410

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Upton Gun ClubSox 322
Upton, WY 82730

83-0283265

3,316

4,808

ost

[P rogram matensis

outh Equipment

Sheiton HS Rifle Team3737
N Sheifon Springs Rd
Sheiton, WA_98584

21-1124683

Shelton School Diste,

8,107

iCost

[P rogram materials

outh Equipment

Texarkana Arkansas
Razorback Trap Team2118
€ast 35th St
Texarkana, AR 71854

716620729

8,090

outh £ quipment

Kalbfus Rod & Gun Club tne
2178 Chapman Dam Rd
Clarendon, PA 16313

25-1313732

2,578

iCost

lProgram materrais

outh Egwpment

Masoe Co Sportsman’s
Assoc Inc511 W Business

r DF
Shetton, WA 98534

91-6036650

501c3

4,703

fprogram matenals

ange Devei/improv,
outh Equipment




Form 990,Schedule I, Part I, Grants and Other

(a) Name and address of
organization
oc government

Midwest Outdoars Unimsted
28791 325 Ave
Melrose, MN_55352

(b} EIN

26-2540208

183

€} IRC Code section
Hf apphcable

1o Government;

d) Amount of cash
gront

and Or izati

(&) Amount of non-
cash

sssistance

7,464

{F) Method of

tuatios
{baok, FMV, apprassal,
other)

icost

in the United States

(g) Description of
non-cash assistance

Program materials

{h) Purpose of grant.
or assistance

[Fraining, £d Safety
fequp

Defavan Sportsman Club Inc
N4825 County Rd P
Delavan, Wi 53115

39-1363008

503¢7

1,361

6,666

Cast

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Pratt Community College
Shooting Sports Club348 NE

SR61
Prott,KS 67124

48-0695112

Pratt Community Cobl

8,000

outh Competition
[Support

Barnalio Co 41 Shooting
Sports1510 Menaul Ext Bivd
NE

NM_87107

85-6000401

501c3

1,344

6,656

lcost

rogram matersals

outh Equipmant

Missoula Co 4-H Shooting
Sports Committes2625
Santa Fe Ct

Mussouts, MT_ 59808

26-0106868

5613

1,220

6,778

cost

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Gak Creek 4-H Trap Ciub
404 North Madison
Brainard, NE 8626

134346581

7.987

outh Equipment

Newcastle Public Schools
Newcastle FFATO1 N Matn
Newcastle, 0K 73085

73-0983385

Newcastie Pubiic Sch

1,400

Cast

rogram materials

outh Equipmant

Monticetto Sportsmen Ciub
7959 State Hwy 25 NE
Monticelto, MN 55362

41-1861430

Kost

rogram matersals

outh Equipment

Chinook Valley Gun Club370
Chinook Valley Rd
Chinook, WA 98614

91-1527258

5013

5,302

2,587

icost

Program matenials

iRange Devel/improv,
wuth Equipment

Natrana Co HS AJROTC
Mustang Rifles930 South
Elo St

Casper, WY 82601

83-6000543

Natrona County Schos

3,300

4587

Cast

rogram matarials

outh Equipment

Sandy Ford Spartsman Club
1301 € BRdway St
Streator, 161364

363956288

501c7

1,000

6810

lcost

rogram matersals

ange Devel/mprov
£ quipment

Volysia Co Skeet & Trap
Club Inc4031 Proneer Frail
New Smyema Beach, FL
32168

02-0799351

5013

7,800

ange Devel/Improv

Carrolf Co 4-H Hotshots 700
Agricalture Dr
MD 21157

5241321014

561c3

7789

lcost

ragram materials

outh Equipment

Grace Luthern Church BSA
Troop 848502 North Norma
t

B
Ridgecrest, CA 33555

95-2476513

1,733

6,045

ragram matersals

outh Equipment

Jackson FFA315 § Missours
5t

t
Jackson, MO 63755

43-8011976

7775

Cast

rogram matenals

outh Equipment.

Murrysvilie Distrct
Sportsmen's AsS0CPO Box
347

Murrysville, PA 15668

28-1295274

s01c7

3,500

4241

ast

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Crocker FFAS0L N
Commercsal Dr
Crocker MO 85452

43-6014751

7,700

outh Equipment

Leona Valley Improvement
Ass0cPO Box 78
Leons Valley, CA 93551

77-0117648

7097

ost

ragram materials

outh Equipmant

Walles HS AFIROTC 20950
Field Store RY
Walter, TX_ 77484

74-6002539

Watler Independent S

7643

icost

rogram materials

outh E quipment

Palk Education Fndn Lake
Gibson HS IROTC7007 N
Socrum Loo|

takeland FL_ 33800

59-2956529

5013

3,575

4,064

ost

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Tndiana Natusal Rescurces.
Foundaticad 02 W
Washington St W256

IN 45204

32-0249179

Indiana Dept of Naty

7636

iCost

rogram materials

I7 raining, Ed Safety
Equwp

Travis Co 4H Shooting
SportsPO Box 2741
Pflugervilie, TX_ 78691

74-2777452

501c3

5,129

ost

rogram materials

outh Equipmant

Cofone! Atlison Juniar Rifle
ClubPO Box 4719
Salem, OR 97302

141963585

5013

2,941

Cost.

ragram matenals

outh Equipment,
raming, Ed Safety

Webster Co Schi Marshfield
Schis Phys Ed Dept370
State Huy DD
Marshfield, MO _6570¢

42-6006015

Marshheid R-1 Schoo

6,332

ragram matersals

outh Equipment

Amerecan Miitary Family
Freedom Hunters PrgP0 Box

o1
Brighton, CO_80601

202123864

3310

4,269

ost

ragram materials

fTraining, Ed Safety
Eaup

Delta Sportsmen’s Assec Inc]
PO Box 1309
Delta Junction, AK_ 99737

92-0106368

7,568

outh Equipment

Bokoshe Pubkic Schoals
Bokoshe FFAL0I Chickasaw

Str
Bekoshe, OK 7493¢

73-0753746

5013

5,866

icost,

rogram matsnials

outh Equipment

Liberty Police Dept1914
Lakeland OF
Liberty, TX_77575

74-6001602

City of Liberty

7,565

[fraining, Ed Safety
Equn

Beaverbead Co 4-H
Grganization2 S Pacific 11
Diflon, MT_59725

81-0390501

5013

2,588

4,639

cost

ragram matersals

outh Equipment

Cedar Hill 3r League 4H
Shooting Program583 West
Sexton St

Blackfoot, 1D 83221

27-1150676

501c3

7,500

outh Equipmant




Form 990,Schedutle I, Part I, Grants and Other

{a) Name and address of
organization
o government

FOP Shelby Lodge 84
Venture CrewP 0 Box 202
Shelbyvitie, I 45176

(B} EIN

23-7585993

184

€€) IRC Code section
it applicable

501e8

to
(d) Amount of cash
grant

and Or

{e) Amount of non-
cash

assistapce

7487

(F) Method of
valuation
{book, FMV, apprassal,
ather}

{Cost

in the United States

{g) Description of
non-cash assistance

Iprogram matenats

{h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

outh Equipment

South Plains Council BSA30
BriercroRt Office Park
Lubbock TX 79412

75-0871721

s0ic3

7,489

Cos

P rogram matersals

outh Equipment

Long Beach Area Council
BSAA01 East 37th 5t
Long Beach,CA 80507

951643981

501c3

7,012

ost

Program matenals

outh Equipment

Lenawee Co Consarvation
League1404 Sutton Rd
Adrian M 48221

386095965

501ca

2,500

4,927

Icost

Pprogram matenats

outh € quipment

NIRGTEC Unit Covingtan HS
73030 Lion D
Covington, LA 70433

72-6001305

Covington High Schoo

7,384

Cast

P rogram matercats

outh Eguipment

Butaio Trait Counctl BSA
1103 West Texas Ave
Midiand, TX_ 79701

750800616

501c3

7,378

ICost

Program matenals

outh Equipment

Vista Ridge Navy JROTC
Unit200 S Vista Ridge Bivd
CadarPark,TX 78613

74-6014573

Leander Independent

7,370

[cost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

United Sportsman Club Youth)
Commuttee YHECH7 5
Henwick Lane

Jefferson City, MO_§5102

43-1319528

s01c7

7,354

Cost

P rogram materiais

outh Equipment

North Las Vegas Rosdrunner
4-H Club5520 Ghost Rider
ct

tas Vegas, NV 89131

26-1449283

University of Nevada

1,672

5837

fcost

lprogram materials

outh Eguspment

Seventy-ers Riflesr's I
Shootings Sports Club5329
Legion Place

NewPort Richey, FL 34652

59-6200329

501c19

7,301

Cost

P rogram matenats

outh Equipment

Stringtown Public Schoals
Stringtown FFA103 Tiger Dr
trngt: 74569

73-1311207

6,540

kost

P rogram matenals.

outh Equipmant

Chuld and Adult Safaty
E£ducation Sves Inc Shoot
Right2127 § Priest D
Tempe, AZ 85282

20-3748692

501c3

7,220

ast

lprogram materals

outh Equipment

Fayette Co 4-1 Shooting
Sports219 Park Dr
L3 Grange, TX 78945

Umversity of Georgy

7,212

Cost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Ventuning Crew 477600
Wheeling Rd
Mt Prospect, 1169086,

272142906

s01c3

7,193

ost

Iprogram materials

outh Education and
It raining

Wastern Wayne Co
Conservation Assoc6700

Napier
Plymouth, MI 48170

38-1967343

5014

Cost

Program materiais

outh
 ducation/T raiming

Cimarron CouncH BSAPO
Box 2146
£md, 0K 73702

73-0579250

561c2

7164

ICost

Prograsm materials

outh Equipment

Southeast Loursiana Council
BSA4200 5 I Service RA W
Mataine LA 70001

72-0408954

5013

3,441

3,718

Cost

Program matenats

outh Equpment

Raahauges Youth Clay
BustarsPO Box 408
Dunmgan, CA 95937

36-471076%

7,137

Cost

P rogram matenais

outh Equipment

Lake Edinboro Sportsmens
LeagueBox 45
Edinboro, PA 16412

25-1833576

501¢7

7303

fost

P rogram materials

outh Equipment,
ITraining, Ed Safety

Hondo Police Dept1101 16th|

st
Hondo, TX_78861

74-6001104

City of Hondo

7,100

framing, £d Safety
e quip.

Navarro FEA Booster Club
6450 N State Hywy 123
Seguin, TX_ 78155

20-3877150

5013

1581

5,478

Cost

Program matenals

outh Equspment

Divie Wranglers 4-H Ciub
429 NE 244 St
Cross City, FL_32628

36-4641369

s01c3

1471

5887

Cost

program mateniats

outh Equipment

Wister Public Schools Wister
£FA201 Logan St
Wister, OK 74966

73-1068085

501c3

6,357

P rogram matenals

outh Eguwpment

Fayette Academy15090 Hwy.
&

Somervile, TH 38088

62-0726245

501c3

7,044

Cast

Frogram matenals

outh Equipment

Hew Mexico Outdoor
Education Academy 1nc7600
Rio Guadatupe PI NE

187122

20-8494323

5527

1510

Cost

Program materials

ITraining, €d Safety
Equip

Northern Kentucky
Scholastic Trapshosting
Tesm331 Maddox Rd
Alexandria, KY_ 41001

20-5124230

s0tc3

7,030

fcost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Woodrow Wilson HS JROTC
Manne Corps Leagues717
So Tylar St

Tacoma, WA 38409

511824633

Tacoma Public Schoal

7,029

ost

iprogram matenals

outh Equpment

Three fires Councit BSA41S
N 2nd St
St Chartes, 1L _60174

36-3831877

501c3

3,083

3934

Cost

P rogram matenials

outh € quipment,
Range/Faciities

Roseburg Rod & Gun Cleb
428 Del Rio RS
Roseburg, OR 87470

93-0664038

4591

2,318

ICost

Program matenals

It raining, £ Safety
Eauip

Summarvilie HS Sporting
Club17555 Tuolumne Rd
Tuolumne,CA 85378

94-6050189

Summerville Unton F

1,000

6,007

Icost

P rogram matenajs

outh Equipment




185

Form 990,Schedufe I, Part Ix, Grants and Other Assistance to Gavernments and Organizations in the United States
(d) Amount of cash (e} Amount of non-
grent cash

(a) Mame and address of
organization
or govarnment

Racreational Mounds
Shootag Club Inc422 B Ave
Albia, TA_52531

o) EIN

900777976

(€3 IRC Code section
if appiicabse

7.000

assistance

{F) Method of
valuation
{book, FMV, appraisal,
other)

{g) Description of
Ron-cash assistance

{h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

[ange Devel/Improv

Folsom Shooting Club IncPO
Box 1407
cA 95683

94-6078105

5014

7,000

angs Devet/improv

Hot Spongs Co 4-1 Shooting
Sports328 Arapahoe St
Thermopohs, WY 82443

26-2477901

501c3

8929

cost

P rogram materials

outh Eguipment

Cornhusker Council of BSA
600 5 120th St
Walton, NE 68461

47-0278985

501c3

5,899

ost

Program mateniais

outh Equipmant

Lee Sportsmen's Assoc
Fairview St Box 17§
Lee,MA 01238

26-2691563

501¢3

§,890

ange Devei/Improv

The Spokane Riffe CiubPO
Box 15887
Spokane, WA 99228

91-6058415

50157

3,143

o5t

Ip rogram materiais

outh Equipment,
[Training, £ Safety

Henderson Co Schis Flat
Rock MS Runter Safety Team
191 Preston Lane

East Fiat Rack,NC_28726

561821543

Henderson County
oub

2,485

iost.

lprogram matenals

outh Hunter Safety
ragram, Equipment

Kids Outdoor Sports Camp
PO Box 9435
Red Bluff,CA_26080

20-3845992

5814

outh Equipment

4-H Sharp Shooters11314
Qre StNE

berland,MD 21502

25-3032758

501c3

6,813

i ost

lprogram matenats

outh E qupment

Brassmasters [ncP0 Box
2641
Wy_26201

45-3078972

6,733

ange Devey/Improv

Cordova Trap and Gun Club
PO Box 1749
Gordova, AK 99574

920095250

6,700

outh Equipment

Archulets Co Colorado
Shenff's Officed49 San Juan
5t

Pagosa Springs, CO_ 81147

846000743

Archuleta County

6700

[T raining, Ed Safety
qup

Tipton Co Claybusterss g
Dogtors D Swite 300
Munford, Th_38058

274112845

501c3

5,698

st

P rogram matenals

Y outh £ quipment

Amencan Legion Post 2
Young Guns701 West 8th St
Puebio,CO 81003

84-0297555

501cy

5749

ost

PP rogram matenats

outh Equipment

Milan Rifle Club N #S
MCIROTC Rifle Team221
515t St Wast

Milan, L 61264

33-3399009

Davenport Community

3,900

2273

Cost

P rogram mateciats

outh € quipment,
Range Devel/imprav

Lake Havasy Caty
Sportsman's Club IncPO Box
1303

Lake Havasu City, AZ
86405

86-0649721

50167

6,666

Cost

program matenas.

outh Equipment

Las Cruces Public Schools
Qnate NIROTCE700 Mesa
Grande O

Las Cruces, NM_ 88011

85-6002445

Las Cruces Bublc $¢

1,185

5498

P rogram materiats

outh Egquipment

Upton YHEC Shooting Club
1101 Second St
Upton. WY 52730

28-2722577

8,640

P rogram materiais

outh Equipment

Sezland fufie Club Inc3938
Bowser Rd
NewFreedom PA 17349

26-0470852

2,500

4a28fc

[P rogram materiats

Training, Ed Safety
Equip

Teller Co 4-H112 N A St
Cripple Creek, CO_80813

20-5701989

501c3

6,598

i rogram matenafs

auth Equipment

Weiser Trap Ciub Inc8s0
Highway 85
Weiser, 1D 83672

82-0530761

4,071

2,488

P rogram materials

ange Devel/lmprov

E£scondido Fish & Game
Assoc Ir Masksmanship Prog
16525 Gueyto Rd
Escondido,CA 92027

33-0000317

501cs

6,556

Program matenats

outh Equipment

Monroe Co 4H208 N Man
Paris, MO 65275

43-6013341

University of Missou;

8517

PP ragram matenals

outh Equipment

Burnet Co Shentf's Office220
S Pierce St
Burnet, TX 78611

746000454

Burnet County

8,517

[rraining, £d Satety
[Equin

Datlastown Ares Sch Dist
Dallastowm Marine JROTC
700 New Schoo! Lane
Dallastown PA 17313

23-1571700

Daltastown Area Scho!

1.500

5,008

Program mateniats.

outh Framing,
uipment

Cherokee Co Sch Dist
Murphy MS Hunters Safaty
Shooting Tms5 Middi
Schaol Dr

iurghy, NC_28906

56-6000211

Cherokee County

1,153

5351

P rogram mateniais

outh Hunter Safety
ragram

United Spostsmen Assoc of
RocklandPO Box 826
Nanuet, NY_10954

52.2270586

501c3

4775

1,729

iCast

Iprogram matenals

outh Field Day,
Equpment

Sunset Mountain Fish &
Game Ciub Inc117 West Rd
Canterbury, Nt 03224

02-0456680

501¢7

3,000

3501

K ost

[Program materials

[Rangs Devei/mprov

New Mexico 4-H30B0 §
Espina
tas Cruces, HM 85003

856000401

5013

6,500

outh Equipment

Valdez Junior Rifle Club319
Robe River or
Valdez, AK 95686

01-0564885

501c3

5,500

suth Equipment




Form 990,Schedule I, Part II, Grants and Other

() Name and address of
organization
or gavernment

KY State 4-H Shoating
Education79 McNamara Lane
Brooksville KY_41004

(B) EIN

203203222

186

and Or

in the United Sta

(€} IRC Code section
ifapphcable

5D1c3

to
) Amount of cash
arant

6,500

(8} Amount of non-
cash

assistance

(£) Method of
vatuation
(book, FMV, appraisal,
ather)

tes

{g) Description of
nam-cash assistance

) Purpose of grant
or assistance

outh Equipment

Gerald R Ford Councit BSA
3213 Walker Ave NW
Grand Rapids, M1 49544

38-1359240

501¢3

8,432

[cost

cagram materials

outh Equipment

National Muzzleloading Rifie
Ass0cPO Box 67
Friendship, IN_ 47023

35-1046434

501c3

3465

2947

lcost

Program materials

outh Equipment

Star Shooters 4+ ClubPO
Box 516
Thayne WY 83127

800538118

University of Wyomim:

5,409

outh Equipment

Bufato Gun Clubl 754 Huy
55

Buffalo, 1N _55313

26-3997409

501¢7

5828

[Cost

Program matenats

outh Equipment

ifflin Co 4+ Shooting
Sports152 East Market St
Stte 100

Lewstown, PA_17044

26-4439731

501c3

1,530

4874

Program materials

outh Equipment

Spring Hifl FFA Alumni Futurs
Farmers of Amencal Raider

tane
Columbra, TH_38403

62-1479241

5403

[Cost

rogram materials

outh Equipment

San Patnero Rifla Club219 N
Vineyard
Sinton, T%_78387

74-6148438

8,149

fcost

cogram materials

outh Equipment

North Piatte Vaftey
Spostsmans Ciubi7703 Huwy

Oshiosh, NE 69154

45-4398008

1,536[C

Progrars materiats

iRange Dave/Impray

Carry Rod and Gun Club Inc
181 € Masn St
Columbus PA_16405

25-1139669

501¢7

8327

kost

rogram materials

outh Freld Day,
i quipment

Ascension Pansh 4H
Shooting Sports2039 St
Landry

Gonzales LA 70737

72-1513756

501c3

5845

lcost

[P rogram materials

outh Equpment

Purdue Umiversity Riffe and
Pistot Club271 Leatherwood

Way
West Lafayette, IN 47908

35-6002041

501¢3

1,900

4,403

rogram materials

outh Equipmant

Colony HS Rifie Team550 €
Colony Schools Dr
Patmer, AK_99645

92-6000034

piatanuska-Susitna Bo.

8,300

suth Equipment

Lebman HS Navy JROTC
1700 Lehman R4
Kyle, TX 78640

74-1587518

Hays Consetidatad In

5,290

[Cost

rogram matenals

outh £ quipment

Okiahoma Youth Shooting
Sports Assoc3021 W73
St North

Skiatook, OK_74070

§5-1273946

501c3

2,100

4,182

rogram materials

outh € quipment

Mason-Dixon Counctl BSA
16600 Crestwood Dr
21742

52-0591680

501cF

5407

P rogram matesials

outh Equipment

Daviess Co 48 Marksmen? O
Box 102
Utica,KY 42376

27-0494087

501c3

3575

2,701

Program matenals

outh Equipmant

Dawson Co 4H Shoating
Sports207 W Bef)
Glendive MT 59330

81-0367165

501c3

1,508

4,767

krost

rogram materials

outh Equipment.

Sir Walter Gun Club IncPO
Box 585
! C 27522

56-1151044

501c4

6097

[Frogram materials

outh Equipment,
7 raining, £0 Safety

Alta Mesa Gun Club10150
Rergle R
Wikton, CA 95693

942006177

501c3

5,263

rogram materiais

outh Equipment

Blue Dragon Comaetitive
Shooting®000 Emory Rd NE
Corryton, TN 37723

20-5508197

6,263

Kost

Program matenals

outh Equipment

Tumwater NS Rifie Club700
Tsrael Rd SW
Tumwater, WA 98501

$1-0936197

Tumwater School Dist

6,238

rograns materials

outh Equipment

Taloga Schools Taloga FFA
500 West Ruble
Tatoga, OK 73667

73-6021073

Taloga Pubitc School

6,238

lcost

rogram materials

outh Equipmant

#igh Rock Shooting Assoc3s
Symmerfield St
Haugatuck, CT 06770

27-5510392

5,966

[ost

rogram materials

outh Equipment,
irraining, £6 Safety

Aluance Rifie Club IncBehnd
6005 Alhance R4 NW
Malvern, 031 44644

30-0443087

501c7

63213

[Range Devel/Improv

Minot Rifla and Pistol Club
TAcPO Box 1063
Minot, ND_58702

237225180

5,203

[cost

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Orange Co Council 8541211
£ast Dyes Rd
Sants Ana,CA_ 92705

$5-1727660

501¢3

6,201

[ ost

Program materiats

outh Equipment

Yucea Council Inc BSA760%
Lockheed Dr
£l Paso, TX 79925

74-1109834

501c3

5,185

rogram matanals

outh Equipmant

Fremont Ca 4-H Counci615
Macon Ave LL
Canon Ciy,CO 81212

24-1080161

501¢3

4,250

1913

Icost

cogram matenats

outh Equipment.

Jeff Davis 4-H Shosting
Sports Club1806 South Lake
Arthur Ave

lennings, LA 70546

72-1284246

501c3

5472

lcost

rogram materials

outh Equipment




187

Form 990,Schedule I, Part II, Grants and Other Assistance to Governments and Organizations in the United States

(3} Name and address of
organization
or govarnment

North Macomb Sportsman's
Clab3231 Evwood Rd
41 48095

() EIN

386091415

(&) IRC Code section
i apphicable

501ca

(@) Amount of cash
grant

(&) Amount of non-
cash

assistance

{F) Method of

ation
{book, FMY, appraisat,
other}

§.155{Cost

{g) Descaipuon of
non-cash assistance

[Program matenals

() Purpose of grant
or assistance

iTraming, £d Safety

Amencan Legion Post 15
37745 Church St
Dade City FL_33525

36-4712901

S01e3

3,575

2,559{Cost

rogram matarals

outs Equipment

Craven Co Schools New Bemn
HS NIROTCA200 Academic

or
NewBern, NC_28562

56-1286861

New Bern High Schoot

8,129f0st

[P ragram materials

outh Equspment

Farrfield Sportsmen’s Assoc
IAc7270 North Mingo Lane
Cwmcinnsty, OH 45243

31-0741929

5017

8414 {cost

[P rogram materals

outs Equipment

Acadiana Youth Hunter
Education Club Inc10873

Huy 87
Jenerette, L4 70544

20-1772401

5013

§,102{ost

Program materials

outh Equpment

South Cuyahoga Sportsmens
As30c19300 Ridge Rd
North Royalton, OH_44133

34-6664854

5017

6,095

outh Equipment

Park Co4-R Counci414
East Caliender St
Livingston, MT_59047

30-0446345

50163

5262iCost

[program matenals

outh Eguipment

Maricopa HS AFIROTC
45012 W Haneycutt Ave
Maricops, A7 85139

52-1571314

Haricops High School

6,091 [Cost.

[Program materials

outh Equpment

Cedar Mtn Youths IncRe 15
Culpeper, VA 22701

32-0247221

501c3

4,088

1,9941Cost

rogram matarials

outh Range/Facilities,
Equpment

Fryaburg Fish and Game
AssockO Box 525
Fryebyrg, ME_04037

51-0197155

501¢7

4,000

2,067 {Cost

rogram matarsals.

Traiming, £d Safety .
ange Devel/improv

E£ast Buchanan FFA Chapter
100 Smith St
Gopmr, MO 64454

43-0893595

ast Buchanan -1 S¢

5,865 {Cost

fprogram materials

outh € quipment

Hendersan Co 4H Shatgun
Sports8473 County Rd 1213
Athens, TX_ 75751

383785185

501c3

3,339

2,723{Cost

program materials

auth Equipment

Uiy of 1L Ext Chrstian Co
Shooting Stars 4-H Clud
1120 Narth Webster St
Taylorviile, IL._62568

37-6000511

5013

6,048 iCost

rogram materials

outh Egupment

Butner Public Schools Butper
FFA201 Dodson
Cromweil, 0K 74837

73-6771804

Butner Public Schoot

5,345Cost

[program materals

outh Equipment

E£ast End Shooters8301
Bradbury Rd
Richmond, VA 23231

20-4508595

5,039{Cost

[P rogram materials

outh Equipment

St Lucie Co Schl Bd FT
Pierce Central JROTC4101 §,
25th st

FrPierce FL 34981

59-5000832

St Lucse County Scho!

6033 fCost

[program matenals

outh Equipment

Schoal B4 of Brevard Co
Titusville HS NMIROTC150
Terner Trai South
Titusville, KL 32780

50-6000522

Titusville High Scho

4,729 0st

rogram matersals

auth Equpment

PA Institute for Conservation
Education197 Montaur Rd
Elysburg,PA 17824

75-3981017

501c3

6,020

outh Traiming,
Equipment

Schuyler Co ShootersRR1

Box 71
Rughvitte 1L 62681

45-3757724

501c7

2,266

3,735Cost

[P rogram matersals

outh & quipment

Greater New Orleans Hunter
Ed Chaflenge 0rg3129
Roosevelt Blvil

Kenner, LA 70065

72-1481609

5012

1,043

4,957 cost

program matersals

suth Equipment

Daviess Co 4H Marksmen
931 Pleasure Pownt W
Maceo, KY 42355

27-0494087

5013

5,000 ost

rogram matersals

outh Equipment

Hunt of 2 Lifetime - Oragon
Chapters829 Svuthgate Dr
Kiamath Falls OR 87603

251856277

5013

5,000

auth Sponsorship

La Joya Iadependant Sch
0154201 East Expressway 83
Lajoya TX 78560

74-6001550

La Joya Independent

6,000

T raining, Ed Safety
Equip

Kane Co Trap and Skeet Club
1201 South Kasmab Trail
Kanab, UT 847431

20-0203423

501¢7

6,000

ange Devel/Improv

ordic Skimng Assoc of
Anchorage203 W 15th Sutte
204

Anchovage, AK_99501

23-7232617

5013

5,000

outh E quipment

West Virginia Junior
Marksmanship Programate 3
Box 1

wy_26201

27-1739338

000

outh Equipmeat

WV-7815t AFJROTC Booster
Club Marksmanship Team

1511 Blizzard OF
Pard Wy_26101

27-5098401

3,540

2,860[Cost

[P rogram matersals

outh Equpment

Zanesville Rifle Club Inc
1056 Chatham Lane - West
Delaware,OH 43015

311742807

6,000

outh Sponsorship

Hawan HS Athletic AssocPO
Box 6202
Honotisty, Hl 96839

99-0330769

5013

8,000

outh E guipment

Unian Co RC Second
Amendment Schofarship Fund
3323 Haigler Rd

Monroe,NC 28110

27-3551903

6,000

auth Scholarship




Form 990,Schedule I, Part II, Grants and Other

(2} Name and address of
orgamzation
ar govarnment

Mason City HS1700 4th St
SE

Mason City, A 50401

(BYEIN

7740596769

188

and Or

(€} IRC Code saction
i spplicable

Mason City High Scho

to
(8) Amount of cash
gront

(e} Amount of non-
cash

sssistance

5999

{F) Method of

fuat
{book, FMY, appraisal,
other)

cost

in the United States

(g) Description of
non-cash assistance

Program matenials

{h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

outh Equipment

Golden Eagle Youth
Scholastic Shooting Team
HC82 Box125
Brassels 1L 62013

82-0544408

5999

cast

ragram matanals

nuth Equipment

Elko Co 4- Shooting Sports
701 Walnut St
Elko, NV 85801

286006973

Unversity of Nevada

5986

kCost

Program matenals

outh Equipmant

Crow Rever Sportsmans Club
12801 40th StNE
St Mighael, MN_55378

41-1417387

5884

Cost

rogram materials

outh Equipmant,
ange Deve/Improv

West Virginia Universty Rifte
Team3450 Jerry West Bivd
Morgantown, WY_26506

55-6000842

Stae of West Virgin

5,876

icost

iProgram materials

outh Equipment

NRA Members' Council of
Greater San Diego16223
Qak Springs Dr
Ramona,CA 92065

204461865

5552

rogram matenafs

ITraining, £ Safety

Titlamosk Co 4-H Leader's
A$5002204 Faurth St
Trilamook, OR 97141

93-0816424

501c3

1,600

4936

lProgram matenials

cuth Equipment

Fayette Sportsmen League
YHEC Program307 Johnson

Connefisville, PA_ 15425

25-1455026

3,366

2,557

Cast

ragram matenals

outh Equipmant

Concho Valley Councit BSA
104 West River Dr
Son Angelo, TX_ 76903

75-0800617

501c3

5911

Cost

iprogram mateniats

outh Equipment

River Valtey SharpShooters
Juntor Riffe4 454 S Rte 45
K 01

36-4385841

4,898

1008

cagram materials

¥ outh Equipment

Safety First Shooting Assoc
PO Box 1378
Atweter,CA 95301

202481080

501c4

1,608

4,298

Fogram materials

outh Equipment

Eagletown Public Schoots
Eagietown FFAPO Box 38
Eagietown,OK 74734

73-0798282

Eagletown Public Stk

5,206

icost.

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Missours Military Academy
204 Grand Ave
Mexico, MO_55265

43-0415670

5013

1,850

4048

Cast

ragram materials

outh Equipment

Coalings Riffe Club193 Keck
Lane
Coshngs,CA_ 93210

77-0325618

5,859

outh Freld Day

Glencoe Public Schasts
Glencoe FFA201 £ Lone
Chimney Rd

Glencoe, O 74032

73-0778793

Glencoe Public Schoo

5498

iCost

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Adams Co 4+H Shooting
Sports9755 Henderson Rd
Brighton, CO_80601

742586894

501c3

5837

Kost

rogram matersals

outh Equipment

Ninnekah FEA Chapter904 £
1 5

t
Ninnekan, CK_73067

73-1080375

Ninnekah Public Scho

5139

rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Oklahoma State University
Grady Co 4H241 Ag Hati
Stifiwater, OK 74078

73-6017987

QXlahama University

5081

cost.

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Lehigh Valley Scholastic
Shooting Teamé 150 Kruase
R

Germansviite, PA_ 18053

753245045

3,000

2,753

iCost

rogram materials

outh Competition
Support, Equipment

Exeter Sportsman‘s Ass0C
PO Box 1052
Exetar,CA 932231

68-0630461

3825

1825

sogram matersals

outh Freld Day

Buckskin Councii BSA2829
Kanawha Boulevard East
Charleston, Wv_25311

55-0357013

5013

5746

rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Fairfield Glade Sportsman
Club Inc750 Shorty Barnes
R

4
Fairfieid Glade, TH_38558

62-1479123

5745

ragram materials

outh Equipment.

Wilson Sch Dist Wilson HS
JROTC2601 Grandview Bivd
West Lawn, PA

23-1667988

Wilson Schoal Distn

5,742

lcost

ragram materials

outh Eauipment

O1d Trats Refle & Prstof Club
PO Box 2511
Richmeng, IN_47375

356061553

501c7

1943

3,799

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Greene Co 4-H Shotgun Club
167 Bald Hill
Mount Morris, PA_15349

61-1621496

501c3

1,500

4218

Cost

rogram matersals

outh Traming

Logan Co Fish & Game Assoc
1acPO Box 2
Ok 43311

34-1890879

5715

rogeam matenials

outh Equpmant

East Texas Rifle & Pistol
ClubPO Box 2664
Longuew, TX 75608

75-1781086

501c4

5718

Cost

ragram materials

Range Devel/Improv

Rapides Proneers Youth
Shaoting Club IncPD Box,
8

22
Tioga, LA 71477

7241514022

1,495

4,209

Cost

rogram matenals

Y outh Equpment

Armeid Junior Shooters Inc
114 Trevillian
Sthous MO 63122

06-1680781

501c3

5,700

¥ outh Equipment

AWRSE Youth Shooting
Sports Inc30 Istander Dy
Brighton, IL 62012

27-2651938

501c3

5700

outh Equipment




Form 890,Schedule I, Part II, Grants and Other

{a) Name and address of
organization
o¢ government.

Newberry Junior Pistel Club
2784 Dixre Dr
Newberry, SC_20308

() BT

45-2152619

189

(<) IRC Code section
it applicable

o
) Amaunt of cash
grant

5,694

and Or

(e} Amount of non-
cash

assistance

<F) Method of
valuation
{book, FMV, appraisal,
ather)

in the United States

{g} Description of
non-cash assistance

{h) Purpese of grant
or assistance

outh Equipment

Fort Lone Tree307 County
caos

Capitan, NM_88316

85-0285251

501¢3

5691

Cost

rogram materials

raiming, Ed Safety
[Equip, Youth
[Equipment

Decatur Gun ClubPO Bax
062

Decatur 1L 62524

370621680

5017

5,380

icost

lprogram mateniais.

outh Equipment

Kena Peninsula 4-H
Shooting $ports43961
Kaliforasky Beach Rd STE A
Soidatne, AK 99869

71-0873154

501c3

outh Equipment

Putnam Co Fish & Game
Ass0cPO Box 41
Carmel, Y 10512

141642586

501c7

5215

ost

P rogram materats

outh Equipment

Henry Co 4-H180 W Frankiin
Room 1
Chinton, MO_64735

44-5000408

University of Missou

4915

icost

Iprogram matenals

outh Equipment

Anzona Chapter Paralyzed
Veterans of Amenica Inc
5015 N 7th Ave Suste?
Phoenix, AZ §5013

23-7174779

501c3

5,580

ost

Ip rogram matenais

Training, Ed Sataty
Equp

Frazier Simplex Rifie Clib
3049 Jefferson Ave
15301

83-0403417

501cx

2,500

3,679

Program mateniais

outh Equipment,
It raining

Grand Forks Gun Club6950
Gateway Dr
Grand Forks, ND_$8208

45-6013306

2,388

3,204

ost

[F rogram matertats

outh Equipment

Lexiee's Kids Inc850 Narth
8ivd

Baton Rouge, LA 70802

274504881

501c3

5389

outh Equipment

Big Country Friends of NRA
for Coleman Co 4H100
Liveosk Swte 202 County
Courth

Coleman, TX_76834

01-0914546

501c3

5,558

kost

PProgram metesials

outh Equipment

Waverly Gun Club Inc4464
Desoto ave
Wayerly, MN_$5330

21-1477383

1,336

4,219

Sost

[program mateniats

outh Equipment

Jackson Co Intermediate Sch)
Dist Jksn Area Career Cntr
6800 Browns Lake Rd
Jsckson, MI 49201

38.1710261

Jackson County Inter]

5543

ast

P rogram matenais

Guth Equipment

Wayre Ca Schoots Spring
valley #S IROTC 180
Proneer Rd

Wayne, WV_25570

55-6000409

Wayne County
Schools

5532

ost

PP rogram materiais

outh Equipment

Farmington FFA T Black Might|
Dr

F: MO 63640

43-5001232

Farmington R-7 Schoo

1,585

3,942

icost

rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Sahsbury Efic Lick Sch Dist
196 Smuth Ave
Sabisbury, PA 15558

251212043

Sahsbury - Elic Lick

5524

ic ost

IFrogsam mateniats.

outh Equipment

NM State Umv Valencia Co
4-H Shaoking Sports Councl
404 Courthouse Rd

tos Lynas,NM_8703%

237289364

501c3

873

4,645

lcost.

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Christian Brothers HS5900
Walaut Grove R
Memplis TN 38120

©2-0726402

501c32

5518

ost

P rogram materiais

auth Equipment

Panofa Sch Dist FFA Program|
2105 Panoka Rt
Panola OK 74559

73-0980781

Panota Public School

4818

ost

P rogram mateniais

outh Equipment

Stgler Pubilc Schools Sugler
FFA309 NWE Gt
Stigler, OK 74462

736783548

Stigler Public $choo

8,153

Kost

Ip rogram mateniats

outh Equipment

Fesry Co 4-H321 N Mam

STE 1
Perryville, MO 63775

272051174

Unwersity of Missou

1,724

3,780

ost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

City of Shdell Police Dept
2112 Sgt Alfred D
Shdell, LA 70458

72-6081341

City of Siideit

5,502

[Fratning, Ed Safety
[Eqwp

Major Watdron Sportsmen's
Ass0c26 RED
Barnington, NH 03826

02-6013864

501c4

5,500

[Fraining, £6 Safety
Equip

Four Corners Rifie and Pistol
ClUBPO Box 101
Cortez, €O 81321

26-3845762

501c7

5500

[Range Develfimprov

Red Brush Rifle Rangs Tne
3299 West Eble Rd
Newburgh IN 47629

35-1613028

501c7

4,862

cost

lProgram materiais

suth Equipment

Carhavilie Clay Busters302
South Third St
Guard, 1t 62640

02-0734262

5499

ost

Iprogram matenats

¥ outh Equipment

Arizona O utdoor Sports Inc
5932 £ Volate Ave
Scoltsdale,AZ 85254

26-2103623

501c3

5499

(Cost

Togram matenals

outh Equipment

Rockwood Area Sch Distd 37
Somerset Ave
R 4,PA 15557

25-5012561

Rockwood Area Schook

4,981

Icost

P rogram matevials

outh Equipment

Fontana HS Manine Carps
JROTC9453 Citrus Ave
Fonanta, CA 92334

55-5001357

Fontana Unified Scho

5481

ost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

University of Nabraska Rifie
ClubS5 CRec 841 N 14th
Lincoln, NE 68588

27-2919549

501c2

5,481

iCost.

Program matenats

outh Equipment




Form 990,Scheduie I, Part II, Grants and Other

(a) Name and address of
orgamzation
or gavarnment

Swain Co Pub Schis Swai Co
MS Hunters Safety Shooting
Tm135 Arfington Ave
Bryson Csty, NC_287313

(M EIN

56-5001118

190

(€} IRC Code section
i applicable

Swain County Schoot

to
{d) Amount of cash
grant

3,231

and Or izati

{e) Amount of pon-
cash

assistance

4,250

(£} Method of
valuation
(boak, FMV, appraisal,
other)

icost

in the United States

{u) Description of
non-cash assistance

Program matenais

() Purpase of grant
or assistance

outh Equipment,
[Hunter Safety Pregram

US Naval Sea Cadets El Toro
Battation2 245 Baranca
Parkway

Ireine,CA 92606

01-0899376

501c3

5475

o5t

rogram matenials

¥ outh Equipment

Perch Point Conservation
Club7930 Meisner Rd
Casco Townshin, M1 48064

38-6089741

501c4

5475

lcost

Program materiais

outh Equipmant

Riverside Co Schaols CA
Military Institute MS MS755
North A S¢

Ferms CA 92570

330708971

Catsfarma Milary

5464

lcost

P rogram materials

¥ outh Equipment

Monroe Co 4-H Shooting
Sposts Club30320 Bracken
Rudge Rd

Lewsyille, OH_ 43793

38-3701619

501c3

5,480

outh Equipment

Huron Pomnte Sportsmen
Assoc - SCTE Trap35600
28 Mile Rd

Leno MI 45044

38-1796075

S01c7

5,457

icost

Program materials

outh Equipmant

N Central Chapter Paralyzed
Veterans of Amenica209 N
Garfield Ave

Stoux Fals, B 57104

46-0359947

501c3

5,448

fcost

Program matenials

Freaining, £ Safety
Eauip

Amencan Legion North
Rarpsburg Post 1001225
Greenawait Lang
Harsisburg, PA_ 17111

231319935

501¢19

4,569

fcost.

[P rogram mateciats

raining, £d Satety
[ quip, Youth Fieid Day

Mariborough Fish & Game
Assocl Muddy Lane
Martborough, MA 01752

04-2069546

591¢7

4,395

1,047

ost

P rogram matenials

outh Equipment

Colvitle Valley 4-H Shooting
Sports Club260+-C Williams
Lake Rd

Colvie, WA 93114

20-4044689

Washiagton State Un:

3,346

2096

cost

iprogram matenals

outh Equipment

Touchet Gun Clubl43
Markham fd
Touchet, WA 99360

$1-6058300

3980

1,448

ost

I rogram materiais

fraiming, Bd Safoty
Equip

Lavaca Co 4# Shooting
Sports312 S La Grange St
Haflttsyille, T 77984

51-0672015

Texas AM Agntife £x

5,204

cost

Frogram materiais

outh Equipment

Crenshaw S MCIROTC
5010 Sauth 11th Ave
Los Angeles,CA_90043

95-5199182

Crenshaw High Schoot

5431

[Cost

Program matenas

outh Equipmant

Cherokee Area Council BSA
520 SE Quapaw
Bartleswille, OK_ 74003

73-0552381

561c3

5,408

cost

P rogram mateniais

outh Equipment

Nevark HS JROTC314
Granyille St
Newark, OH_43055

31-6400796

Newark City Schools

5404

Cost

Frogram mateniais

outh Equipment

Northern Westchester Rifle
Assocé Westminster Dr
Croton on Hudson, NY
10520

13-3240606

5,387

lcost

P rogram materiais

[Fraining, €d Safety
lEquip

Lowssana 4-H Foundation
326 Eighth St
Jonesboro, LA 71251

72-1367519

501c3

4,931

Cost

Pprogram matenais

outh Equipment

Seuthern Anzona Frrearms
Educators Inc5170 N
Campbell Ave
Tucson,AZ 85718

86-0730875

501¢3

4,019

1,351

Cast

Program materiats

[Traning, £d Safety
& quip

Big Horn Co CoOp Ext Sve
PO Box 601
Basin Wy 82410

£3-6000102

Unwersity of Wyomin

1411

3,920

lcost.

Program matenals

outh Equipment

Blue Rudge Mountains
Council B5A2131 Valley
View Blvd

Roanoke, VA 24932

54-0912706

S01c3

5316

lCost

Program matenats

outh Equipment

NOAAWIVA Sportsmen
Incorporated31367 Nocks
Landn;

Atfanuc VA 23303

352310780

50107

5,310

outh Equipment,
ange Devel/lmsrov

Great Outdoors Sports Apd
Firearms Educatian3564 N
Adrian Hwy

Adnan MI 49221

28-3586648

5,291

lCost

program matenas

outh Education and
[Fraiming

MGHS Aces Shooting Team
70 Box 85
Mulberry Grove, It 62262

27-3731807

501c3

2,500

ost

Ip rogram materiats

outh Egquipment

Fayette 4-H Shotgun Club-
PA1S Hightand Lane
Fairchance, PA_15436

25-1888119

501c3

5272

[cost

Program materials

outh Equipment

Bend - La Pine Sch Dist
LaPine HS NIROTCS1633
Coach Rd

LaPme, OR 97739

93-6000393

Bend-LaPine Schools

5,270

[Cost

P rogram materiais

outh Equipment

Bossier Fansh 4H Outdoos
SKills204 Burt Blvd
Benton, LA 71006

72-1295576

501c3

4534

lcost

Program materiats

outh Equipment

Hawan Refle Assoc1039
Kupau 5t
Kaitua HI 96734

29-0323525

501¢7

5250

outh Traming

Seminole Co Schaol Bd
Hagerty HS Army JROTC
2225 Lockwood Blvd
Oviedo, FL 32765

49-6000855

Paul 3 Hagerty High

5,250

icost

P rogram materiais

outh Equipment

Morgan Co 4-H Leaders
Advisory Committee914 £
Radl Rd

Fort Morgan,CO_80701

32-0225014

501c3

4,600

ost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Orange Glen HS NIROTC
2200 Glen Ridge Rd
Escondide, CA 92027

95-5001096

Escondido Union High

5,247

iCost

P rogram matenials

¥ outh Equipment




Form 890,Schedule I, Part II, Grants and Other

(a) Name and address of
orgamzstion
o gavernmant

Calescieu Ares Council BSA
304 Dc Michnal DeBakey Or
Lake Chartes, LA 70681

(e) EIN

720423606

191

(€} IRC Code section
+f apphicable

5013

o
) Amount of cash
grant

and Or

() Amount of non-
cash

assistance

4,790

(F) Method of
valuation
{book, FMY, sppraisal,
othar)

ost

in the United States

() Description of
non-cash assistance

program matenals

() Purpose of grant
or assistance

outh Equipment

Jaspar Youth Sheoting Sports.
Ass0c940 CR 278
lasper. TX 75951

45-2669978

501¢3

4,763

ost

Program matanais

outh Equipment

IWLA Mt Asry Chapter6642
Woodville R¢
MEAwy MD 217731

52-2106675

501c3

5222

ost

P rogsam materiais

outh Equipment

Somerset Area Sch Diste45
South Columbta Ave
Somerset,PA_ 15501

256004139

Somerset Area Schoaf

5,220

icost

lprogram matenats

outh Equipment

Davison Co 4H Club3200 W
Havens
Mitchell, 5D 57301

43-1575865

South Dakota State U

4,833

iCost

Program mateniats.

outh Equipment

Clemsaon Univ Abbevilie Co

4-H Shaoting Sparts 300

Brackett Hall Box 345702
n,SC 29634

576000254

Clemson Cooparative:

5201

ost

IFrogram matenais

outh Equipment

Betle Plaine Publc Schools -
ISD 716220 South Market S¢;
Belle Plaine, MN 55020

41-5008375

Balle Plame Public

1,945

3,246

Cost

P rogram materiais

outh Equipmant

Tok Junior ShootersPQ Box

Tok,AK 99780

920155764

5,182

outh Equipment

Hydro-Eakiy FFA Booster
Cluba 35 & 7th St
HYdro, 0K 73048

73-1225429

Hydro-Eakly Public S

5167

icost

lprogram materiais

outh Equipment

Dougtas Ca Fish & Game
League IncPQ Box 101
Superior, Wl 54880

5013

5,141

ange Devel/Improv

Meyersdale Area Sch Dist
309 Industrial Park Rd
Meyersdate, PA_ 15552

256004155

teyersdale Area Publ

5137

ost

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Comat Ind Sch Dist Canyon
Lake HS Army JROTC Hawk
Battafion8555 Ranch Market

4 32
Fischer, TX 78623

74-6001777

[comal Independent S

5113

iCost

lProgram materiais

outh Equipment

Ashdosm Trap Teami 73
South Locust
Ashdown, AR 71822

71-6621358

Ashdown §chool Distr

5105

ost

Program matenals

ange Devai/lmprov

Wythe Co Schools Wythe Co
Army JROTC1505 West
Spitter St

Wytheville, VA 24382

54-6001692

Viythe County Public

5098

ost

P rogram mateiais

outh £ quipment

2ion-Benton Township HS
MIROTC21st and Kenosha

Ret
Zion, 1L 60099

38-8004902

Zi00-Banton Township:

2,500

2,489

i ost

I rogram mateniais

outh Equipmant

Freedorm Pubhe Schools
Freadom FFA1138 Eagle

ss
Fresdor, OK 73842

73-1392974

Freedom Pubhc Schao

4,738

Tost

P rogratn mateniats.

outh Equipment

Jerome Sportsmen Assoc
3220 Jerome Hili Rd
Hofisopple, PA_15935

16-1773637

501c4

1,790

lcost

P rogram mateniats

outh Equipment

Sand Springs United
Methodist Church BSA Troop
1015335 5 Red Bud Place
Sand Springs, OK 74063

73-1602637

4377

Kost

PP rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Maywood Sportsmen’s Club
Inc700 N County Une Rd
Ebmhurst, 1L 60126

362131283

501c7

1,847

ost

Program mateniats

outh Equipment,
ange Devel/Improv

BPDE 2286 Boy Scout Troap
225433 32nd 5t

Glenwood Springs, CO
81601

84-0525149

50168

5047

lost

Program mateniats

outh Equipment

Alamo Area Friends of 4-H
Shooting Sports8735 Leop

106
San Antomo, TX 78263

27-3488130

5013

5054

o5t

P rogram matenals

outh Equipment

Marion Co School Board
Vanguard HS NIROTC7 MW

Ocala, FL_34475

596000734

Marion County Public

2,510

2736

icost

Pprogram matenals

outh Equipment

Redmond H6 MCIROTCE75
SW Rimrack Dr
Redmond, OR 97756

93-6000392

Redmond School Distr)

5036

ost

IProgram matediais

suth Equipment

The Mohave Spostsman Club
3155 G atman Rd
Golgen Valiey, AZ 86413

94-2791246

501ce

1.326

3702

iCost

P rogram matanals

[Range Devet/tmprov
[Equipment

Shanksville-Stonycreek Sch
Dist1326 Corner Stone Rd
Shanksyilie PA_ 15560

23-7036120

Shanksville-Stonycre;

5019

Cost

[P rogram materiats

outh Equipment

Gadsden HS6301 Hwy 28
Anthony, M 88021

856000313

5013

1,842

3476

st

rogram materials

outh Equipment

Van Wert Co Outdoorsmen
Assoc 1ac9085 Ringwaid Rd
VanWert,OH 45891

34-1700782

5016

ost

rogram matenals

outh Field Day

Vermont Bearhound Assoc.
1112 Whestock Rd
Sutton, VT 05867

861173346

4,375

iCost.

IProgram mateniats

outh Equipment
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Schedule J Compensation Information OMB No_1545-0047

{Form 990}

For certain Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest
Compensated Employees

2012

» G if the "Yes"” to Form 990, "
Depariment of the Treastry Part 1V, question 23. Open to Public
Intemat Revenue Service » Attach to Form 990. » See separate instructions, Inspection

Name of the organization
NRA FOUNDATION INC

52-1710886

Employer identification number

Iml! Questions Regarding Compensation

1a

9

Check the appropiate box{es) if the organization provided any of the following to or for a person listed in Form
290, Part V11, Section A, hne 1a Complete Part II] to provide any relevant information regarding these items

[™ Fust-class or charter travet ™ Housing aliowance or restdence for personal use
[ Travel for companions ™ payments for business use of personal residence
[~ Tax tion and ¢ o pavr 5 [~ Heaith or secial club dues or initiation fees

™ Discretionary spending account ™ personal services (e g, maid, chauffeur, chef)

Ifany of the boxes in line 1a are checked, did the organization follow a written pohicy regarding payment or
reimbursement or provision of alt of the expenses described above? If “No,” complete Part I1I to explain
Dhid the orgamzation require substantiation prior to reimbursing or allowing expenses incurred by alf officers,
directors, trustees, and the CEQ /Executive Director, regarding the items checked in line 1a?

Indicate which, if any, of the following the filing organization used to establish the compensation of the
organization’s CEQ /Executive Director Check all that apply Do not check any boxes for methods

used by a refated organization to establish compensation of the CEC /Executive Director, but explam in Part 111
™ wntten employment contract

[ compensation survey or study

[™ Approval by the board or compensation committee

I Compensation committee
[~ independent compensation consuitant
™ Form 990 of other organizations

During the year, did any person histed in Form 290, Part V11, Section A, Iine 1a with respect to the filing orgamzation
or a related organization

Recewve a s ance payment or chang f-contro} payment?

Participate 1n, or receive payment from, a al d retirement plan?
Participate in, or receive payment from, an equity-based compensation arrangement?

If“Yes” to any of lines 4a-c, list the persons and provide the apphcable amounts for each item in Part 111

Only 501{c)(3) and 50i({c){4) izati only must lines 5-9.

For persons listed in Form 990, Part VII, Section A, Iine 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the revenues of

The organization?

Any related organization?

If"Yes,” to hne 5a or 5b, descnbe i Part 111

For persons listed in Form 890, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the net earnings of

The orgamzation?

Any related orgamzation?

1f"Yes,” to hine 6a or 6b, descnbe i Part 111

For persons histed in Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization provide any non-fixed
payments not described in lines 5 and 67 If “Yes," describe 1n Part 111

Were any amounts reported in Form 990, Part VII, paid or accured pursuant to a contract that was
subject to the initial contract exception described in Regulations section 53 4958-4(a)(3)? 1f "Yes," describe
in Part 111

If"Yes" to ine 8, did the organization also follow the rebuttable presumption procedure described in Regulations
section 53 4958-6(c)?

Yes | No
1ib
2
4a No
4b | Yes
4ac No
Sa No
5b No
Sa No
6b No
7 No
8 No
2

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat No 500537 Schedule J (Form 990) 2012
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Page 2

Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employses, and Highest C

ees. Use duplicate copies if additional space s needed.

¥
For sach mawidual Whosa compensation must be 19parted in Schedule 1, raport Compensatian from the o7gamization on row L) a7 from related argamzations, described m the
instructions, on row 1) Do not Iist any sndividuals that are not hsted on Form 990, Part V11
Note. The sutn of columns (B):)-(ui} for each fisted indrvidual must aqual the total amount of Form 990, Part V1L, Section A, hne 13, spplicable cofumn (D) and (8) amaunts for that mdwidual

(A) fame and Title

£8) Breakdown of

V-2 and/or 1099-M

€ compensation

{€) Retirement and
other deferred

(D} Nontaxable
benefits

{E} Total of columns | {F) Compensation
(B0} reported as defesred

) sase ) Bonus & ) Otter
compensaton incentie reportabie compensation in prior Form 290
{LWilsan K PRips It [0}
() 400,397 89,213l 25,650, 108,377 26,955] 51,592]
{2Wayne L LaPerre [0)
Ex Offico (i) 672,385 129,767 31,180 98,144, 43,411 974,857

Schedute 1 (Form 990) 2012



Schedule J (Form 990) 2012
part II1
Complate this part 1o provide the

194

Page 3

informatio

Alsg complete this part for any additianal

1, SXPlanation, of AESCAPLIONS required o FArt 1, Unes 13, 18, 3, 4a, 45, 4¢, 54, 5b, 6, 4, 7, 404 8, and for part 11
format:

Identifier

Return Refarence

Explanation

1

ab

The 4577 service cost mcluded 1n deferred compensation for Wayne Labiarre was 84,821 and for Wilson H Phillips
Or was 96,783, as actuarally calculated under ASC 715 The NRA decides the bensft amount and imeframa for
vesting for each participant The 457fplan 1s also designed to supplement the current defined benefit plan where

curcent benefit Jaw causes low satios for some participants

I Column Bus Other reportable 30 taxable wages Includes 457b, auto, 3nd fife benefits

i Column C Includes the employer paid portrons of the NRA defined bensft plan, 401k plan, and 457¢ plan

T This argamzation relied or the processes of a related to establish oftop
officials, and such processes utiized a committee,
compensation survays and studies, comparabiity data, and ultimate approval by the board or compensation
committee

i

NRA takes 3 full transparency posture for executive compensation by disregarding the 10,000 per item exception

Schedute } {Form 990) 2012
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lefile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS ] As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493280001073]
SCHEDULE M z - OMB No 1545-0047
{Form 990) Noncash Contributions
»Complete if the organizations answered "Yes™ on Form 201 2
T 90, Part IV, lines 29 or 30, r
Department of the Treasury »’Attach t'o Form 990, Open to Public
Intemal Revenue Service Inspection

Name of the organization Employer identification number

NRA FOUNDATION INC

52-1710886
m Types of Property
{a) {b) () (d)
Check Number of contributions Noncash contnbution Method of determining
if oritems contributed amounts reported on noncash contribution amounts
applicable! Form 990, Part VIII, hine

ig

1 Art—Waorks ofart . . . .
2 Art—Historical treasures
3 Art—Fractional interests .
4
5

Books and publications P

Clothing and household

goods P
6 Cars and other vehicles . .
7 Boats and planes . . . .
8
9

Intellectual property . . .
Securities—P ublicly traded . X 7 29,709|FMV at gift date
10 Secunities—Closely held stock .
11 Securnties—Partnership, LLC,
or trust interests . . . .
12 Secunties—Miscellaneous . .
13 Quahfied conservation
contribution—Histornc
structures . . . . .
14 Qualified conservation
contribution—Other . . .
15 Real estate—Residential .
16 Real estate—~Commercial . .
17 Realestate—QOther . . .
18 Collectibles . . . . . X 231 4,353 350[Appraised or FMV at gift date
19 Food inventory . . .
20 Drugs and medical supplies .
21 Taxidermy . . . . . .
22 Histoncalartifacts . . . .
23 Scientific specimens . .
24 Archeological artifacts . . .
25 Others ( Inventory ) X 1 75,000{FMV at gift date
6 Otherw( )
27 Others{ )
28 Otherw ( )]
29 Number of Forms 8283 received by the organization during the tax year for contributions
for which the organization completed Form 8283, Part IV, Donee Acknowledgement . . . I 23 l 3

N

30a During the year, did the organization receive by contribution any property reported in Part I, lines 1-28 thatit
must hold for at least three years from the date of the initial contnibution, and which 1s not required to be used

for exempt purposes for the entire helding period? . . . . « . . . . . .. o 4« w0 e 30a No

b If“Yes,” describe the arrangement in Part I1

31 Does the organization have a gift acceptance policy that requires the review of any non-standard contrnibutions? 31 |Yes

32a Does the orgamization hire or use third parties or related organizations to sohcit, process, or sell noncash
contrbutions? . . . w L 0w s w e e e e e e e e e s 32a | Yes

b if"Yes,” describeinPartil
33 Ifthe orgenization did not report an amount in column (¢) for a type of property for which column (a) 1s checked,
describe in Part 11
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form $90. Cat No 512273 Schedule M (Form 990) (2012)
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page 2

Schedule M (Form 990) {2012}
m Supplemental Information. Complete this part to provide the information required by Part 1, fines 30b,

32b, and 33, and whether the organization 1s reporting m Part I, column (b), the number of contributions, the
number of items received, or a combination of both. Also complete this part for any additonal mformation.

l Tdentifier Return Reference Explanation

I 3 Reflects the number of contributors

i 18 Reflects the number of items received

1 25 Reflects the number of contributors

1 32a Donations of stocks /investments are sold by the Foundations
nvestment manager within 5 business days of receipt
Donations of firearms that will not be held in collections are
generally sold by outside auction houses

Schedule M (Form 990) (2012)
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Iefile GRAPHIC Erint - DO NOT PROCESS I As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493280001073}
e e —
OMB No 1545-0047
SCHEDULE O . |t fe 1285004
{Form 980 or 980-EZ) Supplemental Information to Form 990 or 990-EZ 2 01 2
" Complete to provide information for responses to specific questions on

a‘ef:\:v:z:‘n?ej evias:vy Form 990 or to provide any additional information. Open to Public

e Servic » Attach to Form 990 or 990-EZ. Inspection

Name of the orgamzation
NRA FOUNDATION INC

Employer identification number

52-17108886

identifier Return
Reference

Explanation

Form @90 Part V Line 1a b 1099 andfor W-2G forms are sent to non-cash prize winners at Friends of NRA events

Form 930 Part V! Section B Line 11b The Foundations 990 s review ed by 1ts external accountants and Board of
Trustees before t1s filed with the IRS

Form 990 Part Vi Section B Line 12c The NRA Foundation takes conflicts of nterest very serjously and utiizes a
statement of corporate ethics to monitor and enforce conplhance with corporate policies Annual filings must be
provided to NRA Office of the Secretary and review ed regularly and consistently

Form 930 Part V! Section B Line 15 The NRA Foundation relied on a refated organizations processes to establish
compensation of top management officials Such processes utlize a compensation commitee, independent
compensation consultants, compensation surveys and studies, comparabiity data, and ultimate approval by the
Board or Compensation Cormvttee

Form 990 Part V! Section C Line 19 Governing documents, audited finanacial staterments, and annual reports are
matled upon request The NRA Foundation does not make internal operating policies available to the general public
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SCHEDULE R Related Organizations and Unrelated Partnerships
(Form 990) * Complete if the organization answered "Yes" to Form 990, Part IV, line 33, 34, 35, 36, or 37.
> . > parate i
Degetent o he ey Open to Public

oo Soveao Savice Inspection

Name of the organization Employer identification number
RRA FOUNDATION THC

52-1719886
Identification of Disregarded Entities (Complete i the organization answered "Yes” to Form 990, Part IV, ime 33.)

@ ] © a e ®
Namme, adtress, and EIN (€ agplicable) of disrgariad entiy Prmary actviy tegal domicte (state | Towbcome | Endenf-yoar assets Biect controliing
or foreign country) entity

(L) NRAF Raffie - tndano's 1t LG Rafites e EZEFS
/0 Flesming Shage LLC 316 1 Alsboms
I 46204

indaanapolis,
275459756

(2) NRAF Raffle - Intanes 00 UL Raffios 0 The NRA Foundavon Ihc
o Fiamung Stage UC 310 1 Maboma

Indanapots, 1§ 56204

275459545

{3) NRAF Raffi - Indana's 0 Ui Raffies W e N Soumdatis i
/0 Fleming Stage LLC 310 1 Abama

Indanapots, 16 46208

275459765

&) RAF Raftis - Indinals 467 UC Rafiies & ST [The NRA Foundaton inc
/0 Flenving Stage LC 310 1 Alsbama

sdanapots, 1 4

27-5a50885

(B} NRAF Ratfi - tndzanas St i Raffies W [The NRA Faunaation Tnc
/0 Fleming Stage LLC 310 1 Alsbama

Suianapots, B 46204

6 NRAF Ratfe - tndrars 6 (L. Rarfies " The NRA Fomdation InC
/0 Fleming Stage UE 318 % Alabaina

fnduanapals, 1 46202

27-5460191

ification of Related T: pt Organizations (Complete if the organization answered "Yes” to Form 990, Part 1V, me 34 because it had one
or more related tax-exempt organizations duning the tax year.)
) ) ) %3] © ) 5]
Name, address, and £11 of roated organiatin Fnmary acuwity togat domicde (state | Exempt Qo section | Puble: charty status Orect contioling |Schon 512(6)
or Foreign counery) (i zackon S0L(c){3)) entty (13) controlied
Yes_| o,
T17 Natwonal GRS Asormton of Amarcs Famberg W ey o
14750 Waples Mil R i
Faufor, VA 22030
530116130
{2) NRA Special Contrution Furd Chantable ) 50103 Line: 7 NiA fia
70 ox 700
Ratan, 1 87740
227567530
(3} WRA Gl Roghis Defore Fand S W S e 7 Iy (3
11250 Wapsos b R
Fantax, VA 22030
$2.1135665
T4) NRA Frosdom Action Foundaton Chantabie 0 i e 7 3 T

11250 Waples il Rd

Fautax, VA 22030
261277941

For Paperwork Reduction Act Netice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat fe 50135Y Schedule R (Form $90) 2012



Schedule R (Form 990} 2012

199

Page 2
i of Related Or i able as a Partnership (Complete if the organization answered "Yes" to Form 950, Part IV, hine 34
because ¢ had one or more related orqamzatnons treated as @ partnership during the tax year.
@) ®) © @y © 0] @) ) @ 3 )

Horme, adgress, and €N of prmacy actwiy] tegat | drect Prodominont | Shareof | Share of Code V—UB! | Generol or | Pescentage
fates organzaton domicse]  controling total allocatons?  formount m box] rinaging | ownershi

(oo o wauty wnvelated, assets parner?

excluded from Schedule K-
country) o under (Form 1085)
sections 512+
5i8)
Yes | Ho Ve [
Part IV i of Retated Or ions Taxable as a Corporation or Trust (Complete if the organization answered “Yes" to Form 990, Part IV
line 34 because it had one or more related organizations treated as a corporation or trust during the tax year.
{2} b} o} {d) ] ) {a} (h} [0}
Name, addrsss, and €1 of Prinary ety tegal it contoting | Tyoe of entty | Share of toal | Share of end- | peicentac Section $12
ieiated organizasion domcie oty (< corp, $ ome of-yaar wwnerstip (B)(13)
(stete or forexgn <orp, ascets ontrofed
ity o wast) enty?
Ves o

Schedule R {Form $90) 2012
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Schedule R (Form 996) 2012 Page 3
[ZSXM Transactions With Related Organizations (Complete if the organization answered “Yes” to Form 990, Part IV, line 34, 35b, or 36.)
Note. Complate ine 1 1f any entity Is histed 1 Parts 11, 111, or IV of this schedule Yes | No
1 Duning the tax year, did the orgranization engage 1 any of the following transactions with one or more related organizations isted in Parts 1117
& Recaipt of (i) interest () annuities (i) royaities or (iv) rent from a controiled entity £ No
b Gift, grant, of capital contribution to refated organization(s) b | Yes
© Gift, grant, or capital cantribution from refated orgamzation(s) ic Mo
4 Loans orfoan guarantses to or for refated orgamzation(s) 7] No
@ Loaas or Ioan quarantees by refated organization(s) e No
 Dividends from related orgapszanan(s} 15 No
9 Sale of assets to refated arganization(s) o No
h Purchase of assets from related organszation(s) in No
i Exchange of assets with related organization(s} 3 No
5 Lease of facihities, equipment, ar other assets to related orgamzation(s) 1 No
Kk Lease of facifities, equipment, or other assets fom refatad orgamzation(s) ik No
' of services or or fundrarsing for refated ) E] No
m Performance of services of or fundraising by related ) i No
n Sharing of factlities, equipment, matfing fists, or other assets with rejated orgamzation(s) in| Yes
© Sharing of paid employees with raiated organization(s) o | Ves
» paid to reiated }for expenses ip | Ves
paid by related )for expenses g No
t Other transter of cash or property to rafated organization(s) ir No
s Other transfer of cash ot property from related organwzation(s) is No
2 Ifthe answer to any of the above Is "Yes,” see the mstructions for iformatian on wha must complete this hne, ncluding covered relationshios and transaction threshoids
[ [3) © [
Hame of cther organzaton Transacton Amount invoivest Mathott of determaniig amount involved
trpe fa-s)
L) Fationa) Rifle Aozt of Aeicn O (e e
125 Ratonat R Rerocatan of Amenca [ 700, GUECath ot
(3 Tatrnat R Assocition of Aments 3 3311, T06]Cash VA

Schedule R (Fom 990) 2012
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Schedule R (Form 990} 2012

Page 4
Unrelated Organizations Taxable as a Partnership (Complete »f the organization answered “Yes” to Form 990, Part IV, hne 37.
Provide the foliowing information far each entity taxed as a partnership through which the arganization conducted more than five percent of its activities {measured by total assets or gross
revenue) that was not a related srganmzation See instructions regarding exclusion for certaln savestment partnerships
) [} © () ] @ ) @ (] 0]
Hame, address, a0d BN of entty prmary actvty] legai | Predomnant | ave a patners | Shareof | Shamof | Diproptonate | Code V—UBI | Genermior | Percentage
domicle secton otal | end-ofyear]  afbcatons? | amountin | monagig | ownersp
{state or el ., S0L{eH3) nCOME assets. % 20 parner?
foregn | unceited, | organzatons? of Schedule
country) |exclated fiom 1
der tFam 1065)
section 512-
sy
Yes| to Yes Yo Yes Ko

Schedule R (Form 990) 2012
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Page§

[N Suppiemental Information

Complete this part to provide additional for responses to questions on Schedule R (see
1
Wentifier Return Explanation i
Reference |
v m Al grants made by the NRA Foundation to National Rife ASS0CIOtion are SUbJECT £a 3 SINNGEnt review procass requinng that they be mads and used onty for
lquabifiad charitable purpose programs



Additional Data

Software ID:
Software Version:

203

12000057
12.18.605.2
521710886

NRA FOUNDATION INC

Form 990, Schedule R, Part I - Identification of Disregarded Entities

@
Name, address, and EIN of disregarded entity

(b}
Primary Actwity

(e}
tegal Domicie
(Stat

e
or Foraign Country)

Total mcome

@
End-of-year
assets

Return to Form

¢
Direct Contralting

{TYNRAF Raffle - Indrana’s 15t LLC
/o Fleming Stage LLC 310 N Alabama
indianapolis, 1N 45204

27-5459256

Raffles

322,125

o

[Fhe NRA Foundation Inc

(2} NRAF Raffle ~ Inhana’s 2nd LLC
/o Fleming Stage LLC 310 N Alabama
Indranapolrs, 1N 46204

27-5459545

Rafffes

[The NRA Foundation Inc

{3)NRAF Raffle - Indsana's 31 LLC
€fo Fleming Stage LLC 310 N Alabama
Indianapolis, I 46204

27-5459765

Raffias

[The NRA Foundation Tnc

(4) NRAF Raffle - Indiana's 4th LLC
</o Fleming Stage LLC 310 N Alabama
indanapolis, IN 46204

27-5459895

Raffies

31577

The NRA Foundation Tnc

{S}NRAF Raffia - Indhana's 5th LLC
</o Fleming Stage LLC 310 N Alabama
Indianapolis, IN 45204

27:5460091

Rafffes

[The NRA Foundation Inc

{5) NRAF Raffle - Indiana's 6th LLC
</o Flering Stage LLC 310 N Alabama
Indianspolis, 1N 46204

22-546019%

Raffles

[The NRA Foundation Inc
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2/21/18, 4:03 PM

Schedule I
{Form 9990}

Department of the

Treasury
Interal Revenue Service,

W Information about Schadule I {Farm 990) and its instructions is at ww.irs.q:

Grants and Other A
Governments and Individuals in the United States

Complete f the organization snewered "Ves,” to Form 990, Part XV, line 21 or 22,

Objectd: 201443099349300814 - Submission; 2014-131-04 {

TIN: 52-1710886'

to Or

10

ttach to Form

990,

¥ {form9es.

OB Mo, 15950647

Fams of the organzation

i
52:1710886

I Genersl Infornmation on Grants and Assistance

* Does the organizaton maintain racords o substantia the amount ofthe grants or assistance, the grantees” gty for the orants of assstance, and
the selection critetia used to sward the grants or assistance?

2 Describe in Part IV the organization's procedures for Imonitsring the use of grant funds in the United States.

Bark 3%

Grants

‘and Gthar Assistance to Dom:

seeived more than $5,000. Past I can be duohcs{ed F adeiion & space is needed.

Complste if the

answerad "Ves' to Form 990, Part IV, hine 21, for any recipient that

(@) Name and address of [O= (€} IRC section  1(d) Amount of cash arant] () Amount of non~ | {f) Method of valuatior: (@) Description of {h) Purpose of grant
organization  applicadle casty {book, FMY, appraiss, non-cash assistance | or assistance
of government assistance other
) 53-0116130 50124 13,044,170 Couth Education, Range
11250 Waples ¥4} Road [Devel/improv
Faictax, VA_22030
@) 86-1331429 501c2 425,000 Irauth Programs
5255 Cancors plny § 51 335
Contord, NC_ 2802
@) 45-3159466 5013 41179 221,558 ather rogra materisis fouth Bquipment
100 County Road 131
Rising Star, TX_76471
) $4-0990300 501¢3 212,500 [Research Writng
727 East 16t Streat
Denvar,£O_80203
(5 736017387 fackwel pubtic Sch 24,150 180,591 fother rogram materials outh Equipmant
4 tlorth Main Suite 13
Coalgats, OK 74538
®) 59-1000186 501¢3 5,937 152,088 other rogram materiats fouth Equipment
2142 Shealy Orive
Gainesville, FL_32614
@) 36-d046269 591c3 150,900, fouth Programs
645 Main Street
Lander, WY 82520
@ 237367534 50163 133,905 293}ther togram materits Ivouth Equipment, Training
10 Mifes S/SW Hwy 64
Raton, 1M _87740
© 62-1712458 nfvarsity of Arkans 71818 38,431 Jother rogram materias fouth Equipmant, Range
2301 South University Devetfimprov
Little Rock, AR_72204
(10) 54-1603942 so1e3 100,000 econd Amendmant
3301 N Pt e 15163 ey
Artington, VA
an 54-0721630 501c3 1,796 82,858f0ther ragram materisis /suth Equipment
755 Roanoke Street Suite 16
VA 2407
2) 43-1513894 501¢7 Range Devel/improv
FO Box 3926
Poplar BIuff, MO 63501
13) 38-3737734 50163 20,024 39,269 oxner rogram materiols routh Equipment
7O Box 2614
105 Banos, CA 93635
(14) 23-7054309 501c3 55,000 iRange Devalfmprov
55 € San Joaquin St
Salinas, CA_93901
RE) 77-0226279 501c4 28,092 15,602 fother ragram materials fouth Equipment, Range
PO Box 1245 Devel/improy
Teft, CA 93368
8} 51-0172444 5013 14,983 35,256 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
50 Box 386
sariposa, CA_95339
17 34-1535007 so1ce 52,400 iRange Devel/Improv
900 Waterbird Way
wattinez, CA 94553
19 26-4006324 s01e3 59,000 IRangs Devel/Improv
1312 Akron Drive
Toun of Rome, Wi 54457
R 77-0057902 50163 41519 7,856 other rogram materiats Youth Equipment, Range
3270 Gitardi Road [Devel/improv, Training,
San Luis Dbispo, CA_ 93405 lEdu Safety
77-0414021 501c4 36,056, 12,541 fother rogram matsiats Youth Equipment, Range
312 Locust IDevel/tmprov, Teairing,
Ridgserest, A 92555 ledy Safety
@) 42-1613966 501c4 43527 IRange Devel/Improv
FO Box 780
tewistown, MT_59457
90-0635354 s01c3 48,000

{22)
2371 Palmer-Wasills Hwy
Wasiba, AK 99654

om/201443009349300914.1.£1663050¢8b620eebb05297094c0246818¢86138878a75hb6f777h55df
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23) 27-2037078 501c3 47,990] lRange Devel/tmprov
PO Box 786
tivermore, CA 94551
%) 73-1247606 s01c4 4918 29 982 [other rogeam materisls outh Equipment,
1000 W wilshire Bivd 201 [Training, Edu Safety
Oklahoma City, 0K 73116
{25) 95-1642363 s01e3 40,0001 2,841 fother rogram materiate fouth Equipment, Range
2417 M Street Ipevel/improv
Sokersfieid, CA 93301
@8) 35-0867962 501¢3 10,600 31,354 0ther rogram materials outh Equipment,
7125 Fall Creek Road North IRange/Facilities

¢ 4625
@) 45-6036621 0167 30,800 a,523fother rogram maserisls outh Equipment, Range
2051 12 Ave NE [Pevel/improv
Grand Forks, NO_55201
94-5036494 501¢3 11,639 27,570fother rogram materials fouth Equiptiient
ANR Building 225 Hopkins Road
Davis, CA 85616
29 94-6103086 501c7) 17,302 21,553 fother rogrom materials Range Devel/Improv
PO Box 3642
Earela, CA 95502
130} 52-1136865 s01c3 36,527 IDsfanse of Secand
11250 Waples Mif Road lamendment Rights
Fairfax, VA_22030
e 750900613 s01c3 36,224 f0ther rogram materiats frouth Equipment
401 Tascosa Rd
Amarillo, TX 79124
74-2586834 50163 13,795 22,315 {Other rogram materiats outh Equipment
2775 Hivy S0
Grand Junction, £0_ 81502
33 20-4410727 501c3 33,055 fouth Range/Facitites
90 Box 499
Juseph, OR_ 97846
134} 66-0024950 24,000 8,685[0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment, Range
PO Box 399 iDevel/improv
Fortola, CA 96122
25) 23-7165119 501 24,470 7928 fother rogram materiols fouth Equipment
Box 89
Porterville, CA_33257
(38) 77-0124221 501¢3 17,079 12,763 other rogram moterials /puth Equipmant
1 Wildeat Way
Tafe, CA_ 93268
3 32-0223579 5331 24,1230ther rogram mateials outh Equipmant,
£0 Box 151821 IRange/Facilities
By, NV 89315
(38) 95-3389286 50163 29,358 fouth Equipment
8696 Laurelwood Dr
Robnert Park, CA_94928
39) §1-0432486 29,300 lRange Devel/lmprov
PGBox 741
Scebey, MT_59263
(0 83-0278523 s01c 29,193 [Range Devel/improv
73 Riffe Range Road
Laramie, WY_$2073
1) 26-3830882 29,009 aining, Edu Safety
FO Box 1349
Horme, AK_99762
2) 94-2744590 5013 28,000, 760[other rogram materias oth Bquipment
70 Box 1264
Stotkton, CA_95201
(43) 366161799 50104 12,200 16,536 [Other rogram materials outh Equipmant, Range
0'Box 637 [pevel/tmprow
hatsworth, 1L 60921
(99) #5-3504226 28,708 IRange Devel/Impiov
7930 20 Amendsent Road
Ny 59445
63-0207929 | Spartanburg County S 28,502[0ther rograrm materiais fouth Eauipment
1420 Compton Bridge Road
Inman, SC_29349
(48) 93-0440589 501c7) 28,000 outh Eeuipment
50 Box 162
Baker Gity, OR 97814
736006405 | Okiahoma State Unive, 700/ 25,802 f0ther rogram matsriels fouth Equipmant
241 Ag Halt
Stilwater, GK_74078
) 29-0807227 013 25,000 1,383 other rogram materials Fouth Equipment, Rangs
710'S Hastings Way Facilities
Eou Claire, W1_S4701
47-0757048 s01¢3 21,338 4,716 Dther rogrom materials Rangs Devel/Improv,
58090 Spus 26 £ [Training, Edu Safety
Ponca, NE 68770
63605589 50163 26,032 [orher rogram materiafs outh Equipment
PO Box 1850
valley Springs, CA_95252
51) 95-6068013 50107 25,066 Jother rogram materils outh Equipment,
16232 Sequar Truck Teah Iraining, Edu Safaty
Alpine, CA_91991
{52) 39-6006368 Viflage of Shiocton 25,000 IRange Devel/improv
05684 Lake Park st
https:/fpr I 0m/201443099349300914 1..f1563062e8b6200ebh05287094¢0246816e88138878a75bb 617770 55dHHf Page 2 of 27
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221119,

Shiocton, WI_54170
(53) 86-0256634 Town of Chino Valley 25,008 IRange Devel/tinprov
1530 Vioss Orive
Chino Vailey, AZ_ 56323

86-6004791 state of Arizona 25,000 IRange Develflmproy
5000 W Carefree Fiighway
Phoenix, AZ_85086
(55) 68-0438378 24,815 {other ragram materials routh Equipment
B250 True Sportman Drive
Ione, CA 95640
R 59-6000530 | School Board of Brow| 24,715 other rogram materials routh Equipment
18600 Vista Park Bivd
Weston, FL_ 33332
%) 41-1429149 s01c3 5,519, 19,013[0ther rogram materils fouth Equipment
127 Queensbury
Foplar Grove I 61055
(s8) 83-6000111 Larsmie County 24,000 Range Devel/improv
310 W 19th Suite 300
Cheyenas, WY 32601
59) 94-3119458 501c4 22572 Range Devel/lmprov
§C Box 1949
Post Falls, ID_§3877
430652676 501¢3 22 120/0ther rearam materials Iouth Equipment
4568 West Pine Sive
St Louis, MO _62108
161) 92-0176097 501¢4 22,000 lRange Devel/mprov
52645 South Perks Highay
Talkestna AK_ 3957
94-3238441 501c3 21,713{Cther rogram materials fouth Equipmant
2551 Woaderaak Oaks Bivd
Rosevifle, CA_95747
83-9300535 501c3 12,878 8.810}other rogram materials outh Equipmant
2011 Fairgrounds Rd
Casper, WY 52604
(&9 55-0760755 5,234 13,045 fother rogram materials outh Equipment
PO Box 334
Eleanor WY_25070
©3) §8-0200627 University of Nevada 21,248 0ther rogram materials outh Eauipment
ox 728
Coflente, NV_62008
20-5742203 s01¢3 20,300 ey —
2511 N Loop 1694 W Suite 261
San Aatsrio, TX_76258
©7) $3-0207503 20,504] lrange Devel/Improv
eC Box 2240
Laramie, WY 82073
43-6044367 s01c3 18,545 1,785 [Other rogram maserials Ivouth Equipment
1110 S Coflege Ave
Salumbia, MO 65211
{69} 20-1794052 501c3 20,000 [Range Deval/Improv
1340 N Graps
Coquile, OR 97423
(70) 26-3786917 501c3 20,000 fouth Equipmant
232 Wikcox Road
TRy, PA 16947
58-1130945 Georgia Dept. of Nat] 20,008 fouth Equiprrient
2065 US Ry 278
Social Cicle,GA 30025
(72) 86-0114713 s01¢c4 19,940 Range Devel/Improv
Hiy 95 Adair Park
“ima, 785365
3) 83-0303231 51eq) 19,889 lRange Devel/improv
80 Box 713
Worland, WY_82401
04 §3-6000126 | Sweetwater County Pa 19,850 raining, Sdu Safety
73 cseite
Rock Springs, WY 82901
sy 92-6000078 | Anchorage School Dis 19,502 fouth Equipment
2909 West €6th Ave
Anchorage, Al 99502
75) 56-0795164 | Winston-Salem Forsyt 2,760 16,803 }0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment, Hunter
5240 Sullvantown &d fety Program
Walkertown, NC_27051
on 26-1832485 013 12,500, lRange Devel/Tmprov
5O Box 70669
Fairbanks, AK 99707
(79) 30-0446345 501c3 7.981 11,457{0ther rogram materials Ivouth Bquipment
1198 3rd St
Lvingston, MT_59647
79) 25-0965214 s501c3 3,045 18,038 other rogram materials outh Fquipment
1275 Badford Ave
Pittsburgh, PA_ 15218
(50 05-0542143 so1c3 19,000 fouth Competition
4810 Winchester Laop usport, Equipment
Anchorage AK_99507
81 94-6000398 Porterville Police D| 19,000 IRange Develfimprov
356 N O S
Fortaritle,ca 83257
(s2) 3§-2380381 5013 7,002 11,458[0ther rogram materiais fouth Equipment
b o d om/201443099349300914...f1566305ee8h629eebb05287094c0246816286138878275bb61777055dfHf Page 3 of 27
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2421119,

367 Wikd Horse Road
Arvada, WY_B2831
) 5-6000101 | Atbuquerque Public & 2,250, 15,805 {Other rogram materiah outh Equipmant
7801 Candelaris Rd NE
M 87110
45-4144419 17,300 533 [other rogram materials fouth Competition
101 Second Sireat Registration
Ugten, WY 82730
&) 770181953 | Sonora union High 5c| 17,828 [0ther Jogram materials routh Equipment
430 N Washington Street
Sonora, CA 95370
(86 43-0820586 Pettis County R-Y 5 17,753 other ragram materisfs ot Equipment
16215 Hwy H
Hughesvilte, MO_65334
@7 94-164165¢ s501c7 ©,600] 16,120[0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment
£Q Box 582
tincoln, CA 95648
(s8) 202481080 501c4 17,682 [other rogram materias fouth Equipment
£0 Box 1378
Awwater, Ca_95301
26-4097998 s501¢3 17,590 IRande Devel/improv
972 Granite Road
Conrad, MT 53425
(30) 51-0204519 501c3 4,406, 13,138 other rogram materials fouth Equipment
7101 Gulf Highway
Lake Charles, L4 70607
731132566 501cq) 1,750] 15696 Other rogram moterials fouth Equipment,
450 Jerry Black Lane ITraining, Edu Satety
Goldsby, OK_ 73093
) 726001305 | Terrebonne Parish Sh 2,384 14,878 [other rogram materials fouth Equipment
$O Box 1670
Hlouma, LA 70350
3 85-0325118 16,997 fouth Equipment
105 Sharps Ave
Clovis, WM 88161
(o) 256001034 | Greene County Dept. 2630 14,266 ther rogram materials fouth Eauipment,
107 Fairgrounds Road [Training, Edu Safety,
burg, PA 15370 Range Devel/improy.
(25) 52-1551307 | Tombstone Unified 5¢ 16,498 [other rogrom matesials outh Equipmant
1211 Yellowjacket Woy
Tombstons, AZ_85638
95) 59-6000660 Schoal Board of Hil 16,586 [Other rograrn materils outh Equipment
20150 Bruce B Downs Bivd
Tampa. Pt 33647
82-0459992 16,500 IRange Devel/improy
3029 W rwy 33
Raxburg, 153440
{28} 596000793 ‘Schaot District of | 16,340{0ther rogram materials outh Equipment
8301 Parker Avanue
Viest Palm Beach, FL_33405
{39) 23-7115691 501c3 12,252 3444 fother rogram materials outh Equipment
20 Box 362
Santa Maris, CA_93456
{100} 37-6000511 University of Hiinol 1,400/ 14,298 [Other rogram materials outh Equipment
201 B West Main St
arion, I, 62959
{101y 56-1151044 501c4| 15,528 [0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment,
PO Box 505 [raining, Bdu Safety
Cresdmoor, NC 27521
102} 38-1359086 501c3 300 15,274 Other rograim mateisls fouth Equipment
507 W Atherton Road
Fiint, 4148507
4oy 86-0749221 sty 11,664 3,841 [other rogram materils fouth Equipmant, Rangs
2675 Bixby Road (Devaifimprov
Globe, AZ 85501
80-0646988 501c3 11,841 3,643 [0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment
29018 Kind Rd
Stoutiand, MO_85567
£105) 27-0399591 501c3 6,059 9,388 other rogram maserials outh Equipment
5620 Noider Way
o, CA_95822
108} 42-6081192 5017, 10,081 5,335 ther rogram materials Youth Equiprent, Range
1209 Mecharic IFacilities
Osage, 1850461
{107) 56-6061230 s01c4 15,382 other ragram materials routh Equipment
£0 Box 120
Sanford, NG 27331
1108) 26:1277941 s01c3 15,242 ron-partisan voter
11250 Waples il Rd registration
Fairfx, VA 22020
(108} 94-1664553 s01c3 15,187 lother cogram materiais fonth Equiprent
4760 Thornton Ave
Fremont, €4_94536
{110} 83-0201971 s01c3 15,025 rauth Eauipment
1000 € University Ave
taramie, WY_82071
111} 62-6000820 | Rutherford County S| 15,005[cther ragrom materials routh Equipient
3345 Blaze Drive
Murfraesboro, TN 37128

©com/201443099349300914....{156305ee8b6292ebb05297094c0246816¢8613887Ba75bh81777h55df(f
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(112} §3-0007423 15,000 jRange Deval/mprov
&1 County Road 7WC
Cody, Wy_82414

83-6000079 Town of Meeteetse 15,000, [Range Devel/imarov
2044 State Street
Mastestss, WY 82433
(114 35-1866022 501c4) 14,926 [other rogram materiais fouth Equipment
12450 Shotgun Rd
Bakersfieid, CA 93311
(115} 20-5087123 14,614 Range Devel/improv
30 Box 401
Kingston, 1083839
(116} 93-0590938 501¢3 14,540 other rogram materials fouth Equipent
10507 N McAlister Road
ta Grande, OR 97350
117 91-1622046 501c3 12,000 2,511 fother rogram materials outh Equiprment,
1715 100th Place SE IRange/Faciliries
Everett, WA 98208
(118 84-0207556 59119 5,008 10,502 fother rogram materiats fouth EQuipment,
701 West 8th St Ischolarship, Training, Edu
Pueblo, CO 51003 lsatety
{119} 95-2788656 5013 25 14,337 {ther rogram materiats routh Equipment
16525 Sherman Way Unit C-8
Van Nuys, CA 81406
(1203 56-5000211 | Cherokee Caunty Schol 14,221 other rogram materials fouth Hunter Safety
234 High Sichoo Circle Program
Murphy, NE_28908
21 s4-6000808 Summit County 14,219 IRange Devel/improv
PO Box 68
Breckantidge, CO_30424
(122) 237188873 01c4 14,200 lhangs Devel/improv
FO Box 677
Haines, AK 59527
123} 35-6002041 50163 8,000 6,142 f0ther rogrom materials outh Equipment.
245 Timbercrest Roa
West Lafayette, IN_47906
(124) 11-3790543 504c3 6,505 7.230[0ther rogram materils fouth Eauipmant
O Box 611
Maristta OH_45750
125) 268612473 so1c7 14,000 raining, Edu Safety
48330 victoria Ave
idotna, AK_$9569
(126) 82-0453684 5013 14,000, Range Devel/Jmprov
0 Box 148
sewiston, 1083501
127} 26-1445293 | Nevada Systam of Hig 401 13,498 other rogram materials Iouth Equipment
5621 W Varde Way
Las Vegas, NY_89130
50-0558017 11,245 2,705fther rogram matarials outh Equipment
Dapt 5340 PO BOX 6050
Fargo, ND_58108
273722467 501c3 2,800 11,872fother rogram materials fauth Equipment,
6956 Aloma Avanue iEducation
Winter Park, 32792
(130} 36-3831877 501c3 10,303 3,527 [other rogram materials outh Equipment,
415 N Znd Strest IRange/Facilities
St Charles, 1L 60174
any 20-5203674 50163 12,485 1,309 [other rogram materials IRange Devel/improv,
5125 € 1175 North St fouth Equipment
Bloomingwn, [L_61705
(132} 22-2443260 so1c7) 3,650 10,103 [Other rogram materiats auth Equipment,
168 South Stump Tavern &d iTraining, Edu Safety
Jackson, NI 08527
(1333 §1-1545599 5013 13,892]other rogram materials routh Equipment
843 58 Dacotah Strest
Madras OR_97741
134} 45-3631757 50103, 13657 {0ther rogram materiats outh Equipment
3540 Pleasant il Road
Kissimemes, FL_34746
(135 20-1814971 50104 850 12,773 other rogram materiats outh Education
131 North Firehouse R
Lake Arthur, NM_85253
{136) 87-0212488 5013 13,593 [other rogram materials fouths Equiprent
748 North 1340 West
Orem, UT_ 84057
37 43-0635660 501¢3 33,502 fother rogram materiats foath Range/Faciities
1203 Pay Stsest
Columbia, MO_E5201
§138) 32-0009555 s01¢3 10,300 3,174 fother rogram materials fouth Equipmant.
1349 Blackwater fd
Chiflicothe, OH_4360¢
130} 52-6060855 | Seminole County Publ| 13,450 0ther rogram atetias fouth Eeuipment
801 King Street
Oviedo, FL_32765
{140} 91-2527256 s01¢7) 10,000 3,368 0ther rogram materils fsuth Equipment, Range
370 Chinook Valiey &d Ipevetopment
Chingok, WA 98614
26-0816361 13,299 0ther rogram materials fouth Equiprmant
110928 Rifle Site Rd
Mlitchett, NE_69357.
ps:ffer Ll om/201443099349300914 .f156: 97094c02. 13887827 5b06f777055d1ff Page 5 of 27
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(142) 510474 50tes| 3,000 10,170fother rogrorm materiats fauth Education
40 16th ave NE
\West Fargo, ND_58078
(143} 54-2598304 50163 13,043 [Range Devel/Imov
PO Box 771
Brigham City, UT_84302
(144} 7-5000715 wiashington Courty 13,000 [Range Develfimerov
197 E Tabernacie St
St George, UT 84770
(145) 74-6029385 |  Socorra Independant 2,728 10,278 [other rogram materiols fouth Equipmant
14651 Horizon Bival
£l Paso, TX_ 79928
{1463 55-6000403 | Mew Maxico Stata Uni 6,560 438 [0ther rogram materiats fouth Equipment
551 Washington Ave
Grants, {87020
(147) 27-1655901 501c3 4,359 8,577 [Other rogram saterlals fouth Equipment
PO Box 12355
College Station TX_77842
§148) 30-0119454 12,804 fouth Competition
11792 N Farm Road 231
Fair Grove, 065645
(149} 202195002 4,000 9,791 fother roararm masarials fouth Equiprrent
4178 Grimmersburg 5t
Fasmyille, NC_ 27828
{150} 56-1836965 501c7) t2,727fother rogram wateriols fouth Equipment.
1450 Goose Pond Road NE
teland, NC_28451
sty 54-3912706 501¢3) 12,664 0ther roarasn stsrials fouth Equipmant
2131 valiey View Blvd
Roancke, VA 24012

) 31-1712085 501¢3 12,580 Meaining, Edu Safety
3280 Shaltering Oaks Ct
Chico, CA 25873
(153} 27-3768198 501c3 2,000 18,812 fother rogram materials cuth Equipment
8315 B €M 1488 219
Magnolia, TX_77354
(154} 72-1283459 s61c3 300] 12,187]other rogram materials fouth Equipment
4419 Idiewild Road
Clinton, LA 70722
{155) 92-0118954 12,476 Rande Devel/Tmprov
Box 33012
Junsau, AK_99801
156} 820496336 12,450 Range Devel/Improv
50 Box 1342
Idaho Falis, ID_$3402
(157} 361967343 501c4 1,300] 11,127 other rogram materials fouth Equipment,
700 Nagier Road ITraining, Edu Satety
Plymouth, MI_48170
{158) 20-2793128 E 12,200 lRange Davel/Improv
1150 Kitty Hawk
Cedsr City, UT 84720
{1593 84-1015362 D17 10,850 1,458 jother rogram materials fouth Equipment,
831 CR 18 Training, Edu Safety,
Gunnison, CO_$1230 nge

59-6900715 50163 12,296 other rogram materials outh Equipment
427 W Noble Ave
Williston, FL_32636
(161) 231855082 so1c3 12,262 ather rogram materials fouth Equipment
630 Jonet Ave Suite B-114
Lancaster, PA_17601
(162) 77-0263875 5017, 12,241 IRange Devel/Tmprov
10400 Sonta Clara Road
Atascadero, CA 93422
11633 91-0501148 501c7) 5,000 7,186 fother rogram materials fouth Equipmert,
19615 £ Sprague Ave fTraining, Edu Safety,
Greenacres, Wa_39016 Rangs
1164} 22-0511139 12,136 0ther rogrsim raterils fouth Equipment, Range
#0 Box 393 [pevet/tmprow
Burley, 1083318
[ 59-6000998 | Weshington County Di 12,130[0ther rogram materiats outh Equipment
1545 Brickyard rd
Chigley, Pl 32428
(166} 74-2808128 501c3 12,006 IRange Devel/Improv
1515 Emerald Fiaza
College Station TX_77845
(167} 72-1367519 s01c3 12,094[0ther rogram materiaks Ivouith Equipment
326 Bighth Street
Jonesboro, (A 71251
{158} 44-6005830 University of Missou 12,078 [0ther sogram materisis fouth Equiprosnt
1220 Commerial St
Warsaw, MO_65355
(169) 23-7398926 5017, 12,008 fouth Field Day
14 Stafford Avenue
Marrisvilie, VT_05661
(170) 43-6093544 55119 12,000 Irangs Devel/improv
32733 MM Huy POBox 361
Warsaw, MO 65355
71y 58-1854373 12,006 routh Equipment
303 Buceks Dr
Gray. 1A 70359
ol com/201443099348300914,..166305ee80620eebb05297094c0246816e86138878a75bb617 770850 ff Page 6 of 27
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172) 56-2190051 1,200] 10,783 (0ther rogram materiats fauth Equipment
20766-C ST Martin Rd

lbamar 0
(173} 56-1937108 501e4 9,562 2,411 fother rogram materiats Irouth Equipment,
7O Box 4116 ischofarshio
Pinehurse, NC_28374
(174} 39-1847718 501¢3 11,950 fouth Equipment
B0 Box 447
Oconomowae, Wi _§3006
(175} 736069381 Saling Poblic School 700 11,245 [0ther rogram materials rouths Equipment
106 Elm
Seiting, OK_73663
{176} 231671700 | Dallastown Acea Schol 2,500 3,407 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
700 New School Lane
liastown, PA_17313
urm 54-1692033 501c4 11,900 fouth Education
202 Morton Strest
Orange, VA 22960
278) 73-0579250 50163 1,500] 10,295 other rogram materials fouth Equipmeent
£0 Box 2146
£nid, OK_7370%
79y 31-0929183 501c4 10,799 1.064[Other roaram materials routh Equipment, Training
2487 Ranfield Rd
Mogadors, OH 44280
{180} 36-6143508 501¢7, 5,000 225 {0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment, Range
7858 Preserve Road IDevel/tmprov
Waterman, IL_50556
{181} 55-6000763 West Virgunia Divisi 11,800 ‘outh, Edu Training
324 Fourth Ave Room 309
South Charieston, Wy _25303
(182} 45-1446811 2,246 ,530]other rograim materials outh Equipent
015 S 1som Road
Cass Grande, A2 55193
87-6212712 11,725 fother rogrom materials Range Devel/improv
Building 2731 Deer Run Road
tayton, UT 54056
(184} 26-429519% 501¢7 11,712 IRange Devel/improy
5.6 Box 93
Founsingir, M_§7035
(195) 720954686 5013 6,500 5,204 {0ther rogram fateriafs fouth Equipment
300 Grady Brit Drive
Alexandsia, L&_71302
(186} 94-3080625 501c3 11,873 fother rogram materials outh Equipmant
11725 Donner Pass Rt
Truckee, CA_ 95161
(157 42-6000855 | Semminole County Publ 185/ 11,483 |othar rogrom materials ‘outh Equipment
3225 Lockwasd Sivd
Oviedo, FL_32755
57-0564993 s01c3 2,712] 3.890]other rogram materisls Ircaining, Edu Safety
4204 Southern Breeze OF
Sokershield, A 93313
(189} 86-1026421 501c3 11,600 fouth Education
8925 £ Pima Center Parkway
Scottsdale, AZ 85258
{1303 25-1633576 5,000 6,576 Jother rogram materials ouths Equipment,
box 45 [Training, £du Safety,
Edinboro, PA 15412 Ranga Devel/mprov
{1913 94-6256847 so1c7 13,543 other rogram materials routh Range/Faciities
11296 Sanner Mountain Trait
Nevada City, CA_95853
(192) 01-0914545 s01¢3 3,287 2,168 fother ragram materlals fouth Equipment
100 Livaask Ste 202/County
Courthou
Coleran, TX_76834
(193) 26-5016085 501¢3 1,30¢] 10,063 [other regram matarials foutth Equsipment
Box 525 505U
Brookings, SD_57007
23-7287617 s501c3 1,950] 3,402 [other rogram materials fouth Equipment
310 Wast 19th Street 100
Cheyenne, WY 82001
(195 32-0249179 00, 10,521 Other rogram materials routh Equipment
402 W Washington Street W256
ndianapoiis, §_d6204
(196} 331211183 5014 13,329 fouth Education
RR3 Box 945 Wilcox Drive
oy, PR 16947
{197} 24-6000376 | The Pennsylvanis Sta 812 18,451 [other rogram materials fouth Equipment.
100 West Beau Straet
Washington, 415308
[ §0-0730260 s01¢3 11,250[0ther rogram matarisls fouth Eauipment
4528 Trescortt Drive
Orlando, FL 328173166
{199} 45-4986385 501¢3 11218 [0ther rogrem materisfs routh Equipment
17 fieno
Biy, Ny 89301
(200} 68-0371114 501c3 11,167|other rogram matarials fouth Equpmant
1 Grizzly Way
Granite Bay, Ca_ 95746
roaram materidls

0m/201443099348300814

f156306ee8b620eebb05287094c0246816e86138878a75bbEI777h55dfff
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(01} 45-6013206 2,000 3,148 other fouth Equipment
950 Gateway Dr
Grand forks, ND 59208
202) §7-0413591 5013 8,700 2,435other rogram materils Iouth Equipment
5435200 W
Welisville, UT_ 84338
(203} 91-0435648 3,419 7,862 0ther rogram maetiats fouth Equipment, Range
16408 Canyon Road & [Devel/improv
Puyaliup, W 98375
204} 51-0445539 501c3 11,035 0ther rogram materisls Iouth Equipment
12001 Sycamore Station Place
touisvile KY 40289
(2053 58-0218630 11,009, IRange Devel/Improv
385 Flynn Street
Sebastopol, CA_05472
206} 271150876 50163 9,602 1,300[other rogram materiais fouth Equipment
3G Wast Bridoe 5t
Blagkfoot, ID_83221
207} 237361568 s01c4 10,929 outh Training
314 E Highland Mal Bivd Suite
30
Austin, TX_78752
208} 64-5009595 | Bay St Louis-Wavelan te,a95fother rogrem materials ‘outh Equipment
750 Biue Meadow Road
Bay St Louis, MS_39520
4209} 56-2613547 s01c3 10,884 (outh Camp Registration
10273 Harmpton D
Anchorage, AK_99507
(210} 84-1214011 501e3 2970 2.995[0ther rogram materials outh Equipment
502 County Rd 20
tongmont, €O 80504
@11 371392003 19,862[other rogram materials [routh Equipment
6125 € 1175 N Rd

i 61705
(2123 27-4251103 10,853 {other rogram materials Couth Equiprment
13900 S Hwy 196 South
Dayton, TX 77535
213} 72-1029299 501c3 10,812 other ragram materials fouth Equipment
2430 Louisiana Ave
iuteher, LA_70071
{214) 77-0008419 3,825 6,898 fother rogram materiais Ieuth Equipmant
572 South € Street
Exeter, CA 97221
(215} $4-6036700 5017 10,730, IProgram Registration
2355 Us Hy 180
Alamoss, €O 81101
(216} 20-3598939 3,562 7,142 [0ther rogrom materials outh Equipment
13380 Promise Road
Mobridge, SO_5760%
@17 760658535 10,634 outh Equipment
4209 Adonis Dr
Spring, TX_77373
218) 94-6000355 1,179] 9,453f0ther rogram aterials fouth Equipment
138 Fox St
ore, CA 93245
(219 76-0518691 10,614 [other rogram materiais fouth Equipmant:
6018 Gypresswood Green
Spring, 7X_77373
77-0309563 fother rogram matariats fsath Equipment,
14800 ficoh Way leducation, Fieid Day
Bakersfield, CA_93314
Qa1 74-6260854 s01¢3 10,568, fouth Equipment
1898 Rittiman Rd
Sping Branch, TX_78070
222) 915058415 5017, 10,516 fother rogram materials fouth Equipent
£0 Box 19887
Spokane, WA_29225
223) 27-1481071 50103 10,508 routh Training
Sox 368
Nome, AK_59762
229) 59-6000771 | Schoot Board of Oran 43 10,955 Other rogram materials fouth Equipment
555 W Mastin Street
Apopka FL_32712
254 72-1296207 50163 402 10,050 fother rogram matariafs fouth Equipment
1010 Lafayatme St Ste 325
tatayetre, LA 70501
(228} 94-6002768 |  Sutber Union High S 10,432 fouth Equipmant
2665 Acatia St box 498
Sutter Ca, CA_25982
(227) 20-5773227 5013 10,346 fouth Training
20 Box 681
teridian, ID_§3680
(228} 760748149 10,285 Range Devel/Improv
654 Yowa Bench
Qanton, MT_59430
(229} 72-1426708 501¢3 5,000 5,280 [Other rogram materials fouth Equiprment
1202 Homer Road
Minden, LA 71055
(230} 45-0380976 1,960] 307 fother rogram materials [vouth Equinment

m{201443099349300914 ..f156305008b6292ebb05297004c0246816286138878a75bb6f777055d{f
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ox 141

Buffalo, NO_58011

64-6000320 | DeSoto Caunty School 10,227 0ther rogram materials Youth Equipment
3360 Chureh Road
Horn Lake, M5 _38637
(232) 35-1071685 Attica Consolidated 1,8%0] ,324[0ther rogram materials fwth Beipment.
205 & Sycamere St
Attica, i 47918
@33 20-3952665 50103 5,1091 5,118 Other rogram materils fouth Equipment
$0 Bow 615
inol, 556702
(234) 75-1605975 5013 10,204 fouth Equiprrient
630 S Oakes
San Angelo, TX_76903
(235) 92-0449859 501c7) 8,995 1,202{0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment,
1873 W tiles Ave fTraining, Edu Safety
Hayden, 1083835
{236} 94-1253111 501¢3 326 9,861 {0ther rogram materiats routh Education
64144 Hume Lake Rd
Hume, CA_93628
237) 95-2476513 5,427] 4,710 other rogram matsrials fouth Equipment
502 North Norina Street
Ridgscrest, CA_ 93555
2383 06-1002416 5013 384 1,745 other rogram matarials outh Equipment
¥ 0 Box 75¢
North Haven, CT_06473

74-6001544 Fayette County| 10,125 fTraining, Edu Safety
1646 N Jefferson
LaGrangs, TX_ 78945
(2403 20-163323¢ 501c3 10,112 other rogram wateriats fouth Equiprient
1017 Meng Drive
Fore Margan, CO_80701
(2413 52-1382414 501¢3 5,000] 5,103 other rogram materials Ivouth Equipment, Range
3570 NCo Co Rd 33 IDeves/tmprov
Tiffin, OF 44893
242y 56-1164319 5013 2,106 7,985 orher rogram materiais fouth Education
22423 Magkiand Avenua
Hoywiard, CA_94541
(243} 34-2052090 50104 10,985 fGther rogrom materiais routh Equipime
£O Box 682
Bismarck, ND_58562
(244} 45-0459950 501c3 10,015, lrange Devel/impror
70 Box 1

ton, ND_58075

74-6079563 501c3 10,007 0ther rogram materials outh Equipment
2226 MW Military oy
Sen Antonio, TX_78213
(248} 63-6001081 Atabaster ity Schao| 10,805 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
100 Wardor Drive
Alabaster, AL_35007
(247) 81-0377485 10,003 outh Equipment
1113 10th Ave SW
Great Falls, MY_534043320
(248) 20-8507208 so1c 10,500 [0thar rogram oaterials outh Equiprent
2436 Tanser Bridge Rd
Jsffersan City, 1065101
249} 03-0545102 501c3 10,000, fouth Education
5308 Valley Ridgs Plaze
Middleton, i 53562
(250} 20-5927945 10,000, fouth Equiproent, Training
100 Sherrod Ml Rd
Edinboro, PA 16412
{251} 35-1046434 501¢3 10,000 lFund Gun Makers Hail
0 Box 67 ollege seholarshins
Friendship, IN_47021
252} 45-5081196 10,000, Range Devel/Improv
2212 HWY 55 Box 563
Denison, 14 31442
(@53) 54-1413782 50103 10,000, lpublic Safety Memorial
2301 West Main Street
Richmond, VA 23220
(254) 81-0583399 s01¢3 10,006 Range Devel/lmprov
PO Box 581
Xearney, NE 688489581
(258) 74-2570649 7761 9.155fother rogrom materiaks fouth Equiproent
100 W Buck SteetSuite 10§
Caidwell, TX_77836
(256} 55-6000500 School Board of Alac| 3,509 other rogram materials fouth Equipment
1900 NW 13th Street
Gainesville FL 32609
@57} 26-0274526 University of Tennes| 9844 fouith Equipment
315 Anderson Drve
Paris, TH_35242
(238} 84-6000545 Colorado Dept of Hig| 3,843 5,965 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
700 Colorado Streat
Springlield, CO_81973
{250} 23-7445730 5013 7,720 2,008 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
1413 Whitburn Dr
Columbia, MO_65203

il d m/201443099349300914, ..F 970940246816 138878a75bb6I777055dtf Page 9 of 27
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280
208 Everhar Terrace Bidg A
Corpus Christi, TX 78411

74-1142088

501e3

213

9,592

ther

rogram matarials

C3 PM

2/21/19,

(outh Equiproant

(261
2665 Acacia Avenue
Suttar, CA 95082

68-0376555

Sutter Union High Sc|

1,218

ther

rogram materials

‘outh Equipment.

{262)
3860 Newton Rd
Commerce Twp, MI_45382

38-1396998

56104

ther

rogram materiats

fouth Equipment,
[Tesining, Edu Safety

(@83
1708 Bouider Rd
Gatlup. NM_87301

20-8629141

soted

ther

ragram materials

Ivouth Equipmant:

{264)
511 W Business Park Orive
Shelton, WA 98584

91-6036650

501¢3

ther

rogrom snateriats

fouth Equipment, Range
Ipeveiftmprov

1290 E 5400 5
Ogden, UT_§4403

87-0212550

501¢3

fouth Range/Facitives

(256)
250 West Mayes
Dixon, CA_ 95670

94-5095620

501¢3

1,510

ther

rogram materiats

Irouth Equipment

2951 Waterford Road
Mariants, OH_45750

27-3207875

9,474

ther

rogram rosteriats

fouth Equipment

{268)
8301 1§ University Street
Sooria, L 618614

37-6001759

Peoria Schoot Distri

w

ther

rogram materials

[routh Equipment

269)
800 Hammond Blivd
Jacksonville, FL_32221

27-3118187

seic3

9,360

fother

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

@70
O Box 381
Champaign, Tt 61824

37-3497591

501c3

6,100]

3,255

fother

rogram matariais

fauth Equipmant,
lEctucation

{271}
PO Box 548
Woodiand Park, GO 80963

27-2758967

501¢7|

5,344

IRange Devel/Improv

{272}
555 Mighiands Road
Westgliffe, CO_§1252

74-2498946

501¢3

9,343]

fouth Sponsorship

@
2401 Louanna
HMidand, MI_48540

20-0328562

1,008

8,322

ther

rogram materiars

[Training, Edu Safety,
fouth Bquipment

{274}
851 E Sroadway
Andrews TX_78714

37-1573987

501¢3

9,328]

ther

rogram materiats

routh Equipment

{275}
19165 Jamestown Road
Jamastown, CA_95%27.

5$-0378346

501¢4]

9,306|

ther

rogram materials

routh Equipment

{276}
300 Brackett Mall Box 345702
Clemson, SC 296345702

57-6000254

Clernson University

2,27

ther

rogram materials

routh Equipment

@77
4711 County road 1-2
Swanton, Off 43558

27-1866396

‘Ohio State Universit|

93,2731

ther

rogram materiafs

fouth Equipment

5419 Okt Stage Rel
Fairmont, NC 28340

56-6001104

Pubiic Schaols of Ro

9,254]

ther

ragram materials

fouth Equipment

(27}
1951 § Orange Slossam Trail
Apopia, FL_32703

56-0624376

50103

7,274

1,944]

rogram matarials

outh Equipment

{280,
13155 Almond Ave
Fonmna, CA 52337

95-6001357

Fontana Unified Scio

ther

rogram maerials

outh Equpent

Qs1)
O Box 148

W 37191

850323115

501c4]

8,556

16|

ther

rogram materiats

fouth Education, Training

{282)
47 3t Nichotas Rd
Wappingers Fails, NY 12590

14-1625139

501c7]

9,129}

lother

ragram materials

routh Equiprasnt

{au3)
520 Cayote Run
Sureka, MT_53917

27-1148889

outh Equipmant

(284
4005 Capitol Street
Hony, (A 71449

72-6001178

taw Enforcement Dist]

B,569]

36,

fother

rogram smaterials

lRange Devel/tmprov

1285}
404 Jaryis Plantation Rd
Dobson, NG_ 27017

27-0858755

501e3

92,1001

fouth Education

(288}
1020 Vincannes St
N Albany, IN_$7150

35-6005953

Hew Albany-Floyd Cou

9,080

fother

roqrarm materiats

fouth Equipreant

@87
310 € 2nd.
Wichita KS 67202

20-5044499

501c3

2,677

fOthar

rogram materials

foath Equipment

88y
1702 HWY 17
Bartow, FL_ 33831

59-2481764

501c3

2,994/

cher

rogram materials

routh Equipment

{289}
450 Stare Hiwy 123 North

20-3877150

501c3

m/201443099349300814 .

2,815]

-156305ee8b629eebb05297094c0246816086138878a750b6f777b554fff

ther

rogram snaterials

routh Equipment
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Seguin, TX_78155

214

G3 PM

22119,

{290}
2828 fsel Dr
Sandy, UT 840923448

26-3626745

2,005

Ranga Sevsi/Improv

(291
0 Box 310
Gardiner, MT_ 59030

§2-0530630

5013

5,958 0ther

rograc materiats

(outh Equipment

@523
3660 Thousan Oaks Suite 126
San Antonio, TX 75247

74-2605516

501c3

3,751

5,181 fOther

rogam materials

outh Equipment

@93
2093 Ussery Rd 5
Clarksvilie, TN 37040

62-0714744

Casksville-Montgome|

5,933 fother

rogram matarials

fouth Eauipmant

{294}
318 Fourth Ava
Warren, PA_18385

22-£$76300

5013

8812

7elother

ragram materials

Rangs Devel/improv,
fouth Equipmant

(295)
3000 Lynden-Birch Bay Rd
Custer, WA_98240

91-6054547

501¢7|

500,

389 [0ther

rogram materials

‘outh Equipment

(298)
216 € Center Streast
Tusumcars, Ni4 8801

51-0202441

5013

3,595]

5,237[0ther

rogram materials

(outh Equipment

297)
1420 Bohem Jane
Parma, 1D 83506

82-0385233

561c3

8,752

[Range Devel/improv

298)
386 1 200 W
Pendon, UT 84325

27-1677252

s03cq]

6,213}

fother

rogram materiats

IVouth Equipmant

{299}
3049 Jefferson Ave
vashington, PA_15301

23-0403417

501¢3

4,913]

3,778 [other

ragram materiais

fouth Equipment

{300}
512 California Ave
tibby, MT_59923

81-6001387

Lincoln Cosnty

8,650

IRange Deval/impiov

301)
29985 Horseshoe Rd N
Independence, LA 70443

72-1296847

s01e3

2,785 0ther

rogram materiats

fouth Equipment

302)
1165 Main
Vega, TX 78092

75-2526526

501¢3

8,538 Other

rogram materials

fouth Equiprent

{303}
3301 Taylor Road
Loormis, CA 95850

45-3462917

8,577 fother

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{304}
2923 W Rauch Road
T 145182

27-3834585

501¢3

8,577[0ther

‘cogram materiats

fouth Equipment

305}
1 Sparten Lane
Lewisburg, WY_24901

55-8000221

‘Greenbrier County Sc|

2,000]

6,543 [other

rogram materiais

(outth Equipment

{306}
501 N Guikana
Palmes, BX_99645

92-6000034

Matanuska-Susitna B0

8,500

fouth Exuipment

307)
34700 Rod Gun Chub Rosd
Sedalia, MO 65301

53-6071368

5,494]

IRange Devel/Improv

(308
1733 Owasippe Rd
Twin Lake, Mi 49457

45-4003240

s01c3

8,457 [Other

rogracn materiats

outh Equipmant.

(209
49 Cleveland 5t
Paris, MO 65275

436002637

Paris R-f1 School Ol

5,460 [other

rogram mstarials

[vauth Equipment.

{310}
10873 Hwy 87
Jesneratte, LA 70544

20-1773401

5013

1,260

7,156 other

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

227 Park ave
Eaton, CO_809615

42-1741110

5,412

outh Equipment

312)
4444 Primrose Lane
Joneay, Wi 53039

39-1284955

s01¢7]

8,400]

Ranga Davel/Improv

{313}
914 & Railroad
Fort Morgan, 050701

32-0225014

501¢3

1,950

6,435 [Other

ragram materials

fauth Equipment

314
3221 Jerome Hill Road
Holisopple, PA_ 15933

16-1773637

501¢4]

8,368

[Renge Devel/improv,
fouth Equipmant,

315}
Nutmeg Court
Circleyiie, OF 43113

30-0047031

Ohio State Universit

2,114

6,254 0ther

rogram materiais

outh Equipment

(316)
175 4 2575
Amarillo, TX 79108

75-2237266

.334[other

ragram materials

(outts Equiprrient

{317}
6769 W Rermuda Dr
Peoria A7 85383

86-0212950

s501e4]

,334[Other

rograrm siaterials

fouth Education, Training

{3184
2100 Summerfield Road
Winter Park, Ft. 32792

59-3108692

501c3

8,331 [other

rogram materisie

foutth Fquipment

{319}

91-6054695

501¢7|

m{201443099348300814 ...156!

8,323}

bbO!

97094c0246816

1

Range Devel/Improv

8a75bb6{777055dfft Page 11 of 27
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215

272119,

27005 Gun Club RA
Davenport, WA 99122
(320) 94-2791246 s01c4 5,356, 2,867 fother rogram materiais fouth Equipmant, Range
3155 Oatrman Road [Devel/Tmprov
Golden Valley, AZ_§5413
(321 56-1396891 501c4 1,390] 6315 [other rogram materiats irouth Equipment
1820 Camp Easter R4
Casthage, NG_28374
322} 33-1097436 8,296 ther rogram maseriats fouth Equipment,
53 Reese Rd iTraining, Edu Safety
s A_18655
323) 01-0360214 017 9,293 lrangs Cevel/tmprov
256 US Route 2 West
Wilkon, ME_04294
94-2581375 501c4 160! 8,124 f0ther rogram materiols fouth Equipment
PO Box 66132
Stotts Valley, CA_ 950676132
325) 72-0408954 50163 8,282 [other rogrom materials fouth Equipment
4200 5-1+10 Sarvice R w
Metairie LA 70001
226) 47-0596980 501¢3 8,250 Rande Devel/Improv
10301 § £34th St
Bennet, NE_68317
3273 94-1144201 8,230}other rogram motrials fouth Equipment
535 Barclay
Craig, GO _B1625
3128 95-2119402 5017 625 7,590 ther rograrn materials Irouch Equipment,
FO Box 26027 [Training, Edu Safety
a0 Diego, CA 921960027
(329} 351787313 501c7 2,319 s 527[other rogram materisls routh Equipiment
876 south State Road 57
Petersburg, IN_47567
(330} 85-80129023 Holmes District Sehol 8,135 0ther rogram materisls fouth Equipment
835 West Hwy 90
Bonifay FL 32425
{331} 35-6061553 50167 2,750 5.379{0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment
#0 Box 2511
Richmond IN_47375
(332) 73-8021019 urant Schools, 72 7001 7.420[0ther rogram materials fouth Equipmant
950 Gerlach O
Surant, OK_ 74701
(333} 930500430 5013 9,675 other rogrom materials fouth Equipment
3406 Paltn Beach Blvd
Fort Myers, L 33916
334} 25-3079972 6,734 1,342 other rogram materiats fouth Equipment, Range
17 Cauldwel Drive [pevei/improv
i 26201
(335} 94-6000543 County of Yuba 7,757, 298 {other rogram materiats (outh Equiprent
915 Bth Strest Suits 127
Maryseile, C& 95903
{336} 521450532 5,036 orher rogram materials Irouth Programs
2350 Rt 275
Richburg, NY_14774
) 84-1154201 8,000 oliege Schofarshic
4521 County Rel 7 Pprogram
Craig, €O_81625
61-1623227 1281 7,842 other rogram materials fouth Equipment, Huntar
1650 Trails £t afety Pragram
Greenville, NC_27858
35-2310780 501c7) 556 0ther rogram materials fouth Equipmant, Range
30518 AT 175 IDevel/improv
New Church, VA_23415
(340, 39-1184320 5013 7,970 fother rogram materils fouth Equipment
2555 Nosthern Ave
Appleton, W1 54912
3413 36-6005471 Freeport School Dist] 2,800, 5,160 Other rogram materfls fouth Equipment
701 West Moseley Street
Freeport, T _§1032
(342) a7-1257834 7,950, IRange Devel/mprov
11500 Minuterman Road
warion, IL_62959
(243} 73-1550408 | Okfahoms State Unive| 1,409] 6,347 0ther rograrm materishs Couth Equipment
AR 2'80x 728
Weliston, OK_ 748819639
(344} 31-6049329 501¢3 7,914, Range Devel/Improv
3504 Bavis Lane
Ciacinnati, OH_45251
43-6004217 | Community RVI Schoa 7.893]other rogrem materials outh Range/Fachites,
35083 Hwy 88
Laddonia, MO_63352
(3463 20-8074204 s501c3 7,882 {0ther rogram maserials fouth Bquipent
50 Bor 162
Celedonia, M1_39516
42-1682803 3,000 4839 [0ther regram materials fouth Equipment.
5475 Ariline Rd
Arlington, TN_38002
(348) 31-4421379 501c3 7834 ]0ther rogrom materiafs routh Equipment
734 Moorehead Avanus
Zanesvile, GH_43701

m/201443099348300914,..156305008b6200ebb05297094c0246816286138878a75bb6(777h554fff
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216

03 PM

22319,

(349} 45-0967875 501c3 7827] fraining, Edu Safety
1601 Lomita Way
&t Dorado s, CA 95762
(350} 65-6075766 s01¢3 3,386 4,925 fother rogram materiats fouth Equipment
401 Fairgrounds Rd
Mamogordo, Nt 88310
@ 00-511263¢ | Johoston County Boar 825 6926 f0ther rogram materials fouth Equipmant
101 Dt Donnie Jones Bivd
Brineeton, NC_27569
{352) 25-1484090 5017 7,750 Ikange Deval/improv
592 Pony Farm Road:
Kittaoning, PA_ 16201
45-4100169 7,787[other rogram materiais outh Equipment
16470 £ TS Ave
Fuiton, M1 4952
(354} §7-0212460 s01c3 7,743 other rogram materials outh Equipment
525 Foothil Bivd
Salt Lake City, UT_84113
(355) 72:5001375 | Tangipanoa Parish Sh 7,728 f0ther rogrom materials [Trairing, Edu Safety
15475 Club Deluxe Road
o 9, LA 70403
{3363 02-0456680 5017, 2,900 4,325[0ther rogram materiais IRange Devel/improv
117 West Road
Canterbury, NH_032240202
357} §5-6000842 State of West Virgin 7:720fother rogram materials routh Equipment.
261 Health Center Drive
Ynior, Wy_24983
359) 93-0383620 50ic3 7,703 [Other ragrem materials fouth Equipment, Range
3039 Harley Road (Devat/improx
Cenpret Roint, OR_97502
e 93-6031916 s01ca 1,972] 5,721 [other rogrem materials Range Devel/Imoros,
2535 East Highway 126 [training, Edu Safaty
Fowel Butte, OR_97756
1360} 22-7226745 501¢4 5,140 2,540 other rogram materials fouth Equipriert
3960 N Usery Pass RD
Pesa AZ 85207
(361} 25-1139869 s01c4 1,500 6,127 lother rogram materists couth Equipment, Trsining
181 E Main St
Columbus, PA_18405
362} 22-2541482 7,805 [Other rogram materiss fsuth Equiprment
170 Porters Corners Road
Greenfieid Canter, NY_12833
(363} 52-6056015 501¢3 2,601 fother rogram materiats fouth Equipment
708 Agricuttura Canter
Westrinster, MD_21157
(384) 750454514 |  Harris County Consta) 7,606 Hcaining, Edu Safety
5290 Griggs ke
Houston, TX_77021
{365} 14-6009635 Village of Hudson Fa 7,509, fauth Education
218 Main Street
Hudson Falls NY 12833
(366} 26-01068560 501¢3 460, 7.104fother rogram matriats fouth Equipmant
2825 Santa Fe Ct
Missoula, MT_59508
(367} 43-6002089 Louisiana &-2 Sehoo] 7,564 k0ther rogram materials outh Equipment.
321 W Georgia St
Louisians, MO_63353
{388) 25-6004155 | Mavarsdale Area Scho, 5,008 2.560k0ther ragram materials fwth Competition
308 Industrial Park Rosd upport, Equipent
Meyersdale, PA_15552
69) 56-6000993 501c3 7,559 [other rogram materials Iteuth Equiprment
285 Cougar Drive
Southgort, G 28461
(370) 36-3911066 5013 7,555 outh Range/Faciities
11 W Hillgrove Ave
1aGrongs 1 60525
&) 36-5142756 7,551 fother rogram materials ffraining, £du Safety
3441 5 Brookville Rd
Folo,IL_61064
372} 39-6000596 | Adams Friendship Sch 7,544 [0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment
1619 Hwy 1
Frisndship, W 53934
373} 72-0829057 501c7 7,533 routh Equipment
1393 Hwy 943 N
A 70346
@74 452152619 6,468 1.052other rogram materials outh Equipment
2734 Dixie Dr
Newberry, SC_22108
a75) 81-6522802 s01c3 2,57 4,835 [Other rogram materils fouth Eqipment
100 W Custer Averue
Relena, MT_59602
76} 262540208 s01c3 7,500] [Freining, Edu Safety
28791 325 ave
eliose M 56352
33-3399009 s01c7) 7,500/ IRange Devel/improv
9221 15t St West
Milan, B 61264
{378) 42-1226476 7,500] [Range Devel/improv
12364 Coon Hunter Road
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8lue Grass, 1A 52726
93-0858359 014 7,500 Range Devel/Impioy
£0 Box 7178
lams® Fails, OR 97502
@80} 58-1507789 5013 1,600 5 894f0ther rogram materils outh Equipment
207 East Crawford Strast
GA_ 39845
(31 26-1318557 7,487 fothar rogram materials fouth Equipment
343 Louisiana Avenue
Elyria OH_44035
282) 63-6000974 | Madison County Baard) 7,464 [other ragram materials fauth Equipment
14350 Hwy 2317431 North
Hazel Green, AL_35750
3 35-0815844 | Kingman High School 4,500 2.952[0ther roaram materials fouth Equipment
2152 North Bank Street
Kingman, A7 86409
394) 84-1080161 5013 5,000 2,451 fother rogram materiats fouth Equipment
615 Macon LLID
Canop City, €O 81232
27-0150845 5017, 7,450 [Fraining, Edu Safety
HC 64 Box 2163
West Plains, MO_65775
(388 71-0852310 s01c7 7450 Irraining, Edu Safety
410 W Atdrich
Boiivay, MO _65613
287} 44-6001366 Bofivar Rt School 3,300 4,044 [0ther rogram matarials fouth Eauipment
1401 Nosth Highway O
Bolivar, MO_63613
(2083 55-5024015 s01c3 859, 6,567 |other rogram materials outh Equipment
1 Court Square Sulte 408
Parkershurg, WY 36101
389) #5-0285251 501¢3 7363 f0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment,
307 County Road C006 lEducation
Capitan, NE_B831S
{390} 62-6000710 | Lawrence County Schol 7,365 0ther rogrom materils fouth Equipment
411 West College Street
TN 38483
913 25-1455026 3,510 3,852 fother rogratn materials outh Equipment, Training
307 Johnson Lane
tisville, PA_15425
202 48-1190481 7,353 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
22350 Pressonvilie Rd
Edgerton, K5 _§6021
(393} 237359437 s501c7) 7,342 fother rogrom materials fouich Equipment
S100 Pennypack Strast
Philadelphia, PA_ 19136
(399) 81-0511764 5013 3,500 3,842 other roaram maserials outh Equipmant
201 West Medison Suite 300
Selgrade, MT_50714
(395 23-0558393 7,269 other rogram matesials routh Eaquipment
5373 Paes Roadt
Naw Holland PA_17557
(396} 39-6091139 501c7) 2,000, 5,263 [0ther rogram materials outh Equipment,
809 € Crosstown Parkway {Training, Edu Safety
Kal t 45001
(397) 41-2763085 s01c3 5 7,254 fothar rogram materials outh Equipmant
375 South 5 267
Avon, I¥_45123
398) 16-0966978 s01¢3 7,248 [other rogram materiafs fouth Equipmant
2803 Brewerton Road
13211
(399) 74-6002273 City of Sehulenburg| 73 [Tvaining, Edu Safety
§07 Upton
X 78956
{400y $5-6000408 501c3 5,000 1,208 other rogram materials fFraining, Edu Safety
101 West Coflage Straet
Roswell, NM_88201
01} 52-6001635 University of Tencias 7,205 other rogram materials fauth Equimant
125 Court Street Unit 3
Dayton, TR_37321
(4023 010751896 5017, 7,200 lRange Devel/improv
Jackson Road
Wiite Sulehur Springs, MT
403) 200888179 5013 7,193 fother rograim materiahs fouth Equipment
5600 Hells Gate Road
Lewiston, ID_83501
404} 74-2379877 7,187[other rogram masarials fouth Equiprent
®0 B 1061
Giltette, WY 82717
(405 36-4709234 7,175 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
1001 Raitroad Ave
Rifte, €O 81650
(a08) 84-1238473 7,169 [0thar rogram raterisls Ivouth Equipment
0500 Masoon Cresk RO
Asoen, CO_ 81611
(407} 45-2997634 s01c3 7,185 fother roaram materials outh Equipment
85167 winding veay
Fleasant Hill, OR 27455

om/201443099348300814 ..166306ee80520eebb05297094c(246816e88138878a75hb6f777056dfH
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2721119,

716020728 | Texarkana Arkansss 3| 2,113f0ther rogram materals quth Equipment
2118 East 35th Street
Texaskans, AR 71854
409} 34-1712587 2,000 4,108 lother rogram materils outh Equipment, Training
3033 Leisure Road
Minerva, OH_44657
410} 43-1319528 so1c7 7,099 [Other rogram materils ‘outh Equipment
4750 Henwick Lane
Jefferson City, MO_65102
(411) 26-4439731 2,800 4,283[0ther rogram materils Fouth Equipment
152 East Market Strest
Suite100
swistown, PA_17044
412} 141596902 501c7, 683 6,373 (0ther rograim materials fouth Equipment
Raifroad Ave
Philmont, NY_12565
@3 568001063 01c3 7540 othar ragram materials fouth Equipmant
3355 Ol Hwy 11 South
Daep Run, NC 28525
414y 93-0283265 7.023[other ragram materials IRange Devel/Improv
Box 322
upton, WY_82730
(415} 562464112 5017 6,100 920[ther rogram materials {Training, Edu Safety
3843 So Bristo! Strest 284
Sants Ana, CA_92704
(318} 54-6052591 501c3 7,009] IRange Devel/improv
Bost Office Box 366
Cenueville, VA 201220366
80-0165030 5017, 2,000 IRange Devel/Improv
10210 Hury 3
St Maries, I0_82833
(418} 92-6000108 HNome Pubfic Schools 6,995 routh Equipment
35 Norme Taller Highway
Nome, AK_ 99762
19 35-6045412 s501c3 5,000/ 1,586 other rogram materials Ivouth Education, Range
PO Bor 218 Devei/tmprov
west Lebanon, IN_47391
(420} 45-3066934 5013 6,374 fther rogram materials outh Equipment
112 Feikins fve
Forsyth, MO_85653
95-1643981 5013 6,956 Other rogram materials fouth Equiprment
401 East 37th Street
Long Beach CA 99807
@22y 57-6000300 Atken Gounty Public & 955fotner sagram aterials outh Equipment
372 Main Street South
Wagener, SC_29164
(423) 56-6000298 | Edgscombe County Coo| 6,253 fother rogram materils outh Equiprmient,
201 Saint Andrew Street
Terboro, NC_27886
32-0197685 5013 5,928 fother rogram materiais fouth Equipment
12122 5 Toftec Buttes R
Eloy, AZ 85131
(425} 72-1519852 6,900 fouth Instructor Farning
¥0 Box 3271
Juncag, AK_39807
(426} 726060238 Caicasiou Parish She 6,991 [Fraining, Edu Safety
5400 £ Broad st
Lake Gharles, 1A 70615
27} 94-2906177 5,580, 1,502 Other rogram materials fouth Equipment
10100 Reigl Roadt
Wilkon, CA_ 95693
2 68-0071586 5013 6,878 other rogram materials fouth Equipment
1710 Cirby Ave
Roseville, CA 95661
26-0276473 50103 1,000 5,851 [other rogram materials fouth Equipment
501 County Road 580
Cisco, TX_76437
430} 43-3321626 s01c3 8,840 ther rogram materiais fouth Equipment
330 South 84th Street
HMilwaukes, WI_532131468
@31 27-5249383 so1c3 6,837 Other rogram materials fouth Eauipment
PO Box 6944
Horgantown, WY_26505
(432} 35-6043573 561c7) 6,826 other rogram materials fonth Cams Registsation
FO Box 329
Hichigan City 11 4636
33} 61-1670953 5013 &,824fother rograim materials Fouth Equipment
1342 Inwood Road
Rochester, 148306
34 77-059676% 6,824 [0ther rogram materisls outh Equipment
1700 4th Street SW
Mason City, IA_50401
5) 55-0357013 50163 s .82t fother rogram materials outh EqUipEnt
2829 Kenawhe Boulevard East
Charleston, WY _25311
59-5000799 Sehool Boars of Pin 8171other rogram matesials outh Equipmant
1651 Pinehurst Road
Dunedin, FL_34698
4373 362244802 s01cd 444 6.372f0ther rogram msterisls fouth Equipment,
1592 Ol Alba Rd ITraining, £ Safety

m/201443099349300914_...1583050e8b629eebb05297094c0246816e86138878a750b6f7770554df Page 15 of 27
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Gaylord, MI 42735
(438 46-0339593 3,560 3.2520ther rogram materials fouth Equipment
$O Box 337
ket 5057385
35) 27-2008622 50103 1,200 5,591 other rogram materils fouth Equipment
54 € 4th Strest
Henrietta, TX_76385
(440} 38-6091415 501c4 &,772{0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment,
3231 Inwood Road vaining, Edu Safety
hington, 48095
(441} 460618458 501¢3 6,748 [Other rogram maserials fouth Equiprient
101 Chaimers Court Suite &
Beriyville, VA 22611
442y 73-0738817 | mitus Independent Sc| &,742f0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment
400 orth Park Avenue
Alus, OK_73521
(443} 75-6005222 | Kebton Independent 5| 6,730[0ther rogrorm materials foath Equipmant
15703 £ 2697
Whegler, TX_79095
444) 36-2358215 6,725 fouth Equipiment
160 W Spors Club Drive
Hainesvitle, [ 50030
(aas) 54-0422296 501c3 5,676 ther rogram materials auth Equipmant
1081 County Road 121
Hesperus, CO_81326
(as6) 23-1316935 s01c19 6 870fother roaram materials fquth Eaquipment
225 Greenanalt Lane
sorrisburg, PA_17111
(4473 264751149 5017 6,667 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
2N644 Ay Ave
Glen £hiyn, 60137
{448} 16-1442921 139] 5.54500ther rogram materiats fTraining, £du Safety
1789 Katary Rosd
WestLeyden, NY_13489
449) 30-0834740 501c3 3030 3,623pther rogram materiats Iouth Eqvipment
309 East Perk Street
Albion, NY_14411
(430} 35-1096386  |Narth Adams Communit] 6,633 0ther rogram moteriats ivouth Equipment
1000 N Adams Or
Decatur, IN_ 45733
1451} 6-0999071 50163 6,513 fother rogram materials fouth Equipment
1089 5 1315t Street
Gilbert, Az 85233
(352} 41-2057051 50103 6,600 fouth Equipmant
PO Box 2303
Vigtoria, TX 779022301
(453) 370621880 5017 8 ,594fother rogram materials outh Equipment
0 Box 3062
Decatur, Tt 62521
454 34-1084811 5017 4,028 2,362 fother rogram materils lRange Devel/lmprov,
10200 Otd State Road [Raining, Edu Safety
Hambden, Ot 44024
(4553 231352048 50163 4,000 2585 other rogram materials [Range Devel/improv
5787 State Park Rozd
Pipersville, PA_18347
1456} 32-0256106 750 5800 Gther rogrorm materials fouth Equiproent
1806 SW Galdsboro St
Wilson, MC_27893
(957} 73-0778793 | Glancoe Public Schoo 700 5,844 other rogrsm materials routh Equipment
201 E Lone Chimney Rd
Glencoe, OK_74032
90-0539948 i75] 6,337 fOther rogram materials ITeaining, Edu Safecy
100 Melvia Vailey Rad
Weare, NH_03281
39-1393216 s01c3 498 otner rogram materiaks couth Trairing, Edu Safety
23115 108th Strest
West Allis, WI_53227
14603 41-1417337 501e4, 6,493 f0ther rogrom materiats Iveuth Equipment, Range
12801 40th St NE IDevel/improv
St Plichael, MN_§5376
74-6001592 | Ciear Creek Independ| 6,499 other rogram materiais fouth Eauipment
4280 Village Way
Leagua City, TX_77573
(262} 82-0385727 501c4) & 488 {ather rogram materals outh Equipment
$0 Box 8591
Soise 1D 83707
(463} 92-0016314 501c3 6,457 outh Equipmant
3117 Patcerson St
Anchorage, AK_99504
(464} 48-0699112 |  Fratt Community Coll 6,410 fouth Equipment
345 NESR 61
Pratt, kS 67124
(985} 46-131414¢ Pite County Public S| 6,401 fother rogrem materials fouth Equipment.
3837 NC 102 East
Ayden, NC_ 28513
6) 16-1214702 5017, 4,600 1,800 other rogram materials raining, £du Safety,
Poss Office Box 263 fouth Equipment
Horth Morwich, NY_13814
{487} 80-0684195 6,366 Other rogram mteriais (bath Equipment

com/201443099349300914 _...156305e08b629eebb05297094c0246816086138878a75hb6777b55df
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3011 Aberdsen RD
Rasford, NC_28376
(a68) 503277808 5013 8,361 Other rogram materials routh Equipment
820 5 Meridian Street
Tellahossee, 32399
469} 56-1521543 | Henderson County Pub| 700, 5,544 other rogram materials fouth Equipment, Hunter
43 Eruitiand i Isafety Pragram
NC 26752
(470} 73-0932356 6,338 f0ther rogram materiais fouth Equipment
T 1 Box 34
vaoksba, OK_73053
@ 52-2093558 University of Maryla 5,336 [Other rogram matetials fsuth Equipment
3213 Peddicoat €t
Woodstack, MD_211631134
@72y 45-4593714 5017, 6,306 IRange Devel/Tmprov
103 Stratton Street
Logan, Wy 25601
@73} 27-1360235 501c3 5,293fother rogram materials frraining, Edu Safety
30200 Det Or0
Lucerne Valley, CA 92356
@74} 26-4430244 5013 6,266 Other rogram materisls Iveuth Bquipment
213 Pine Street
Glen Rock,PA_ 17327
(4753 30-0659317 501c3 &,265{other rogram materiaks routh Bauipment
5060 East 1-20
Willow Fark, TX_ 76087
476} 90-0413302 2,343 3.318[0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment
530 Paruidge Sireet
Elira, Y_14904
477} 81-0572132 2,600 3,66¢[other rogram materials fouth Equiprtent, Range
State Route 43 IDevel/improv
Fort Recovery, OH 45846
“78) 26-3668212 501¢3 6,248 [other rogram materials Couth Equipment
203 West 3rd Sireet
DeRidder, LA 70634
4793 20-3850477 s01c3 5,225 [other rogram materials fouth Equipment
1253 Civie Conter Circle
San Marcos TX_78666
(a0 a3-1220457 s01c3 6,218 outh Equipmant
2720 bapper 5t
Sutter, CA 95982
(as1) 20-5124230 s01c3 6,204 k0ther rograrm materidls Ivauth Equipment
331 Maddox Road
i KY_41001
482} 26-0100193 501c3 6,204 fother rogram matrials Irouth Eavipment
495 Evergreen St
Sroomfield, £0_80020
{483} 48-4210777 Fort Hays State Uniy 6,204 fother rogram materiats outh Equipiment
800 Park Streat
tHay5, K8 87601
54-6001628 Staffore County Publ 5.190[0ther rogram materials (outh Equipment
1750 Courthouse Road
Stafford, VA_22554
{4953 76-0388461 s01¢3 & 183fother rogram materials fouith Equipmant
502 South Johnson S
Alvin, TX_77511
(486) 94-6001099 Denver Public Schoal| 641 6,108[0ther rogram materiais fouith Ecuipiment
655 South Moriaco Parkway
Denver,CO_ 80224
{487} 83-0482420 50103 8,185 fother rogram materists fouth Equipment
110 North 4th Straet
Edina, MO_63537
(488) 112487989 so1c7 6,105 outh Equiprasnt
PO Box 7432
Hicksville, NY_11802
1489} 34-1371208 50104 8,104 fother rogram materials fTraining, £du Safety
Post Office Box 631
New Philadelphia, OH 44653
{450} 38-3886276 5,101 other rogram materials fouth Equipment
115 5 Hersey
Beloit, XS _67420
91} 93-8000836 | Multnomat County Seh 6,100[0ther rogram materists fouth Equipment
1698 SW Cherry Park Rd
Troutdale, OR_87080
a2} 590637815 5013 6,096 Jorner rogratn materials fouth Equipment
11046 Johoson Bivd
Semingte, FL_337724715
(493} 161273486 s01¢7) 1,302 4,792 other rogram materisls fouth Equipment
80 Box 823
h Nv_ 13902
(424 42-174110¢ 6,083 other rogtem maserials Irouth Equipment
3808 W County Rl 50
Fort Coflins, €O_80521
(4953 82-6000811 Coeur dhlene School 5,077[0ther rogtam materials fouth Equipment
5530 14 4th Streat
Coeurd Alene, 1D 83815
1436} 746002473 | Yslets Independent 5| 2,800 3,271 fother ragram materials fouth Equipment
950 Bordeatx OF
£1 paso, TX_79907
i ks om/201443089349300814...156305e28h820eebb0529709400246816e86138878a750b6777055dfff Page 17 of 27
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497} 20-4461865 6,056 Other rogram materiafs vaining, Edu Safety
16223 Oak Springs Dr
Ramona, CA_82065
(498) 24-1970897 501c3 861 5,1740ther rogram materials fotth Equipment
17278 US Huwy 20-2
West Unity, OH_43570
{4993 73-1611021 501¢3 6,016 fother rogram materials routh Equiprrent
38600 Cleargond Rd
Shawnes, OK_74801
500) 16-1563798 6,010 lRange Deval/Improy,
187 Mt View Drive raining, £du Safety
Pine City, NY 14371
{301) 83-5000527 | Lararie County Schoo 5,008 [other rogram materiafs fouth Equipment.
2860 East Pershing Bivd
Cheyenne, WY 52001
{5023 23-3068301 501c3 6,002 f0ther rogram materiafs outh Equipment
251 Long Lens Rd
Xutztonn, PA 19530
15033 01-6010623 6,000 IRange Devel/Improv
9 Turcotte Lane
Litchfield ME_04350
{504} 23-7028674 s0tc3 6,008} {Training, Edu Safety
2426 1% 2nd Street
Harrishurg, PA_17110
{505} 281313732 6,000 fouth Sponsorship
2178 Chapmen Dats Road
Clarendon, PA_16313
25-1306103 6,000 outh Spopsorshio
1501 Michols Hifl Road
Eiizabeth, PA_15037
(507} 27-1183800 50104, 8,000 fouth Education
$O Box 1500 PMB 252
Sronkings, OR 87415
{508} 27-2651938 6,000] fouth Education
30 slander Drive
Srighton, 162012
(509} 27-3491226 6,000 outh Ecuipment
27602 Hwy §
Woodstoek, AL 35138
(510} 31-1742807 6,000 Program Registration
1056 Chatham Ln W
Delaware, OM_ 43015
{811) 26-3032758 43| 5,536 [Other rogram mateists fouth Equipment
11318 Ore St NE
‘berland, MO_215032
R 95-2730028 501c3 3,964 other rogram materials outh Equipment
3960 Frut Strest
Lo Verns, CA_ 17502951
36-4385841 3,000 2.962[0ther rogrem materials outh Equipment, Gamp
5454 5 Rte 45 Registration
Kankakes, L_60301
(518 73-6006414 | Oklahoma State Unive| 700 s, 260 other rogram matsrials outh Equipmant
110°S Wewoka
Wewoka, OK_74684
(515) 52-2270586 4873 Lo7sfother rogram materiols fsuth Equiprent, Camp
PO Box 826 Registration
Nanuet, NY_10854
518} 27-2415253 5013 2,400 3,554 [other rogram materials Guth Hunter Safety
713 Brevard or fprogram
Albernaria, NC_2800%
17 156002180 |  Central Square Cantr 5948 [other rogram materils uth Equiproant
542 5 Main Strset
Centai Square, NY_13036
518) 72-0423606 s01c3 5.929f0ther rogram materials suth Equipmant
304 Dr Michael DeBiokey Drive
take Charles LA 70501
(519) 59-6000878 Taylor County Disti 250 5 &62[Other ragram materials fouth Equipment
900 N Johnson Stripling Re
Ferry, FL_32347
(520) 59-3633590 50163 1,040/ 4,870 fother roaram materials fouth Equipment
601 King Street
Oviedo, FL_32765
26-2303446 50163 695, 5,211 [Other regram materials fouth Equiprrient
2102 € Hill Ave
Vaidosta, GR_31601
{522) 454139527 5,596 [other rogram materials fouth Equipment
747 N Ansan Rel
Wellington, KS_ 67152
(823} 24-0859746 ‘Willamsport Area Sc| 5 893 [other rogram materiats routh Equipment
7990 west Fourth Street
Wiliamsport, PA_ 17701
(8241 730799841 Howe Public Schaols 705, 5,191 fother rograt matarials outh Equipment
21444 BN raitroad
Howe, OK_74937
38-3791619 Ohio State Universit 3,137, 2,752[other rogram materials fouth Equipment
41658 SR 500
Woodsfield, OFf 43793
(5261 36-6004752 Aurora Bast Unit Seh 5,887 father rogram materials fouth Equipment
500 Torncat Lane
Aurora, 1L 60505

com/{201443099349300814_..156305e08b620eebb05297094¢0246816e86138878a75hb6{777055dfff Page 18 of 27



TY 2013 Form 990 Schedute |

222

2/21/19, 4:03 PM

(527)
5333 inton Street
Neadvile, TX_ 77481

02-0756425

5882

fother

rogram materials

outh Equipmant

(528)
280 Gills Road
Boyce, LA 71409

72-1814022

5870

ther

rogram materiats

Ivouth Equipmant.

1019 Rocky Cresk Rd
Cofumbus, TX_78934

34-2024863

s0te3

ther

rogram matsrials

fouth Equipment

16699 Stoddard Wells Rd
Vicwryille, CA 32303

95-2272791

501¢7|

5938

ther

rograrn materials

fouth Equipment,
[Fraining, Edu Safaty

(531
211 Patterson Road
Sale Creek, TH 37373

62-8000638

Hawmiliton County Dep|

3834

ther

rogram materials

[vouth Equipmant:

5010'S 11th Avanue
£o5 Angeles, CA 90043

95-6190182

5832

fother

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{333}
913 South Hightand
Ashland, XS 67531

48-0352902

1,386

4441

ther

ragram materials

‘uth Equipment.

{534}
804 € Shaw tane
East Lansing, Mi_49924

38-6005954

501c3

5,819

ther

ragram materials

fouth Equipment,
[Training, Edu Safety

3021 NE 35 5¢
Ocala, FL_34479.

20-8896901

56163

5,806

lother

rogram materials

outh Equipment

{538,
1307 Uhiand Rd
San Marcos, TX_ 78666

74-6002241

County of Hays

5,865

fother

rogram materials

[Training, Edu Safety

{537}
§00 West Broadway
Spiro, OK_74959

73-0793204

Spiro Public Schools

5,803

ther

rogram materiais

routh Equipment

{538}
8824 Back Creei Valley Rt
Hedgesviie, WY_25427

55-0755502

501¢7]

[Range Devel/improv

(539)
v Box 502738
Santa Clarita, CA_ 91380

91-2112019

5013

5,782

fother

rogram materiats

fouth Equipment

{5403
20850 Fields Store Road
Waller, TX 77434

74-6002539

Waller Independent S

4,454

ther

rogram materials

Youth Equiprment

3573 Indlige
Osage, IA 50461

42-8025300

Osage Community Schel

5,769

ther

rogram matarials

fouth Equipment

(5423
16446 CR 283
Sen Antonio, TX 78253

80-084370¢

1,030

4,728/

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{543}
14 € 19th 5t
Higgingville, MO_84037

75-2978837

501e3

54101

3a8)

ther

rogram materiafs

fouth Equipment

a0}
2700 Jack Warner Packway NE
Tuscalooss, AL 35404

63-0285816

s01c3

5,742

outh Rangs/Faciities

{545}
3231 Adantic Ave
Raleigh, NC_27608

56-0529984

501c3

[other

rogram aateriats

outh Equiproent

{346}
O Box 336
Sand Springs, OK_74063

73-1602627

1,741

ther

rogram materiais

fouth Equipment

(547}
4318 Hulmeville Rosd
PA_ 19020

23-6002525

Bensatem Township Sc

5482

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

(548)
701 ehurch straat
loscow, PA_ 18444

24-6002507

North Pacomo Sthool

5712

jother

rogram materials

fouth Equipmant

(549)
300 West Campus Avanue
Davidsvitla, PA_15935

25-6004241

Conamaugh Township A|

2,593

ther

rogram materials

IVauth Equipmeant.

{550}
156 R Date St

Truth or Censequences, NM
§7901

85-6000145

Truth or Consequance]

5,707

fother

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{551}
1540 Kantucky Strast
Fardinand, IN_47532

35-2157445

501c3

5,699

fother

rogram materiafs

fouth Equipment

{352
603 5 Water
Senora, TX_ 76950

75-6000672

City of Sanara

5,140,

555,

fother

rogram materials

[Teaining, Edu Safaty

{553}
1020 New River Sarkway 305
Follon, NV_53406

88-0431746

sb1e3;

5,545

ther

rogram materiais

fouth Equipment

{554}
492 Eost Marshali Peak Drive
Oro Valiey, 87 85755

86-0598373

501¢3

5,881

ther

rogram materiats

fouth Equipment

{555)
406 Grandview Or
Granbury, TX 76048

75-2430501

5674

ther

rogram materiats

fouth Equipment

mf201443099346300914 ...

-156306ee8b629eebb06207094c(246816e88138878a750b6f777h55df Page 19 of 27
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223

2{2119,

C3 PM

(556} 371573623 5662 Fouth Equipment, Range
39 & St Charles Rd Devel/tmprov
Vilia Pork, It 60151
{557) 94-1186155 5013 5,658 [Other rogram materiais Fouth Equipment
4031 Techriology Drive

festo, €& 95356
£556) 13-3240608 5855 fother rogram materiale fouth Equipment
& Westminster Drive
Croton on Hutison, NY 10520
(5391 75-3147051 5 8asfother ragram materials fouth Equipmant
4842 £ 1100 S
Ladaga, IN_47954.
(360} 86-5000537 | Maricopa County/Toll 5,633 [Other rogram materials fouth Equiprent
5419 W Van Buren
Toheson, A7 85353
{581} 37-6002416 Schoat District 172 545 5.085/0ther rogram materiats fouth Equipment
3322 Maine Street
Quingy, It 62305
{s82) 54-6001693 Wythe County 5,627 fother ragram eaterials (outh Equipmant
1505 West Spifier Street
Wiythevifie, VA_24352
1563 74-3232685 501¢3 5,613 fother rogram matarials fouth Equipment
7775C Hiinois Route 47
Yorkvile, 60560
(564} 730753746 | Bokoshe Public Schoa ther rogram moteriais fouth Equipment
101 Chickasaw St
Sokoshe, OK_ 74930
{565} 161075957 5,607 |other rogram materisls fouth Equipment
756 Butternut Brook Ad
Sortville, NY_14770
(366) 64-0062204 5 606 [other rograim materias routh Equipment
74 Blackstrap Road

eriand, ME_04021
(567} 23-7432396 5013 5,597] fouth Equiprent
410 Fairgrounds Road
Castie Rock, CO_80104
(568) 38-2346425 s501¢3 5 5930ther <ogrom maseriats fouth Equipment
123 Simmons AV
Cohoes, NY_12047
(369) 68-0437541 s61¢7) s 593fother soaram materials outh Equipment
0 Box 3301
Quincy, CA 95971
(5703 26-0319731 5 583 0ther roaram materials Ivouth Equipment
200 Kniob Crossing Road
tadisonvitie, TN_37354
(5713 77-0695811 501c3 5,553 fother rogram materials outh Equipment
B559 € Ramsay Rd
Sierrs Vists, A7 85650
(572} 86-9645721 s01c7 5,583 Other rogram magerials ovth Equipment
£0 Box 1303
Lake Havasu City, AZ
864051303
573} 90-0877359 s01c3 5,583 other rogram saterlls fouth Equipmant
18954 w EIm st
Litchiigld Park, AZ 85340

94-2459711 501c3 5.583f0ther rogram materials fouth Equipment

9657 Diflard Road
Wiltor, CA_95653
(575} 72-1298576 501c3 923! 4,651 fother rogram materials fouth Equipmant
104 Burt 8ivd
Benton, LA_71008
{52 7-1903972 013 5,578 pouth Equipment
2919 NE 136t Ave
Vancouver, Wh_ 98682
77} 26-2023239 5013 304 5,247 [0ther rogram materials fouth Eqsipment
3725 N Flowing Welis Rd
Tugson, A2 35703
578) 730781236 achilfe Public Schoo| 200] 4,647 fother rograim matetiss routh Equipment
¥ 0 Box 280
Achitie, OK_74741
(579) 26-1320469 s01c3 5,544 bother rogram materials fouth Equipment
5242 High Hill Road
Cambridge OFf_43725
(580} 95-1643963 501c3 5,543 [Other ragram materials fouth Equipment
1207 Upas St
Sen Disgo, CA_92103
(5813 161435820 5013 728] 4815 ther rogram moterials HTraining, Bdu Safety,
#0 Box 391 routh Equipment
Soonville, Y_13309
(582} 351796075 5017 5,534 10ther rogram materiats fouth Equipment
35800 East 28 Mite Road
Lenox, MI_48050
(583 72-1481609 s01c3 2,325] 2,192fother rogram materils fouth Equipment
3129 Roosevelt Boutevard
Kanner, LA_7006%
(584} 35-1914821 501c3 5,513[0ther rogrom matsrials fouth Equipment
5001 W 520d Street
sndisnapolis, IN_46254.
{585} 339708971 | Rierside County Sch 3,511 fother rogram materiats (outh Equipment
755 North A Strest

mf201443099349300914

-156305028b629eebb05297094¢0248816086138878a75bh617770554

Page 20 of 27
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Parris, CA 92570

224

242119,

C3 PM

(586}
12231 Academy Rd NE 301-289
Albuquerque, Nt 87111

§5-0356435

501c7]

2,539]

2,962

Jother

rogram materiats

aining, Edu Safaty

(587)
6450 Main Street East
Carrington, ND_ 58421

45-0384660

5013

5,500]

fouth Equipment

{598}
1339 Glen Hagat Rt
Stiasys, PA_15857

25-1469870

501c3

5495

coqrasn soaterials

fouth Equipment

{589}
1046 Sardis Rg
BatesbargLeesvill 29006,

57-0545272

5013

1,400

4,004

ther

rogram materials

outh Equipment

{590}
215t Kenasha Road
Zion, It 60099

36-6004302

Zion Benton Townshio|

5,491

ther

rogram materiats

fouth Equipment

{5913
1230 North Main Straet
Waynesuille, NC_ 28736

56-1529355

501c3

5465

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

(592)
302 South 3rd 52
Girard, IL_52640

02-6734262

5,458

ragram maserials

fouth Equipment

{593}
1025 Pampas Rd SW
Deming, NM 83030

320260667

5453

ther

cogram materials

fouth Equipment

a
Siowx Falls, 5057104

460359947

501¢3

5,459

ther

rogrm materiats

onservation Equipment

{595}
8642 Woodville Roadt
Mount Airy, MD_21771

52-2106675

501¢3

5,489

ther

rogram materials

outh Equipment

23
Oldt Steese Highwsy
Fairbanks, AK 99707

92-0087453

5,452

fouth Equipment, Range
Devaifprov

(a7}
32 North 10th Avene
Vakioa, Wa_S5908

91-1550528

5013

3,395]

2,054

eher

rogram materiais

fouth Equipmant

489 Birdie Creak Rd
Seymour, TX_76380

45-1153352

5 447]

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipmant

{s99)
250'S Main
fronton, MO_63650

43-6013979

5,495

Jorher

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{600}
153 Range Road
Selton, $C_29627

57-0603957

50104

3,595

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{601}
0 Box 7337
Gurnse, It 60031

36-4390814

4,449]

ther

ragram saterials

outh Bquipment

{602}
800 E Rancho Blanco Rd
Phar, TX_78577

30-0520524

[Range Devel/improy

4200 dike road
winter park, FL_32797

203242027

50163

5,382

ther

rogram materiais

fouth Equipmant

(604)
724 Fairfield Ave
Johnstown, PA 15906

25-1101511

501¢7|

5,374

ther

rogram materials

ining, Edu Safety

{605}
4000 Modoc Road
Santa Basbara, CA_93110

95-1696725

5013

5,365]

outh Equipment

{606}
11256 Myers Road
West Salern, OF 44207

01-0955131

501¢7|

5,345}

IRangs Devel/Improv

{607}
5700 Mesa Grande Dr
Las cruces, NM_ 8011

85-5002445

tas Cruces Public Sc

5344

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{808}
8555 Rm 2
Fischer, TX_78523

74-6001777

Cormat Independent S

5,340

ther

gram materiais

fouth Equipment

1608}
2 Notre Dame Lane
tica, NY_ 13502

15-0817328

5013

5,237

fother

regram materiats

(outh Equipment

{610
7394 e 328
Viselia CA 93232

77-0469513

5,321

IRange Devel/tmprov

2211 Eost 10th Street
Hobare IN 36342

35-6002466

Schoot City of Hobar

5319

ther

rogram materiats

Ivouth Equipment.

1612)
407 East 7th 8¢
Hydra, OK_73048

73-1225428

4614

ther

rogram materiais

fouth Equipment

®13)
35 Summerfield Street
Naugatuck, CT_06770

27-5510302

5304

ther

rogram materiats

fouth Equiproent,
[Fraining, Edu Safety

(614)
87372 Rad Wing RO
Long Fine, NE 69217

36-2894966

50163

5,300]

fouth Equipment

{815}

72-1090335

5013

3

01443089349300914 ..

1,000

1563050e8b620eebb05297094c0246818086138878a75bb6f777055df

4,283

ther

rogrom materials

outh Equipment

Page 21 of 27
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511 Roussail Strast
Houma LA 70381

225

272119,

{616}
106 West 4th Suite 201
Baird, TX_79504

75-3153182

501c3

2,037]

2,332]

ther

rograr materials

fouth Equipment

17y
1600 § Beacon Blvd 240
Grand Haven, Mf_49417

26-0667604

501c3

5,262

ther

rogram materials

‘outh Equipment

2200 Gler: Ridge Road
Escondido, CA_ 52027

95-6001096

Escondido Union High

5,267

ther

rogram materials

routh Equipment

©19)
O Box 547
Kights Landing, CA_ 95648

23-7420678

501c7|

fothar

rogram materlals

feuth Equiproent

{620}
3299 West Eble Road
Newburgh, IN 47629

35-1613028

501¢7|

1,398

3,865

ther

rogram materials

routh Equipment

{821}
500 Doutie Eagle Court
Reno, NV_89521

88-0059812

501¢3

5,244

ther

rogram materiais

fouth Equipment

(622)
70 Box 783
ieona Valley, CA_ 93551

77-0117648

5235

fother

rogram materiats

fouth Equipment

{623}
337 Logan-Trident Road
Thres Forks, MT 59752

81-0417852

501c7]

4,954

ther

rogram materials

Training, Edu Safety

6241
1138 Eagle Pass
Freedom, OK 73842

73-1392974

Ereedomm Public School

4,519]

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{825}
Box 343
Commack, NY 11725

11-1631834

501c3

5215

ther

rogran msterials

fouth Equipment

(526)
1 Fox Lane
McLeansboro, IL_62859

37-0961513

#amilzon County CUSD

5211

ther

rogram materiafs

fouth Equipment

306 Buck Ridge Road
Bidwell, O 45614

31-6151374

fouth Equipment

{628}
43478 Road 779
Oconto, NE_68650

20-8102723

1,206)

fother

rogram miaterisls

fouth Equpment

{629)
10220 Blackhawk Blvd
Houston, TX_77089

74-6001850

Pasadena indapendent]

5,206

fother

rogram materials

routh Equipment

630
103 Champion Road
Sort Angsfes, WA 99362

43-1982379

50163

thes

ragram materials

fouth Equipment

{831}
070 South Clay Straet
84t Carroll, {61053

61-1645969

5,200]

fouth Equipment

{632}
756 E Hillside Re.
Wappingers Fals, NY 12530

50-0267234

501c7]

fother

rogrom mazerials

fouth Equipment

633)
504 S Concord Road
\est Chester, PA_ 18382

23-1265192

5013

thiar

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

(834)
720 FFA FHA Camp Road
Cavington, GA_30014

53-0914385

s01e3

ther

ragram materials

fouth Equipment

700 Israal Rd SW
Turnwater, WA_98503

91-0976197

Turnwater School Dist]

5188

ther

rograr waterials

routh Equipment

{636}
2 Garden Center Drive
nsburg, PA_ 15601

25-0965266

501e3

5138

fother

rogram materiais

outh Equipment

{637}
1500 Minutemen Causeway
Cocoa Beach, FL._32931

59-2895155

501¢3

5,180]

ther

rogram materials

rouith Equipment

{638}
4454 Desoto Ave SW
Waverly MN_55390

4141477383

5172

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

(©39)
33300 S Sherwiood Dr
Creighton, MO §473%

44-0551740

Cass County Schaot D|

5171

ther

rogram materiaks

fouth Equipment

1840}
HCB2 Box 128
Brussels, It 62013

82-0544408

5170

ther

rogram matariafs

outh Equipment

{841}
970 24 279
Jasper, TX 75981

452669978

50163

4,503

ther

ragram materials

outh Equipment

{642}
208 West Chesnut Street
Goldsboro, NC_275330088

$6-6601520

Caunty of Wayne|

5,160

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equiprent

(843
9039 St Landry Rd
Gonzsles, LA 70737

72-1513756

501¢3

3,597/

1,160

ther

rigram materials

foutls Equipment

{644}
6101 Resaarch Forest Driva
The Woodlands, TX_77381

74-6000556

2,991

2166

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equiprment

om/201443099349300814,

.1563050e8b620eebb06297004c0246816288138878a750b6f777hE5dff Page 22 of 27
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©45)
201 South 3rd 8¢
Leesville, L& 71446

726000848

§01¢3

226

3,470]

1,874

fother

rogram snaterials

2{2119,

C3 PM

fouth Equipmant

{646}
55 CRec 841 N 14th
tincoln, NE_685580232

27-2919549

sD1e3

2,600]

2,543

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

(847
5080 W Sigat St
Phoaoix, AZ_ 35086

28-3664358

s01c4]

320

4,818

ther

ragram materials

fouth Equipmens

(848}
8560 Mentor Avenue
#entor, OH 44080

34-0766165

s01c3

4,957

loter

rogram materials

fonith Equipmant

1649)
O Box 363
Fergus Fails MN_$6338

41-5036944

s01c4]

5135

ther

rogram smateriats

fauth Equiprent

1203 Route 66
Moriarty, NM_87635

£5-0394316

501c3

3,626]

1,508

ther

rogram materials

outh Equipment

{651}
705 Ginesi Drive
Morganville, N3 07751

561¢3

5411

ther

rogram snaterials

routh Equipment

{652}
2013 poindextes road
seliersburg, I 47172

35-6041775

501e3

5,108

ther

rogram saterials

outh Equipment

{553}
8701 Richardson Road
Walled Laie, MI_48787

38-2462712

1,043

4,965]

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

{654}
258 Centar Highlands
esburg PA_15370

24-6000374

The Peansylvania Sta

1,560

3,598

ther

rogram materials

routh Equipment

(655}
130 Chestnut Tree Hili Ret
Oxford, CT_06478

06-6045487

501¢7]

5695

lother

rogram materials

routh Equipment

(655
810 Madison Ave
Mankato, MN 55001

4146079300

50163

5.089

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

857)
7270 toeth Mingo Lane
Cincinnats, OH_45243

3:-0741929

561¢7|

5,085

wher

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

(65
209 Letcher Avenue
texington, VA_24450

54-0505966

sD1e3

5,085

rogram matariats

outh Equipment

{859}
5505 1608 £
Spanish Fork, UT_§4860

§7-0714498

56163

5,985

ther

rogram msterisls

fouth Equipment

660)
160% Hivy
Jourdanton, TX_7802§

74-6001467

City of Jourdanton

5095

fothar

rogram materials

Hraining, Edu Safety

{8861}
1 Tiger Orive
Batasvilia, M5 38606

64-0411465

Soush Panola Schooll

5,085]

ther

rogram materials

outh Equipmant

(662)
90 Elicker Road
Pittsburgh, PA_15239

25-6002850

Plum Schoot District}

1875

3,209

Jother

rogram materials

outh Equipment, Training

{863)
23 Eim Street
Wastfield NY 14787

166002528

Village of westfieic|

s072

Range Devel/impsov,
fFeaining, Edu Safety

504 East Anthany Straet
Celina, OH 45822

34-0940619

1,560

3,511

ther

rogram materiats

auth Equipment

855)
339 Frankiin Pieree Highvway
Barsngton, NH_D3826

02-6013864

501ca]

805!

4,256]

lother

rogram materials

[training Equipment

1666}
2600 Streatsferry rd
Vancsboro, NC 28596

56-1286861

Cravan County Sehool|

5058

ther

rogram materials

outh Hunter Safety
programn

{687}
POBox 92
Hapswelf Junction, NY_ 12333

14-6046250

501¢7]

5054

ther

rogram materiais

fouth Equipment

{668}
1211 3rdd Ave
Antigo, W1_54409.

39-1442986

501¢7]

ther

rogram materiats

fouth Equipment

1669}
1101 Washington Street
Marion, AL 35756

26-0546821

501¢3

5045

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment, Range
[pevet/improv

{&70}
305§ Union Bvid
Colorado Springs, CO_80910

84-1430907

5,085,

ther

rogram materials

fouth Equipment

71}
188 Botibie Lynn
HHarper, T_78631

01-0710884

5013

3,044

fouth Equipment

672)
8473 County Road 1243
Athens, TX 75751

38-3785185

s01e3

2,632

2,401

ther

roararm caaterizis

fouth Equipment

873}
5027 Fottsvifie Pike
Reading, PA_ 18605

23-1252047

So1c3

5,029

ther

rogram materiais

fouth: Equipment

{674}
3645 N Adrian Hwy
Advian, M1 49221

38-3262396

om/201443099348300914 .1

56305e28b629eebb05297094c0246816286138878a750b61777055dfff

a9t

cher

rogram materials

I¥outh Equipment.
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2127718, 4:03 PM

TY 2013 Form 920 Schedute |
(&75) 36-4468958 st 3,311 fother rogram materiais fauth Eauiproent
500 S Bimhurst Road
Whealing, 11 60090
2 Enter tota! number of section §01(¢)(3) and government organizations fisted in the bne 1 table . » a7
3 Enter tolsi aumber of other organizations listed inthe line ttable . . . . . . R 258
Far Paperwork Reduction Act Natice, see the Instructions for Form 890, Cat. Mo, 500557 Schedule 1 (Forrm 980) 2014

mM/201443099348300914 ...156305ee8b6202ebb05297094¢0246816¢86138878a75bb6I777h55dit
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TY 2013 Form 990 Schedule | 2/2119, 4:03 PM
Page 2
Schedule I (Form 990) 2014 Page 2
Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Tndividuals. Complete If the organization answered "Ves" to Form 530, Part 1V, e 22.
Part 111 can be duplicated I additional space s needed!
(a)Type of grant or assistance (b)Number of (c)Amount of (d)Amount of | (e)Method of valuation (book, | (f)Description of non-cash assistance
recipients cash grant non-cash assistance FMV, appraisal, other)
(1) Scholarship 20] 20,500 |
Supplemental Information. Provide the information required in Part I, line 2, Part 11, column (b), and any other additional information.
FartIline 2 [Al grant recipients file fina reports documenting and accounting for the Usage of grant funds. Grant funds may only be expended n furtherance of the project documented on

lthe grant application. NRA Foundation reserves the right to demand return of grant funds not spent for the purposes of the grant award. Unused grant funds must be returned
Jto NRA Foundation to become available to other applicants.

https:, 990-rendered.

Schedule I (Form 990) 2014

0m/201443099349300914_...156305ee8b629eebb05297094c0246816e86138878a75bb6f777b55dfff Page 25 of 27
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TY 2013 Form 990 Schedule | 2/2119, 4:03 PM

Additional Data . ReturntoForm

Software ID: 13000230
Software Versi 13.6.0.0

https:, 990-rendered. 0m/201443099349300914_...156305ee8b629eebb05297094c0246816e86138878a75bb6f777b55dfff Page 27 of 27
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Visual Render

ObjectId: 201532599349300503 - Submission: 2015-09-16 |

TIN: 53-0115130'

Schedule I

(Form 990) Grants and Other Assistance to Organizations,

Governments and Individuals in the United States
Complete if the organization answered "Yes," to Form 990, Part IV, line 21 or 22.
P Attach to Form 990.

Department o the X
: » Information about Schedule I (Form 990) and its instructions is at wuw.irs.gov/form990.

Treasury
Interna) Reven,

OMB No. 15450047

2014

Open to Public
Inspection

ame of the organizati
NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA

Employer identfication number

Part I__ General Information on Grants and Assistance

1 Does the organization maintain records to substantiate the amount of the grants or assistance, the grantees' eligibility for the grants or assistance, and
the selection criteria used to award the grants or assiStance? . . .« . . . . . . o+ . o4 a4 w4 e e e e .

2 Describe in Part IV the organization's procedures for monitoring the use of grant funds in the United States.

Hves [Ono

Part 1T Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Organizations and Domestic Governments, Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 21, for any recipient

that received more than $5,000. Part II can be duplicated f additional space is needed.
(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | (e) Amount of non- [ (f) Method of valuation | (g) Description of (h) Purpose of grant
organization if applicable cash (book, FMV, appraisal, | non-cash assistance | or assistance
or government assistance other)
(1) NATIONAL FNDN FOR 52-1480785 501C3 15,888 SCHOLARSHIPS
WOMEN LEG
10 16TH ST NW
WASHINGTON, DC_20006
@
&)
3)
“@)
(s)
®)
@
(8)
©
(10)
(11)
(12)
2 Enter total number of section 501(c)(3) and government organizations listed inthe line 1table. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

3 Enter total number of other organizations listed in the line 1 table . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50055P

Schedule I (Form 990) 2014
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Schedule T (Form 990) 2014
Part 111 Grants and Other 0 Domestic
al
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(a) Type of grant or assistance (b) Number of (<) Amount of (d) Amount of | (e) Method of valuation (book,| () Description of non-cash assistance
recipients cash grant non-cash assistance FMV, appraisal, other)

(1) NRA JEANNE E. BRAY MEMORIAL 24| 78,571
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Part IV Supplemental Information. Provide the information required in Part I, line 2, Part 111, column (b), and any other additional information.

Return Reference Explanation

Part 1 Line 2

[The NRA actively assists National Foundation of Women Legislators in the selection and administration of NFWL scholarships.
Part 111 Line 1

[This response explains the NRA Jeanne E. Bray Memorial Scholarship awards program. Named for the late Columbus, Ohio police officer Jeanne E. Bray, a shooting

hampion and NRA Director, this NRA program offers college scholarships of up to 2,500 per semester, up to 5,000 per year for a maximum of four years, to dependent
hildren of any public law enforcement officer killed in the line of duty who was an NRA member at the time of death, and to dependent children of any current or
etired law who are living and have current NRA
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2 Describe in Part IV the organization's procedures for monitoring the use of grant funds in the United States.
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recipients cash grant non-cash assistance FMV, appraisal, other)
(1) NRA Jeanne E. Bray Memorial Scholarship 24 79,500

Awards Program
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Part IV Supplemental Information. Provide the information required in Part I, line 2, Part I11, column (b), and any other additional information.

Return Reference

Explanation

Part I Line 2

[The National Foundation for Women Legislators partners with the National Rifle Association for the annual NFWL/NRA Bill of Rights Essay Scholarship Contest for female
righ school uniors and seniors. The NRA actively assists National Foundation of Women Legislators i the selection and administration of NFWL scholarships for callege
INFWL s:hn\arshlv applications are assessed on the elements of historical research, insight and of the American C

uality, and meaningful personal connection.

Part III Line 1

frhe NRAJeanne E. Bray Memorial Scholarship Awards Program is named in honor and recognition of the groundbreaking police officer Jeanne E. Bray, a shooting
hampion and past member of the NRA Board of Directors. Jeanne E. Bray was the first female detective on a burglary squad, which has evolved into todays modern
SWAT. She was the first female police officer to earn the NRA Police Marksmanship Distinguished bar, and she won the National Womens Police Pistol Combat
Ichampionship five times from 1962 to 1967. The program offers scholarships of up to 2,500 per semester, up to 5,000 per year for a maximum of four years, to
lependent children of any public law enforcement officer Killed in the line of duty who was an NRA member at the time of death, and to dependent children of any
urrent or retired law enforcement officers who are living and have current NRA membership. The membership restriction is permitted by law because the NRA Jeanne
E. Bray Memorial Scholarship Awards Program is a S01c4 program.
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Mr. JEFFRIES. So, in 2012, the NRA Foundation gave $100,000
to the law school in connection with the position that you hold and
for “Second amendment study,” correct?

Dr. MaLcoLM. Well, I presume that they did, but they did not
have anything to do with my particular job.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay you—

Dr. MALcoLM. I do not get a penny more for having that.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, you arrived in 2013. Is that right?

Dr. MaLcoLM. Excuse me?

Mr. JEFFRIES. You arrived in 20137

Dr. MaLcoLM. In 2006.

Mr. JEFFRIES. You arrived—

Dr. MALcOLM. I did not, but I did not have a chair until later.

Mr. JEFFRIES. That is correct. In 2013, is that right?

Dr. MALcoLM. Yes.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay now, in 2013, the NRA Foundation gave
$100,000 to the George Mason University Law School for “Second
amendment study,” true?

Dr. MALcOLM. Presumably, they did.

Mr. JEFFRIES. In 2014, the NRA Foundation gave $100,000 to the
George Mason University Law School for “special grants other
studies related to the Second Amendment,” true?

Dr. MALcoLM. They have not subsidized anything that I have
done. I was hired. I was given this chair, because I had already
done serious work on the legal and constitutional background of
the Second Amendment.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Okay, what we found is that the NRA has given
a million dollars to endow the position that you now hold, hundreds
of thousands of dollars over the last several years, and the problem
is, we can have a legitimate debate about how to deal with the gun
violence epidemic, but it is hard to have that legitimate debate
when the NRA functions as holding others who are supposedly par-
ticipating in this debate like they are holy on subsidiaries. Not say-
ing you are not, but we do know that in connection with the posi-
tion you hold, it is funded by the National Rifle Association.

I yield back.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. The time of the gentleman has ex-
pired. There is a vote on the floor now. There are two votes on the
floor. There are six minutes and 46 seconds remaining in the first
vote, 363 people not having voted yet.

The Committee will stand in recess until immediately after the
second vote in this series, which will probably be in about 15 min-
utes. Members of the audience with advisors, there is no crowd out-
side, so you probably will not give up your seat if you walk out.

[Recess.]

Chair NADLER. The Committee will come to order. Continuing
with questioning the witnesses.

Mr. CoLLINS. Mr. Chair, before we—

Chair NADLER. For what reason does the gentleman seeking rec-
ognition?

Mr. CoLLINS. I would just like to make some clarification. I know
at the end there was some discussion concerning the effectiveness
or lack of effectiveness therein by who or who may not maybe re-
ceive funds in a certain time, and I think one of the things we got
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to be very careful of here is every witness that comes here will
come representing who they represent and from the areas that they
do. Some of the witnesses here would not have probably been called
if they had been participants in the political process for your side
of the aisle or possibly my side of the aisle. These are things that
happen, and they are disclosed. I think, throwing that out there,
especially to witnesses or even other Members, implying that some-
thing changes for them, I think we need to be careful of. Otherwise,
we can just start admitting the records of donations from groups
that are justifying here today on contributions and everything else.

We just need to keep this on level with people from their back-
ground, knowing their background, let us all have an honest argu-
ment without questioning the motives of or the trajectory of mo-
tives from folks that we have. With saying that, I yield back.

Chair NADLER. I will now recognize the gentleman from North
Dakota, Mr. Armstrong.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Thank you, Mr. Chair. In my never-ending
quest to educate people about the way we live in North Dakota,
earlier this morning in H.R. 1, I was explain that we are the only
State in the Nation without voter registration. So, in quest to solve
problems in other areas, we actually make it more difficult to do
things in my state. I will continue that a little bit here. I am going
to talk particularly about the exceptions. It is obvious to someone
who has spent his entire life hunting and whether it is bow hunt-
ing, up line game hunting a rifle, or big game hunting, that when
people write exceptions to laws like this, we do it in a way that ac-
tually does not take into account the rural nature of places where
I live. North Dakota is a beautiful place. I invite anybody to come
there whenever they can. Probably not today.

It is 35 below wind chill, but when we are talking about how we
designate exceptions to this H.R. 8 we are talking about exclusively
at shooting ranges, shooting galleries, or other designated areas,
and in the noble goal of trying to end gun violence in other areas,
I just want everybody to be aware that we are creating felons out
every ranch—federal felons out of every ranching farm kid in North
Dakota. We do not have designated shooting ranges. We do not
have shooting galleries. We borrow our buddy a rifle to shoot in a
stubble field, be it prior to them going hunting or whether it is
pheasant hunting, whether it is deer hunting, whether it is any of
those areas. So, when we are dealing with these issues, I want to
make it perfectly clear that we are also creating significant bur-
dens on a way of life to the entire Midwest population, not just in
North Dakota.

I actually want to thank Congress for a couple of things, and I
can do this because I was not here when these passed, so it is not
self-gratifying. H.R. 4477, which was the Fix NICS Act of 2017 was
passed, and this is how we approach gun law in North Dakota has
incredibly pro-Second amendment law, but what we do with our
law enforcement and our State policy is absolutely go after prohib-
ited people. We do everything we can to make sure law-abiding citi-
zens can use their Second amendment rights, but we continually
work with domestic violence groups, law enforcement to ensure
that prohibited people do not have access to the firearms they are
supposed to.
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The Fix NICS Act was something that we, even as a pro-Second
amendment State as North Dakota, we have been utilized. Also,
H.R. 4909, which is the Stop School Violence Act is provided pro-
grams that are utilized in North Dakota right now. Our rural
schools, some of them have been in the 1950s. When we deal with
school safety, we oftentimes it is not a matter of whether we have
a school resource officer in one school in the community, we often
do not have law enforcement that can respond within 45 minutes
of some of our rural towns. So, these grants help us provide school
safety in divided into these scenarios in which they exist at that
point and time. So, I would like to thank Congress for those. I
would argue, personally, that the Concealed Reciprocity Act, which
has passed the House and has not gotten through the Senate is
also way to help deter more gun crime.

Finally, I just say as somebody who has practiced criminal de-
fense in Federal court, I think just as matter of statutory construc-
tion, we should be a little careful about the number of adjectives
that we use in the criminal code. Adjectives are a petri dish for
trial lawyers and purely outside of any partisanship or anything
else when we use a lot of ugly words, they tend to be litigated in
front of 12 people very extensively.

I do have one question for Ms. Thomas. When you were talking
to Congressman Cline earlier, you were talking about this being an
important Act and that without a registry, it does not matter.
Under President Obama Administration, they received a White
paper from Greg Ridgway and essentially the White paper says
that these gun laws do not work without a national registry. So,
my question is, was the Obama Administration wrong?

Ms. THOMAS. I am not sure exactly what you are asking, but if
your question is whether or not it is appropriate to pass H.R. 8
without a registry, my answer would be yes, it is absolutely incum-
bent on us to pass H.R. 8 even though it prohibits a registry from
being formed, because it will encompass a larger majority of back-
ground checks on all gun sales than what we have in place now.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Okay and forgive me because my old criminal
defense attorney mind is coming in place. Without the registry,
how is it enforceable?

Ms. THOMAS. Because every sale and transfer of a gun requires
a background check. So, when guns are recovered in crimes, it will
be much easier for law enforcement to A, discover if guns had a
background check on them and to trace them back to their original
source. In that instance, it would be very easy to know if there was
no background check conducted.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I would ask for unanimous consent to offer this
Summary of “Select Firearm Violence Prevention Strategies” by
Greg Ridgway into the record.

Chair NADLER. Without objection the document will be entered
into the record.

[The information follows:]
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Summary of Select Firearm Violence
Prevention Strategies

Greg Ridgeway, Ph.D.
Deputy Director
National Institute of Justice

January 4, 2013

On average there are about 11,000 firearm homicides every year. While there are deaths resulting from
accidental discharges and suicides, this document will focus on intentional firearm homicides. Fatalities
from mass shootings (those with 4 or more victims in a particular place and time) account on average for
35 fatalities per year. Policies that address the larger firearm homicide issue will have a far greater
impact even if they do not address the particular issues of mass shootings.

This document provides a cursory summary of select initiatives to reduce firearm violence and an

assessment of the evidence for the initiative.

Gun buybacks

Twitter summary: Buybacks are ineffective unless massive and coupled with a ban

Goal: Reduce access to firearms by incentivizing owners to dispose of their unwanted guns rather than

transfer them to a more risky possessor

Evidence: Gun buybacks are ineffective as generally implemented. 1. The buybacks are too small to have
an impact. 2. The guns turned in are at low risk of ever being used in a crime. 3. Replacement guns are
easily acquired. Unless these three points are overcome, a gun buyback cannot be effective.

The 1997 Australia gun buyback and its associated regulations is an exception to this. 1. It was large,
buying back 20% of the firearm stock. 2. It targeted semi-automatic weapons. 3. It coupled the buyback
with a ban on certain weapons and a nationwide registration and licensing program. There is strong
evidence that it reduced mass killings (before the initiative massacres occurred on average once per
year and none have occurred in the 15 years since).

The Australia buyback appears to have had no effect on crime otherwise. One study (Leigh & Neill 2010)
has proven confusing in that its abstract suggests that Australia’s gun buyback reduced firearm homicide
rates by 80%, but the body of the report finds no effect. Others (Reuter & Mouzas 2003) have used the
same data and also found no effect on crime although they also noted that mass shootings appear to
have disappeared in Australia. A third study (Chapman et al 2006) using Australian data from 1979 to
2003 shows that the firearm homicide rate was already declining prior to the firearm reforms and that
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there is no evidence that the new legislation accelerated the declines. This remains true when data
through 2007 are added to the analysis {conducted by G. Ridgeway on 1/3/2013 at NiJ).
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Large capacity magazines restrictions

Twitter summary: Great potential to reduce lethality; requires a massive reduction in supply
Goal: Reduce the lethality of guns by reducing the number of rounds that can be quickly fired.

Program: Restrictions on the manufacture, sale, transfer, and possession of large capacity magazines
(usually defined as holding more than 10 rounds).

Evidence: Mass shootings predominantly involve the use of large capacity magazines. The most lethal
ones all involve large capacity magazines. In addition large capacity magazines were used in nearly 25%
of all crimes in 1993 just prior to the ban. There is reason to believe that reducing the availability of
large capacity magazines could have an effect on the total number of homicides.

In five cities studied closely found no change in the criminal use of large capacity magazines during the
ten year ban. However, a Washington Post analysis for Virginia continued the analysis where the
research team left off. The data indicate that the percentage of crime guns using large capacity

magazines declined from 18% in 1999 (when magazine imports were highest) to its lowest level in 2004
(10% of crime guns had large capacity magazines). The percentage doubled between 2004, when the
ban expired, and 2010.

The 1994 ban on large capacity magazines had limited effectiveness because 1) Large capacity clips are a
durable good 2) There were an estimated 25 million guns with large capacity magazines in 1995 3) The
1994 law exempted magazines manufactured before 1994 so that the importation of large capacity
magazines manufactured overseas before 1994 continued through the ban 4) while the price of the clips
increased dramatically (80% during the ban) they were not unaffordable. A 2004 study of the 1994 law
found: “because the ban has not yet reduced the use of [large capacity magazines] in crime, we cannot
clearly credit the ban with any of the nation’s recent drop in gun violence.” The 1994 ban essentially did
little to affect the supply of large capacity magazines.

In order to have an impact, large capacity magazine regulation needs to sharply curtail their availability
to include restrictions on importation, manufacture, sale, and possession. An exemption for previously
owned magazines would nearly eliminate any impact. The program would need to be coupled with an
extensive buyback of existing large capacity magazines. With an exemption the impact of the restrictions
would only be felt when the magazines degrade or when they no longer are compatible with guns in
circulation. This would take decades to realize.
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Ammunition logs

Twitter summary: Increases opportunities to detect illegal firearm possessors
Goal: 1) Reduce flow of ammunition to the illicit market and 2) develop leads for illegal weapons.

Program: Laws that prohibit certain individuals from owning firearms also pertain to ammunition (18
USC 922g&n). Whereas direct retail sales of firearms to criminals are regularly disrupted by instant
background checks, sales of ammunition are essentially unchecked. Ammunition purchase logs are a
means of checking for illegal purchases and for developing intelligence on illegal firearms.

Alternatively, several states do not record purchases, but rather require the purchaser to show a permit
to purchase ammunition and only of the same caliber or gauge as their firearm. While purchasing a
firearm is a one-time action, repeated purchases of ammunition create more complications for
prohibited firearm possessors.

Evidence: A study used criminal background checks conducted on individuals purchasing ammunition in
Los Angeles in April and May 2004. 2.6% of transactions involved prohibited purchasers. They purchased
5,000 rounds of ammunition per month during this period. Rather than institute instant checks on
ammunition purchases, local police began regularly checking the logs for illegal purchases, using it as an
intelligence tool to find not only ammunition but also the illegally possessed weapons. Sacramento
instituted a similar program and identified 13 illegal purchasers per month in the first year, recovering
an average of 7 illegal firearms per month.

There is evidence that the program can be used to identify prohibited purchasers and can aid in the
recovery of illegal firearms. The volume of recoveries is not of a scale likely to impact the illegal firearm
trade, but could disrupt some criminal activity.

In 2009 California passed AB 962 that would make the ammunition logs statewide. It has since been held
up in court due primarily to the use of the phrase “handgun ammunition,” which is not a well-defined
phrase.
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Universal background checks
Twitter summary: Effectiveness depends on the ability to reduce straw purchasing, requiring gun
registration and an easy gun transfer process

To understand the value of background checks it is essential to understand the source of crime guns.
Several sporadic attempts have been made to learn how criminals acquire guns. For example, a 2000
study by the ATF found the following distribution of sources

Source Percentage
Straw purchase 47%
Stolen 26%
Store 14%
Residence 10%
Common carrier 2%
Unregulated private seller 20%
Gun shows/flea markets 13%
Retail diversion 8%

Note: Percentages do not add up to 100% since some sources fall into multiple
categories (e.g. unregulated seller at a flea market)

These figures indicate informal transfers dominate the crime gun market. A perfect universal
background check system can address the gun shows and might deter many unregulated private sellers.
However, this does not address the largest sources (straw purchasers and theft), which would most
likely become larger if background checks at gun shows and private sellers were addressed. The
secondary market is the primary source of crime guns. Ludwig and Cook (2000) compared states that
introduced Brady checks to those states that already had background checks and found no effect of the
new background checks. They hypothesized that the background checks simply shifted to the secondary
market those offenders who normally purchased in the primary market.

Supply sources can vary in different parts of the country. An NIJ funded study of the Los Angeles illicit
gun market noted: “Results showed that many crime guns were first purchased at local—that is, in
county—Tlicensed dealers, rather than from out of state. That is, contrary to the conventional wisdom
that crime guns were being trafficked across state borders from places with less stringent regulations,
such as Arizona and Nevada, we found that a majority of the guns used in crimes were purchased in Los
Angeles County.” Thus, gun markets can be highly local.

Understanding gun sources requires a sustained and localized surveillance program. For example, the
program could interview new arrestees at intake about how they acquired their gun, cost, and general
gun availability. This could be conducted in conjunction with BJA’s plans to target local violence
prevention programs in 20 cities. This is similar to the ADAM program for monitoring drug markets and
could, in fact, complement any restart of ADAM. In the coming years such data could become available
through BJS efforts; BJS will include a series of questions in its 2013/2014 national inmate survey.



251

Target straw purchasers

Straw purchasers are the primary source of crime guns. Importantly, straw purchasers have no record of
a prohibiting offense. As a result, they are quite different from those who actually commit crimes.
Consistent with criminological theory, because the person conducting the straw purchase does not have
a criminal history forbidding him or her from making legal purchases, this population could potentially
be deterred from initiating this illegal activity.

Because straw purchasers are the largest source for the illicit market and these purchasers likely can be
deterred, effort should be focused here. There is little evidence on what works. The ATF and NSSF
sponsored the “Don’t Lie for the Other Guy” public awareness campaign starting in 2000 but there are

no evaluation reports of its effectiveness.

A Los Angeles program to target straw purchasers sent new gun buyers a letter, signed by prominent
law enforcement officials, indicating that law enforcement had a record of their gun purchase and that
the gun buyer should properly record future transfers of the gun. The letters arrived during buyers’ 10-
day waiting periods, before they could legally return to the store to collect their new gun. An NlJ-funded
study found that the letter could modify gun owner behaviors. The study found that the rate at which
guns are reported stolen for those who received the letter is more than twice the rate for those who did
not receive the letter. While this does not show an effect on crime, it does show that a simple letter to
those at risk of diverting guns to the illicit market can modify their behavior.

Require all gun transfers to occur at an FFL

Some states, such as California, require all transfers of guns to be properly documented (since 1923).
This usually requires the involvement of a federally licensed dealer in the transaction. Despite this, straw
purchasing continues largely unabated. Wachtel (1998) describes some straw purchasing of crime guns
for Los Angeles between 1988 and 1995. There are disincentives to following the law in California ($35
and a waiting period). Such a process can discourage a normally law-abiding citizen to spend the time
and money to properly transfer his or her firearm to another. To be effective, requiring all transfers to
occur at an FFL needs to be coupled with all the necessary incentives (or at least no disincentives) for
unlicensed sellers to follow the law. Sanctions and threats of penalties are insufficient.

Gun shows

Gun shows do provide firearms to the illicit market, but the problem is not uniquely about gun shows
but rather secondary transfers of unregulated private sellers. Gun shows simply convene numerous
private sellers along with FFLs. Gun shows in states requiring all transfers to be documented have fewer

illegal gun sales according to Wintemute et al 2007.

Gun registration and continuous checks for possession eligibility
Universal checks are insufficient for ensuring that firearm owners remain eligible. Convictions, mental
health issues, and restraining orders can develop after the background checks.

Recovering guns from those that become ineligible is likely effective. There is evidence from three
studies that policies that check domestic violence perpetrators for firearm possession are effective at
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reducing intimate partner violence. Vigdor and Mercy (2006) found a 7% reduction in intimate partner
homicide in states that allowed guns to be confiscated on site of domestic violence incidents. Zeoli and
Webster (2010) found that state statutes restricting those under restraining orders from accessing
firearms are associated with reductions of 20%-25% in total and firearm intimate partner homicide.
Bridges et al (2008) found that most domestic violence laws do not effect intimate partner homicide
except those relating to firearms. All three studies use methods that make alternative explanations

unlikely.

The challenge to implementing this more broadly is that most states do not have a registry of firearm
ownership. Currently NICS background checks are destroyed within 24 hours. Some states maintain
registration of all firearms. Gun registration aims to 1) increase owner responsibility by directly
connecting an owner with a gun, 2) improve law enforcement’s ability to retrieve guns from owners
prohibited from possessing firearms.

Gun registration also allows for the monitoring of multiple gun purchases in a short period of time.
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Assault weapon ban
Twitter summary: Assault weapons are not a major contributor to gun crime. The existing stock of
assault weapons is large, undercutting the effectiveness of bans with exemptions

Goal: Limit access to assault weapons.
Program: Ban the manufacture, sale, transfer, or possession of assault weapons.

Evidence: Guns are durable goods. The 1994 law exempted weapons manufactured before 1994. The
exemption of pre-1994 models ensures that a large stock, estimated at 1.5 million, of existing weapons
would persist. Prior to the 1994 ban, assault weapons were used in 2-8% of crimes. Therefore a
complete elimination of assault weapons would not have a large impact on gun homicides.

A National Academy study of firearms and violence concluded that the weaknesses of the ban and the
scientific literature suggest that the assault weapon ban did not have an effect on firearm homicides.

There is some evidence that the assault weapons bans can affect the availability of assault weapons. A
2004 study found that “Following implementation of the ban, the share of gun crimes involving [assault
weapons] declined by 17% to 72% across the localities examined for this study (Baltimore, Miami,
Milwaukee, Boston, St. Louis, and Anchorage)... This is consistent with patterns found in national data
on guns recovered by police and reported to ATF.” Weil and Knox (1997) found a sharp reduction in the
number of assault weapons recovered by Baltimore police in the six months following Maryland’s ban
on assault weapons. The federal ban came into effect a few months after Maryland’s ban, but
Maryland’s ban had no provision grandfathering in already owned assault weapons.

Since assault weapons are not a major contributor to US gun homicide and the existing stock of guns is
large, an assault weapon ban is unlikely to have an impact on gun violence. If coupled with a gun
buyback and no exemptions then it could be effective. The 1997 Australian gun buyback was massive in
scale and, while it appears to have had no effect on gun homicide, Australia has had no mass shootings
since the ban was put in place.
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Smart guns
Twitter summary: Most appropriate for making guns child safe or preventing police officers from being
assaulted with their own firearm. Unlikely to affect gun crime

Goal: Prevent gun use by unauthorized users, particular to prevent diversion of legally acquired firearms
to the illicit market.

Program: Between 1994 and 2004, the National Institute of Justice conducted a research effort to
develop a technology that would preclude anyone but the owner of a gun from using it. If a gun were
stolen with this technology installed, it would become inoperable. The focus of this effort was to
preclude a law enforcement officer’s gun from being used if it were wrested from them during an
assault. This technology was commonly referred to as ‘smart’ gun technology because it enabled the gun
to ‘recognize’ its owner.

In its 2005 assessment of this effort “Technological Options for User-Authorized Handguns: A

Technology-Readiness Assessment” the National Academy of Engineering estimated that it would cost

an additional $30 million and take 5 to 10 additional years to bring a ‘smart’ gun to market. The most
likely approach to achieving this capability would be through use of radio frequency identification (RFID)
technology.

Evidence: The development of the technology has focused on making the guns child-proof or providing
law enforcement officers with a firearm that could not be used against them. The realization of this
technology would not prevent such shootings perpetrated by the owners of the guns involved. In
addition this would not eliminate the illicit market, but rather alter it. There would remain an illicit
market for guns that did not have this technology installed or for smart guns in which the technology
had been neutralized.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield back my time, Mr. Chair.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. Now I recognize the gentleman from
Maryland, Mr. Raskin.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Chair, thank you very much. I want to first rec-
ognize my wonderful constituent, Andrea Chamblee who is here
today. She lost her husband, John McNamara, in the terrible mas-
sacre that took place in Annapolis. He was a reporter and a cele-
brated editor of The Capitol Gazette. Thanks for joining us, An-
drea, and that you stand for hundreds of people here today who
have lost family Members and friends and hundreds of thousand
across the country who are begging us to do something.

Mr. Nadler, thank you for this hearing, which is extraordinary,
because it is the first hearing on gun violence in more than 8 years
in the House of Representatives. In that time, we have seen, not
only the daily mounting, gruesome death toll in every community
across America where 96 people die from gun violence every day,
and 246 every day are shot and wounded, where eight children or
teens die from gun violence every day, and where 39 young people
are shot and wounded.

Over the last eight years, we have seen six of the ten worst gun
massacres in the history of the United States of America: The Las
Vegas massacre with 58 dead; the Pulse Nightclub massacre with
49 dead; Sandy Hook, 20 kids and six grown-ups; Stoneman Doug-
las, 17 adults, and on and on. To the wonderful people who have
assembled here today taking time off from school, off from work to
come to bear witness to the people you have lost in your lives, I
want to say that you are the repositories of the memories of your
loved ones, but we are the repositories of the legislative memories
of what have happened, what has happened here. We must never
forget.

I have only been here for two years, but I want to tell you, in
that time, I saw several of those massacres, including the Vegas
massacre and the Stoneman Douglas massacre, and we had not a
single hearing on a universal, criminal background check. We had
three hearings in this Committee with Diamond and Silk to talk
about imaginary offenses online, and they brought us two bills, one
the aforementioned bill, the Concealed Carry Reciprocity Act, a
complete misnomer. It has nothing to do with reciprocity, it would
demolish every state’s concealed carry law so that if you can get
a gun in the most permissive State in the Union, which I think is
still Florida, where a million and a half people have the right to
carry a loaded, concealed weapon, then you can go anywhere in the
country. That is what they brought us. Oh, and they brought us
one other bill which was to legalize silencers in America. That
sounds not like a common-sense public safety agenda. That sounds
like a mafia agenda to legalize silencers across the country. That
is what we have dealt with from this Committee which is why
today is such a remarkable breath of fresh air and why Americans
across the country are looking at the House of Representatives
with hope today.

Now, the universal criminal background check is backed by more
than 95 percent of the American people. The vast majority of
Democrats, Republicans, Independents, and Gun owners. Every-
body thinks that you should not be able to purchase a firearm in
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America if you cannot pass a simple criminal and mental back-
ground check, so we are screening out felons and fugitives. People
who are violently unstable, undocumented aliens—these are the
people that we are trying to catch. What do we hear from the other
side? We hear, “Well this punishes law-abiding people. You should
go after the criminals.” That is precisely what we are trying to do.
We are trying to keep them from getting guns in the first place.
We are trying to close the loopholes here today.

Now, we are hearing that there is a lot of Second amendment
verbiage floating around the room and yet, I have yet to hear a sin-
gle argument that this legislation in H.R. 8 is unconstitutional. Not
one. Now the Distinguished Ranking Member of the Committee
was offended by the gentleman from New York’s line of questioning
about Professor Malcolm’s background and the character of her
professorship at George Mason. Fine, if you are not interested in
trying to determine the sources of income for her chairmanship, let
us leave that to the side. Let us go to the content of Professor
Malcolm’s testimony.

Professor Malcolm, I am fellow professor of constitutional law. So
I was all excited for your testimony, because before I was a mem-
ber of Congress, I loved nothing more than to be able to do a legal
analysis and bring it to Congress and say, “Here is my under-
standing of what the law is,” but I searched in vain, your entire
testimony for any legal analysis of the Second amendment constitu-
tionality of H.R. 8, and I am wondering, have you written a sepa-
rate law review article or separate legal analysis, because I under-
stand this is more of a policy statement?

Dr. MALcoLM. I have not written an analysis of this particular
bill, but I would like to say that I deeply resent the assertion that
I am holy on subsidiary.

Mr. RASKIN. I did not say anything about that.

Dr. MaLcoLM. I know you did not.

Mr. RASKIN. I am sorry. I am going to reclaim my time because
we have very little time here. Let me go to this question. Do you
have an opinion as the Second amendment Chair holder at the
George Mason Antonin Scalia School of Law, do you have a legal
opinion that you have formed, even without an analysis that is
written, as to the constitutionality of H.R. 8?

Dr. MaLcoLM. I have a legal opinion that the constitutional right
that is associated with the instant background check as it now
stands is constitutional. It just does not work very well.

Mr. RASKIN. Okay so—

Dr. MALcoLM. It does not work.

Mr. RaskIN. Okay well, we'll go to the ATF for their thoughts on
that. You are saying as constitutional matter, the legislation before
us is perfectly constitutional today? Dr. Sakran, do you agree with
that? That H.R. 8 is perfectly constitutional?

Dr. SAKRAN. Well, I am not a lawyer, and I am here in my capac-
ity as a trauma surgeon. But, we currently have licensing that is
actually evaluating people for background checks. So, this is just
talking about ensuring we close those loopholes and expand that to
the rest of the public, so.

Mr. RASKIN. Okay and it does not deny anybody the right to ac-
cess a gun who has a Second amendment right to get one? It is
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only the people that Justice Scalia enumerated in how their deci-
sion as being not eligible because they might be mentally defective
or felons or fugitives and so on, right?

Dr. SAKRAN. Correct.

Mr. RASKIN. That is your understanding of it, okay. I yield back,
Mr. Chair. Thank you very much.

Chair NADLER. I thank the gentleman. I now recognize the
gentlelady from Washington, Ms. Jayapal who is not here. Oh
great. The gentleman from California, Mr. Correa.

Mr. CorRREA. Thank you, Mr. Chair, first, I want to thank you
for holding this most important hearing and of course, I want to
also thank all of the young people in the audience today. This is
your day. I am glad you are here in force to show that you care
about this issue. A lot of you here have also been painfully touched,
personally touched by a loss due to gun violence and thank you
also for being here. I thank the panelists also for your expert testi-
mony today. Ms. Lindquist, I want to personally thank you as well
for bravery for being here to tell us about that horrible experience
of yours.

Half dozen years ago, my wife was attacked, mugged. Like in
your situation, somebody came up behind her and grabbed her and
threw her down and beat her up, and I can tell you for many, many
months, I was there helping her nurse back her wounds. Not only
the physical but the emotional that she still carries. We do not
wish that on anybody. Very, very tough issue here.

Professor Malcolm, you are absolutely right. This is going to
make it more expensive for somebody to purchase a weapon. The
bureaucratic issues involved are going to slow down the process. As
I think about this bill, I think back to my district where I have had
to attend many funerals, way too many funerals of young people.
Very young teenagers being the victims of gang violence. As I think
about your testimony here, is this bill going to stop somebody from
buying a gun illegally?

Dr. MALCOLM. I cannot see how it will.

Mr. CORREA. I do not think it does. I do not think it does. Yet,
as I think about society today, what goes on in our streets, I am
going to come back to something that Mr.—that Chief Acevedo
said, which is, a question in my mind is, will this legislation save
a life? Will it save one life? Because when I have constituents that
have been touched, that have been hurt by gun violence, my ques-
tion is, Chief Acevedo, is this bill going to save one life or many
lives? Or none at all?

Chief ACEVEDO. No, thank you for the question. This bill will
definitely save lives. There is no doubt about it. What this bill does
is not keep guns out of the hands of law-abiding Americans of
sound mind, which I do not know if—

Mr. CORREA. What was that? What did you just—

Chief ACEVEDO. It will not keep firearms out of the hands of law-
abiding Americans of sound mind.

What it will do is make it more difficult for those that use these
loopholes at gun shows, on the internet, straw purchasers, that are
driven by greed that then go out and purchase these firearms and
then sell them to those crooks. That is going to make it more dif-
ficult for the bad guys. If we are going to support the good guys
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with guns, if we are going to talk about other good guys with guns,
we also need to talk about what do we do to keep guns out of the
bad guys with guns? This is exactly what this bill will do. That is
why the Major City Chiefs has been very vocal. The mayors have
been very vocal. Our prosecutor has been very vocal, and I would
like to tell you to the folks that are in our emergency rooms, that
thanks to the medicine, the quality of the medicine we have today,
the discourage of gun violence and the deaths from it would be
quite more horrifying than we experience. I want to say to the
trauma docs, you are in your lane. Stay in the lane, which is saving
lives, not selling guns.

Mr. CORREA. Thank you very much. Same question to Major
TAPP-HARPER. Both of you have been on the beat. You are where
the rubber meets the road. You have seen that violence. Will this
bill, will this legislation, H.R. 8, save lives?

Major TApP-HARPER. Thank you for your question, sir, and our
primary responsibility as preservation of life, and I stand arm in
arm with the Chief. Yes, I believe that we will save lives.

Mr. CORREA. So this legislation is really a major step forward in
keeping guns away from those that are really not qualified to own
a gun. Mr. Chair, I yield.

Chair NADLER. Thank you, gentleman. Mr. Richmond is recog-
nized.

Mr. RicHMOND. Thank you, Mr. Chair. Dr. Malcolm, I believe two
people earlier said that none of these bills would do anything to
save a life. If we look at the Charleston loophole, would that not
have prevented the perpetrator from purchasing that gun?

Dr. MALCOLM. Excuse me, what—

Mr. RICHMOND. The Charleston loophole. The loophole that says
if your background does not come back in 72 hours, then you auto-
matically can purchase the firearm. In his case, his background
check came back after four days and what came back would have
prevented him from being able to buy the gun, which in my mind,
therefore would have prevented the Emanuel Nine Massacre in
Mother Emanuel Church in the loss of nine lives. So, my question
is, closing that loophole would have saved nine lives?

Dr. MALcoOLM. In that one case, it probably would, but there are
very few people like that man who actually go through the whole
process knowing that they are planning to misuse a firearm.

Mr. RicHMOND. Well maybe and may not be, because I think he
had a bad address. So, logic would tell me that if you go in and
you give a little bit of bad information like an incorrect address
that may delay the background check from coming back, the goal
is for the background check to come back after 72 hours, and you
can purchase your gun.

Also, people like to point out the Assault Weapons Ban and what
effect that had. Let me tell you what effect it had because 1 was
young in those days. I lived in the hot streets during the 90s. That
Assault Weapons Ban made the price of an Uzi go up from $400
in the store to $1,500. Therefore, that mad person may have had
$400 in his pocket but not $1,500. It delayed the time in which he
could get his hands on a gun legally or illegally, which allowed for
a cooling period to happen. I hear many people say that this may
put a burden on lawful gun owners, which I am one. When I went
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to purchase my gun, I did not need it immediately. If I had to wait
two days, that was okay. The person who needs a gun right then
and there is probably the person we do not want with a gun, right
then and there.

Let me just remind this Committee of what I believe was a
missed opportunity back in 1990. The same time when the streets
were hot because of crack cocaine. This body, this committee, this
Congress decided that it would treat the crack cocaine epidemic in
a different way. That it would find the cure to it in mass incarcer-
ation. What we did not do is treat it as the substance abuse prob-
lem that it was. Had we declared it a health epidemic back in 1990,
guess what would have happened? We would have substance abuse
clinics and infrastructure across this country. The opioid victims
that we see today would have a place to go, because we would have
responded correctly back in 1990.

Now the question is, why am I saying that? Because we have an
opioid epidemic, and the President just declared it a public health
crisis. Last year, opioids, we lost 14,000 individuals. Synthetic
opioids, 28,000. Heroin, 15,000. It is a health epidemic. Last year,
we lost 39,773 people to gun violence which is a health epidemic,
and the question becomes, let us assume I am wrong, Dr. Malcolm.
Let us assume it is not. What harm is there in trying to figure out
the link between guns and the violence and letting CDC and NIH,
smart people who are doctors, who are smarter than me, what is
wrong with letting them study it to come back to us with rec-
ommendations, because that is what we are doing with the opioid
epidemic.

I do not want us to come here in 20 years like I am doing now,
and somebody is saying, they had a chance to remove the Dickey
Amendment, allow NIH, CDC and experts to study it, but they did
not do it during that time, because the pressure was too hot. Now
20 years later, we have done a road and we are losing so many
kids. So please tell me what is the harm in studying it?

Dr. MALcOLM. Guns are not a disease. They should be studied by
people who are law enforcement who know more about crime on
the streets, all other kinds of possibilities. Also, there is a right, a
constitutional right for ordinary people to protect themselves with
firearms. There is no right to have an opioid, and that is a good
idea that there is not, because you are right. It is a terrible epi-
demic. Doctors are not the best ones to be studying the best solu-
tions for gun control. What I would like to see, and this com-
mittee—or at least the Congress has taken it up in the past—is
something more done to help people who are dangerously mentally
ill. T think that would be a tremendous help, because most of the
people who have committed these mass murders are people who
really need some kind of help, and we have dismantled our health
establishment and not really put anything very good in its place.
While it is not a very sexy subject, I think it would be a tremen-
dous help to try to help.

Mr. RicHMOND. Mr. Chair, can I ask unanimous consent to enter
into the record, it is an annotation from Dr. Sakran’s testimony
where it says, “Firearm injury and death in America is not only a
disease,” and it references what I would like to enter into the
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record is, by Lerner, Hargarden, “Gun Violence, A Biopsychosocial
Disease.”

Chair NADLER. Without objection, the material will be entered
into the record. Ms. Jayapal is recognized.

[The information follows:]
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Abstract

Gun violence is a pervasive public health burden in the United States. Annually, over 36,000
Americans die from firearm-related events; tens of thousands are injured.! The medical
community has periodically called for framing gun violence as a public health/medical issue.

2 Given the impact of gun violence on health and longevity,' others have suggested that
physicians have a moral obligation to address gun violence.ll'2 More recently, others have called
upon physicians to integrate firearm-related education about safety with their patients.:

Calls for engagement have increased with multiple physician organizations calling for
action.2 In much the same way that human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) rates grew
unchecked until we began to acknowledge that it was a biopsychosocial disease that could be
prevented and controlled, and scientifically we moved past the social stigmas of a disease first
recognized as largely affecting homosexual men, gun violence will continue unchecked until we
invest in research to discover effective means to reduce it. To fully engage physicians and other
sectors of the healthcare community, we need to frame gun violence as a biopsychosocial
disease.2 We know that gun violence follows predictable patterns just like infectious diseases
and other illnesses.’* For example, young African-American males are at increased risk of
firearm-related homicide, while older White males are at increased risk for firearm-related
suicide. Through an understanding of the risk factors for a disease, we can identify means of
control and prevention.

The disease model approach was first advanced in the 19th century and continues today. With a
science driven understanding of disease etiology, physicians and other civic leaders were
positioned to discover vaccines, thus changing the environments that breed the vectors of
illnesses, while identifying high-risk groups for preventative interventions— all driven by the
science of discovery. We are seeing this unfold today with the Zika virus,¢ and the prevention
strategies of other communicable diseases such as tuberculosis and HIV that continue to benefit
from the rigorous application of the disease model. By identifying and understanding the disease
agent, its vector of transmission, and the high-risk hosts and environments, all sectors of civil
society — healthcare, public health, businesses, schools, fire and police agencies— can work in
concert to institute interventions that reduce morbidity and mortality. These interventions may
prevent exposure to the agent that causes disease, reduce the chance of becoming ill if exposed,
or limit the damage after the disease is contracted.
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Scientific investigations have advanced the disease model to include other causes of
cellular/organ damage from a variety of etiologic agents.’* For decades, clinicians and public
health professionals have been trained to understand the definition of disease as having four
components: etiology, pathogenesis, morphologic changes, and clinical significance.l> We have
learned that the etiologic agents of diseases are categorized into biologic and physical agents that
interact with cells and organs, resulting in disruptions of cell walls and the release of substances
that cause additional destruction it For example, with the Ebola virus disease, the pathogenesis
occurs over days and can manifest up to 21 days after exposure. The virus begins to replicate and
results in morphologic changes in cells/organs that manifest as a constellation of symptoms,
resulting in nausea, vomiting, and diarrhea, leading to dehydration, organ failure and death.

Analogously, the kinetic energy from a bullet is the physical agent of gun violence. The kinetic
energy imparted by the speeding mass of the bullet results in the tearing of cellular membranes,
{eading to edema, fractures, and bleeding, resulting in organ failure, shock, and death. The
energy (KE=1/2MV?), is transmitted to the host/patient from the bullet — penetrating the skin,
entering the body, and transmitting the energy, leading to temporary and permanent cavity
formation, and a sterile injury to the patient.282 The pathophysiology of this disease has received
limited examination because the agent (kinetic energy) causes destruction so quickly (less than
0.1 sec).® The high-speed video camera is the “microscope” for this rapidly occurring disease. It
is through this “lens” that we can document the temporary and permanent cavity formation that
is the hallmark of the biology of this disease.l22 This dramatically brief pathophysiology limits
acute interventions during the release of kinetic energy and is distinctive since diseases from
other agents, such as viruses and bacteria, clinically develop over days or weeks.

By framing gun violence as a biopsychosocial disease,® it engages the healthcare community of
physicians and nurses, complements the necessary multidisciplinary approach to advance our
scientific understanding, and informs host, agent/vector, and environmentally-focused
interventions beyond the immediate biology of fractures, bleeding, and edema. This is crtically
important since preventing and controlling gun violence will not occur to any significant degree
until we begin to approach it in a manner similar to controlling other biopsychosocial diseases
such as HIV. One immediate benefit of framing gun violence as a disease is the opportunity to
address misleading/limiting statements as scientifically inaccurate, yet repeated over and over
again. One of the most common of these is: “Guns don’t kill people, people kill people.”

The disease model provides us with accuracy: the bullet and its kinetic energy shreds, tears and
destroys cells, and damages organs, leading to death and disability. While the behavioral health
issues that result in a person pulling a trigger and releasing the energy need to be better
understood, first and foremost we need scientifically accurate statements that advance the
necessary, challenging discussions. By recognizing that bullets kill people, the gun, which carries
the bullets, becomes a necessary focus of intervention. One such strategy would be to limit the
rate of the release of bullets by, for example, banning bump stocks or automatic weapons, or by
reducing the amount of potential energy the gun can carry (magazine capacity). Without this
framing we will be limited to education of our patients? or continue to be stuck, mired in debates
that do not advance scientific understanding, but only entrench positions. We limit progress
related to gun violence by not addressing the environment and the social context and
psychological antecedents and outcomes of this disease that affect patients, families and
communities 2
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In addition to the injury caused by a bullet, the body’s own biologic stress response is activated
and involves a cascade of bodily systems, including stress hormones. While this biological
response is adaptive, sustained activation of the acute stress response degrades healthy
adaptation following a life-threatening situation. This is even further exacerbated when an
individual experiences psychological stress after trauma, particularly post-traumatic stress
disorder (PTSD). The social context of gunshot-wound patients is paramount, including the
community/neighborhood the survivor is coming from, the location of the wounding event, and
the environment to which they have no choice but to return. Unfortunately, issues such as
familial retaliation and the maintenance of perceived strength within communities with high
levels of violence can perpetuate the cycle of gun violence, “spreading” the risk of the disease.
Social, environmental, physical, and psychological pre-, peri-, and post-injury factors influence
the course of gun violence as a disease and therefore should be treated from this biopsychosocial
perspective.

There are many opportunities for medical communities to treat gun violence as a biopsychosocial
disease. Increasingly, trauma centers® are recruiting clinical psychologists to provide behavioral
health interventions that complement the surgical team’s emphasis on the biology. While the
integration of behavioral health specialists is occurring within centers where the disease is most
likely to be treated, the majority of centers are not yet advancing care with this integrated
approach. Behavioral/social interventions include hospital-based, violence-prevention programs,
where the focus is to address the social and behavioral issues of gun violence and to prevent
recidivism. In some instances, primary care physicians are® trained in assessing exposure to
trauma to understand the social context of the patient’s health. They can provide
recommendations for psychological care if distress is evident. While these examples exist within
healthcare, unfortunately they are not the norm. To move disease prevention forward, significant
development of integrated multidisciplinary programs is needed. Additionally, more research is
needed in the inpatient setting of trauma centers to better understand the psychosocial elements
of this disease to maximize outcomes and reduce recidivism.

The importance of this framing distinction can be more easily seen when we consider prior and
ongoing work to reduce the burden of acute injury from car crashes. We have achieved
considerable success in the application of the disease model, which has resulted in significant
reductions in death and disability over the past 50 years.

Evidence-based policies such as seatbelt laws and significantly improved car and road designs
that attenuate and control the energy exchange with passengers and drivers — all components of
the disease model ~ have been systematically investigated and advanced.®

In the first 10 years of the 21st century there were substantial declines in morbidity and mortality
from other public health burdens such as vaccine-preventable diseases, childhood lead poisoning,
cardiovascular disease, workplace-associated injuries, and cancer, while improvements were
made in areas such as maternal and fetal health 2 However, similar improvements have not been
made in firearm deaths during this time; in fact, deaths from firearms continue to rise. This may
be attributed, at least in part, to the relative paucity of funding for firearm-violence research, due
in part to the 1996 Dickey amendment, which states that, “None of the funds made available for
injury prevention and control at the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention may be used to
advocate or promote gun control.”2
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As a society, we have achieved success in controlling infectious diseases with a focused, disease-
model approach, and we have successfully expanded the use of the disease model to prevent and
control non-communicable diseases such as cancer and heart disease. We have used this
approach for other challenging biopsychosocial disease burdens such as smoking and alcohol
abuse 2 Further, it was only once we blunted the political stigma stunting our progress in
combating HIV that the most significant discoveries took place and lives were saved. Yet we
have not taken the next step in using the disease model to prevent and control gun violence, in
part due to the relative lack of funding, and therefore the relative lack of investigation. Framing
gun violence as a disease places it firmly within medical and public health practice. Interventions
across multiple sectors, informed by comprehensive, linked data and rigorous, adequately-funded
research, can be used to prevent injuries, improve acute care and rehabilitation, and inform and
evaluate program and policy interventions. These can ultimately reduce morbidity and mortality.

This framing opens up important areas of research and prevention strategies that can and must be
organized to address all aspects of the disease: high-risk youth; adults and elderly; the gun and
the bullets; and the environment 2 Specific examination of the gun and its design/safety
characteristics open up areas of potential interventions. Much like reducing a child’s access to
the energy contained in a medicine container resulted in decreases in unintentional chemical
injury from aspirin and Tylenol,& banning bump stocks would reduce the rate of energy release
that was so tragically seen in the Las Vegas shooting of October 2017. Designing a “smart” gun,
which leverages new technologies to identify a gun’s owner and prevent its use by others, could
also have the potential to reduce the number of accidental (unintentional) deaths and
suicides.®3 In this environment, requiring background checks on all gun sales has the potential
to further reduce unauthorized access *

Recent calls to engage the physician and public health communities in addressing gun
violence®must be answered by the medical community. Kaiser Permanente, one of largest
health systems in the U.S., has recently approved a $2 million expenditure to study gun violence
prevention.”’ By framing gun violence as a biopsychosocial disease we can move beyond
acrimony and fear, use the tools that have been honed over centuries to advance science, and
prevent and control this disease burden that adversely impacts our patients, families, and
communities across the U.S. and the world
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Ms. JAYAPAL. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I want to start by saying
thank you to all of you. I know this has been a long day, but I espe-
cially want to thank those of you in the audience who are survivors
of gun violence, who are family Members. I want to thank you,
Aalayah for your excellent testimony. The reality is you all are put-
ting this issue on the map, and I am so deeply grateful for that.
I just have to—before I get into my question—say to Professor
Malcom with all due respect, seatbelts were not considered a public
health crisis initially. Cigarettes were not either, but we took on
smoking. We took on seatbelts, as Dr. Sakran said, and that is
what we need to do with gun violence. Every day we know 109 peo-
ple are killed by gun violence. Hundreds more are injured, and I
wanted to call attention to the fact that every 16 hours a woman
is killed by an abuser with a firearm.

In the United States today, 4.5 million women have been threat-
ened by an abuser with a firearm. I am proud to be from Wash-
ington State where we have consistently passed some of the most
sweeping gun reform pieces of legislation and initiatives, including
comprehensive background checks in 2014. In 2016, allowing courts
to issue extreme risk protection orders as many of you have spoken
about and then most recently, in 2018, raising the legal age to pur-
chase a semi-automatic rifle to 21 and requiring safe storage.

In 2014, we passed a law allowing courts to ask domestic vio-
lence perpetrators to surrender their firearms when judges deter-
mine that they are a credible threat. Seattle and King County es-
tablished a regional domestic violence firearms enforcement unit
that in 2018 collected over 466 firearms potentially saving the lives
of countless survivors of domestic violence and others. I read, Pro-
fessor Malcolm, that you have said some things that imply or per-
haps outright say, that repossession of firearms could lead to the
Government repossessing other things such as fire extinguishers.
That so-called slippery slope argument is really a tremendous dis-
service. So, I just wanted to give you a chance to tell me if you be-
lieve that repossessing firearms from people under court order, to
surrender their firearms, is going to result in the police repossess-
ing fire extinguishers?

Dr. MALcoLM. I never wrote that.

Ms. JAYAPAL. So, you do not believe in that slippery-slope argu-
ment?

Dr. MALcoLM. No.

Ms. JAYAPAL. So, you have also asserted that women should
carry guns for their own protection because, and I believe this is
your quote, “Government can’t protect everybody. People have to be
able to protect themselves.” Is that correct? Again, a yes or no, an-
swer.

Dr. MALCOLM. Yes.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Yes, okay. So let me turn to you, Major Tapp-Har-
per as the Commander of the Domestic Violence Unit for the Balti-
more City Sherriff’s Office. Do you agree with Professor Malcolm’s
position, that victims of domestic violence will be safer if they have
guns?

Major TAPP-HARPER. I would like to point to what the national
statistics say on this, and specifically what Dr. Jacquelyn Campbell
says, and what she says, “And what about the notion that if women
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were armed, they’d be safer? In a survey of women in a shelter,
fewer than 1 in 20 abused women who had access to a gun reported
having ever used it in self-defense against their abuser.”

In another national study, owning a handgun neither increased
nor decreased abused women’s risk of being killed by a partner. A
third study showed that among California purchasers of handguns,
women who purchased handguns had a 50 percent increase in risk
of homicide, all of which could be attributed to homicide by an inti-
mate partner. While this study cannot—

Ms. JAYAPAL. Let me just stop you right there. I am sorry. I am
running out of time, but that was just what I was looking for. So
let me just ask a question of Dr. Sakron or Sakran?

Dr. SAKRAN. Sakran.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Sakran. Okay. Great. Last year when we became
the first State in the country to pass a bill allowing people at high
risk of suicide to voluntarily register themselves to temporarily
suspend their ability to purchase a firearm, I want to go to that.
In your experience as director of emergency general surgery at
Johns Hopkins, do you think there is more that we should be doing
to prevent suicide by firearm?

Dr. SAKRAN. Yeah, thank you for that question. So, this is such
an important piece because I think it has been glossed over during
the discussion this afternoon. Actually, most firearm deaths are
from suicide, and people keep dismissing that. Suicide is actually
a violent death that we or people commit to themselves. When you
look at the healthcare community, we actually often don’t see a lot
of these victims because they are going straight to the morgue.
Why is that? Because there is such a high case fatality rate that
exists when you try to commit suicide using a firearm versus if you
are taking, pills and trying to overdose. It is completely disparate.

So absolutely we should be doing more. Our families, community
needs to be involved in that process, which is why, different pieces
of legislation like you have done in Washington is useful.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Thank you so much. Mr. Chair, I yield back, and
I am looking forward to much more work on this topic.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. Ms. Scanlon?

Ms. SCANLON. It has been 8 years and hundreds of thousands of
lives lost to gun violence since the last time Congress held a hear-
ing on this issue. While Congress has shirked its responsibility to
address the epidemic of gun violence, the grassroots demand for ac-
tion has taken root and been so well represented here today.

We are at a critical moment where we can save the lives of thou-
sands of Americans, and if we can I think we must. This isn’t a
Second amendment issue. This is a public health crisis. As the gen-
tleman from Maryland and Florida pointed out, the commonsense
measures that Congress is considering all pass constitutional mus-
ter even under the restrictive reading of the Constitution espoused
by the late Justice Scalia.

I grew up in a family where responsible gun ownership was com-
mon, a family of veterans and hunters who understood the value
of safe gun policies. Those aren’t the individuals we are talking
about here today. We are talking about the background checks. We
need to keep firearms out of the hands of criminals and gun traf-
fickers, keeping weapons of war off the street, and keeping illegal
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guns out of our community. As several people have suggested, how
we can help keep guns out of the hands of those who represent a
danger to themselves or others.

We need a multifaceted approach to address a multipronged pub-
lic health program, one that in the terms of the breadth and depth
of its impact on Americans could legitimately be declared a na-
tional emergency. It is a problem that demands a research-based
and data-driven response, as suggested by the law enforcement and
medical professionals who have testified here today.

I want to take a moment to address two of my constituents at-
tending today’s hearing who have turned their personal tragedies
into advocacy. Beverly Wright lost her son to random gun violence
when he was just 23 years old. She has since started support
groups for families in my district who have been impacted by gun
violence. I was struck last night and again this morning when Bev-
erly and other families of gun violence victims greeted each other
with hugs as though they were close associates, but then I realized
that is exactly what they are. They are Members of an ever-grow-
ing club that no one wants to be a member of. I want to thank
them for their tireless advocacy to make sure that their club does
not keep growing.

My other guest is Malcolm Yates, who was just 7 years old when
he survived a shooting at a Philadelphia candy store that claimed
the life of his 5-year-old brother. He has since started a foundation
and a community center in his brother’s name and has become a
community activist. I was proud to have Malcolm and Beverly as
my guests at the State of the Union last night, and I am even
prouder that they are here today at this historic hearing. They
know what some still refuse to acknowledge, that thoughts and
prayers after shootings are not enough, that gun violence has be-
come a constant in too many of our communities, invading our
streets, our offices, our places of worship, and our schools. It is
time for our collective outrage to drive commonsense gun legisla-
tion and for that legislation to become law.

Before I get to my questions, I want to echo my colleagues in
thanking Chair for having this important hearing and thanking
our witnesses for being here and sharing their stories and exper-
tise. To that end, Major Tapp-Harper, my district is in south-
eastern Pennsylvania, and as such, we are impacted by what some
call the iron pipeline: Seeing guns from southern States with weak
gun safety laws travel to our city streets in Pennsylvania. Can you
speak to how better tracking of lost or stolen guns can help prevent
this phenomenon and decrease gun violence?

Major TAPP-HARPER. I think universal laws that I talked about
earlier and strengthening those Federal laws is the way. I think
that is the way to keep everybody safe as I mentioned earlier.

Ms. ScANLON. Okay. Chief Acevedo, how can the Federal govern-
ment, including the ATF, be more involved and active in stemming
the p(I)'oblem of gun trafficking? How can we help local law enforce-
ment?

Chair NADLER. Can you move that other mike over there per-
haps? No, or that one.

Chief ACEVEDO. Sorry about that. I will fix it here in a second.
Oh, you fixed it? Thank you. You get an assist.
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[Laughter.]

Chief ACEVEDO. First, we need to get ATF up and running. It is
an open secret amongst law enforcement circles that Congress has
handcuffed the ATF. So, if Congress is interested in fighting gun
violence, we need to properly fund the ATF, increase the number
of agents on the ground in ATF, and actually go after all the illegal
guns. They are a phenomenal partner. I think they are under-
appreciated, but sadly I don’t think the American people know
what a great asset that organization is and how much it is being
underutilized as a result of the lack of funding and support from
Congress.

Ms. SCANLON. Thank you. I yield back.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. Ms. Garcia of Texas?

Ms. GARCIA. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I too, want to thank the au-
dience. I know we started out at 10:00 a.m., and here we are—we
did the math real quickly—4 or 5 hours later. So, thanks for hang-
ing with us. To Ms. Eastwood and Ms. Lindquist, thank you so
much for sharing. I know it takes a lot of courage to come before
us and share your stories. Please know that that we all were genu-
inely touched, and we certainly stand with you in trying to make
changes in both of the areas that you both talked about.

Chief, I wanted to start with you. I know this is not an immigra-
tion hearing, although it began to sound like one earlier. There was
a comment made about criminal aliens, which, of course, is a word,
as my colleague from Houston, that I find very offensive. There was
a question that there be may be implied that every unauthorized
immigrant that comes to this country quickly goes to get a gun and
starts committing some heinous crime. I know you track a lot of
this because I have heard your statistics in Houston. Could you tell
us, comparatively speaking, in terms of the crimes committed by an
authorized immigrants versus non-immigrants?

Chief ACEVEDO. Well, thank you. First, I really started to think
it was an immigration hearing when Mr. Gaetz started speaking
earlier. Then I thought I was being forgotten like the children that
have been taken from their mothers for seeking asylum in the
United States we cannot seem to find or account for.

Let me just be real clear. Every study that we have seen will
show that undocumented immigrants are underrepresented in
terms of their commission of crimes. Most of those individuals are
here to seek a better way of live like everyone of our of ancestors.
Mr. Gaetz gave us of handful and attributed them to undocu-
mented immigrants. Yet my testimony included mass shooting
events in the United States occurring between June 2015 to Janu-
ary 2019.

Ms. GARCIA. You had the whole list.

Chief ACEVEDO. Yes, and that included 41 mass shootings with
251 Americans killed, 1,095 injured. To my knowledge, I don’t be-
lieve a single one of those shooters were undocumented immi-
grants. I think we need to keep that in mind.

Having said that, undocumented immigrants should not be able
to possess or actually purchase guns. By not supporting this legis-
lation, we are not only making it easier for those undocumented
immigrants that are actually criminal immigrants, who actually
prey on other immigrants and others, and terrorists from getting
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firearms. So, if we really want to keep firearms out of the hands
of undocumented immigrants, we know that whether we build a
wall or not, they are going to go under the wall, through the wall,
over the wall. We know that you are not going to keep them all
out.

So, we need to do everything we can to keep firearms in the
hands of law-abiding Americans of sound mind, and that is what
this legislation helps to do.

Ms. GARCIA. Thank you, Chief. Now to the doctor. I read in your
written testimony that you suggest that there’s about 221 billion,
and that is “billion” with a “B,” in economic costs to the medical
healthcare system in dealing with the violence and the trauma care
that you must provide. I must tell you that I signed up for a Doctor
for a Day Program with Ben Taub Hospital in Houston. I am sure,
you know it. It is a world-known trauma center. I got to be in the
surgery room when a gunshot victim came in, and I watched the
whole surgery. I think they were surprised because a lot of people
see a lot of blood for the first time, and they faint. I did not faint.
I got through it.

What is the economic impact? Is that the latest figure for when?
About how much is it per victim that comes in?

Dr. SAKRAN. Well, thank you for that question, and I am glad
that you had the opportunity to experience what we are seeing
every day when it comes to these gunshot wound victims. If the
human impact is not enough, there is an economic impact as you
allude to.

Ms. GARCIA. Right.

Dr. SAKRAN. The economic impact actually is very difficult to
narrow down. So, we did a study just published last year in Health
Affairs that essentially found that the cost is about $2.8 billion,
and this is just the cost of patients that are coming to the hospital
after having been shot.

When you look at the societal cost, that is even more tremen-
dous, and there are figures over $220 billion that is out there in
the literature that is stated. So it is hard to really narrow that
down because there are lot of things that you have to take into fac-
tor, can they go back to work and other societal aspects. It is a sig-
nificant economic impact to our healthcare system and our country.

Ms. GARCIA. So, not only is it a public health issue, it is an eco-
nomic issue.

Dr. SAKRAN. Absolutely. Some of those figures, they are more
than some our departments and Administrations are actually
spending when you look at the Department of Education and so
forth. So, just think about that for a second and think about all the
essentially economic funds that are going to waste, not to mention
people not being able to get back and integrate into society.

Ms. GARrciA. Well, thank you, and thank you so much for staying
in your lane.

Cl&air NADLER. Thank you. The time of the gentlelady has ex-
pired.

Ms. Garcia. Thank you.

Chair NADLER. Mr. Negues is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. NEGUES. Thank you, Mr. Chair, for hosting this important
hearing, and thank you to the witnesses, the survivors, the many
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folks who are gathered here today, and particularly the young
folks, the activists with Moms Demand Action, so many people that
have been highlighting this issue. We appreciate your activism and
your service.

I also want to make sure I recognize a constituent of mine back
home, the founder Moms Demand Action, Shannon Watts, who
happens to live in Boulder, Colorado where I represent and hail
from, and who has led on this issue for so many years. I am proud
to represent her and so many others in Colorado that have been
touched by this issue.

As I mentioned, have the great honor of representing the State
of Colorado, and we have had multiple countless tragedies of gun
violence in our State. Some folks earlier mentioned Columbine
High School in 1999, which killed 15, to the shooting in a movie
theater in Aurora, Colorado in 2012 in which 12 people perished,
along with countless others every day, incidents of gun violence.

At the time of the shooting at Columbine, I was 14 years old. I
lived 10 minutes away and 10 miles away from that high school.
It is not my story that I want to share today. There are many sur-
vivors who have waited quite some time to have their experiences
heard and acknowledged and true recognition given to this issue.
So, I want to share one of their stories before I jump into my ques-
tions.

A young man, Daniel Mauser, was killed in the Columbine shoot-
ing. He was roughly my age, 15 years old, at the time. This April
20th, in just 2 months, will mark the 20th anniversary of the trag-
edy at Columbine High School in Littleton, Colorado. I spoke to
Daniel’s father yesterday, Tom Mauser, and he recounted the story
to me, that just 2 weeks before the tragedy, 15-year-old Daniel
asked his father a question at the dinner table. Reflecting on a con-
versation in his debate class, he said, “Dad, did you know there are
loopholes in the Brady Bill?” Two weeks later, Daniel was killed at
Columbine High School with a gun purchased through one of those
loopholes.

Daniel’s father, Tom, remains haunted by that question today
and by the hole in our gun laws that allowed his son to be killed.
He has committed his life to championing this issue ever since his
son’s death. When Tom first began sharing his story, he wore his
son’s shoes to speak with people, telling people that he had taken
his son’s place in the great debate about gun violence. Months after
the Columbine tragedy, Colorado voters overwhelmingly voted to
close the background check loophole, and many other States have
since followed suit.

The American people understand that we need to keep firearms
out of the wrong hands, and yet it is 20 years later and we at the
Federal level have shamefully done nothing about this issue. That
is why I am so excited to support H.R. 8, and so grateful to the
sponsors, to Representative Thompson and the folks on the Gun Vi-
olence Prevention Task Force, for leading on this issue.

With that, I want to ask a question around extreme risk protec-
tion orders and red flag orders. I know it has been discussed at
some length by the committee. As some folks may know, my home
State of Colorado will soon take up similar legislation, and I sup-
port that legislation. I am hoping we can work on that issue in this
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committee. My question is for Major TAPP-HARPER. You know, as
a State that has enacted similar legislation, if you could just speak
to some of the impacts that the legislation has had in your State.

Major TAPP-HARPER. Right. So, this past year, Maryland just got
the extreme risk protective order, and the importance of getting
that, it now gives law enforcement officers and other individuals
the option of getting protective orders where in the past it was lim-
ited to certain family Members and individuals who were married
to a person. Otherwise, it would have to be a piece order. So that
was very important.

The other thing is if law enforcement officers see certain behav-
iors distributed, they can then go and get a protective order for
that individual, and they can get the weapons from the home. So
that is really important for us.

Mr. NEGUES. Thank you, Major TAPP-HARPER. With that, Mr.
Chair, I would like to yield the rest of my time, with your approval
to my colleague, Ms. McBath, as I believe her story is certainly one
that we need to hear and want to make sure she has ample time
to do so.

Mr. RASKIN. [Presiding.] The gentlelady is recognized.

Mrs. McBATH. Thank you very much to my colleague. During
testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee just a couple of
weeks ago, attorney general nominee, William Barr, said these
words. He said, “We need to push along extreme risk protection or-
ders,” ERPOs, “so that we have these red flag laws to supplement
the use of background checks to find out if someone has a mental
disturbance. This is the single most important thing that we can
do in the gun control area to stop these mass shootings from hap-
pening in the first place.” I would also to say that Senator Graham
and Senator Blumenthal introduced a bipartisan Federal extreme
risk law in the Senate last year that I also plan to develop for in-
troduction in the House with my colleagues hopefully very soon.

Mr. RASKIN. Ms. McBath, the gentleman’s time has expired, but
I will go ahead and recognize you for your time. The gentlelady is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. McBATH. Thank you very much. Major Tapp-Harper, do you
agree with the attorney general nominee that extreme risk law
should be the top priority for gun violence prevention?

Major TAPP-HARPER. I do agree that extreme risk protective
order laws are very important. There are several States that al-
ready have them, and the ones that, just as I mentioned earlier,
with those Federal laws, we need to become consistent as a coun-
try, and we need to get those laws in effect across the Nation. So,
yes, I do think it is very important.

Mrs. McBATH. Thank you. Mr. Chair? Do you want me to go
ahead? Okay. All right. Thank you. The Binkleys know that Flor-
ida already has an extreme risk law in place when their daughter
was murdered. These were the couple that I spent time with last
night with the State of the Union Address. They were my guests.
They still believe in the potential of the extreme risk orders. They
still believe in the potential alongside better officer training and
more research into authentic makers of the dangerousness of these
laws.
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Dr. Sakran, how could Congress support the implementation of
extreme risk laws?

Dr. SAKRAN. Well, I think that one thing is important to recog-
nize is passing the legislation is one piece but, also, raising edu-
cation and awareness that actually is present is another. Thousand
Oaks is another example where that could have potentially been
enforced. California has the ERPO laws, and these laws have been
used in the past to prevent suicide and other forms of gun violence.
We have other States where we have seen this, like Vermont where
2 months after the Parkland massacre, when it was implemented
they actually stopped an 18-year-old kid from proceeding with a
mass shooting that was going to happen at a high school, and that
was all documented.

So, I think passing the legislation is important, but also ensuring
that we are raising awareness about it and people understand it,
and they know how to proceed and then Act is very critical.

Mrs. McBATH. Thank you. Ms. Eastmond, I am so sorry. I was
out of the room earlier when you gave your testimony, and I do
apologize for not having been here. Would just like to thank you
so much for your bravery. I cannot tell you how important your
being here and all these students and gun violence survivors, and
I applaud you for being here.

I just wanted to give you another chance to speak if you had any-
thing else that you wanted to say because your voice is extremely
critical, and we need to hear more from you.

Ms. EASTMOND. Thank you. I do believe that it is important that
we continue to have hearings like this, and I strongly urge you
guys to have a hearing again, but particularly to address gun vio-
lence in urban communities because that hasn’t been touched upon
nearly enough during this hearing today. Again, Black and brown
are disproportionately impacted by gun violence, and they are the
number one people impacted by gun violence, and we cannot con-
tinue to have hearings and not address those issues. So, I do urge
you guys to have another one particularly for gun violence in
marginalized communities. Thank you.

Mrs. MCBATH. Thank you. Mr. Chair, I yield back my time.

Mr. RASKIN. The gentlelady yields back. Thank you very much.
I recognize the gentleman from Arizona, Mr. Stanton, for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. STANTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. Thank you for
holding this hearing today. It has been a great hearing with out-
standing testimony. It is my honor to serve on this Committee and
do sit next to Congresswoman McBath. When this Congress finally
does pass H.R. 8, and I think we will, it will honor you. It will
honor Congresswoman Giffords. It will honor survivors of gun vio-
lence. It will honor the family and friends of victims of gun vio-
lence. It will be the right thing to do.

Before I joined this distinguished body, I spent 6 years as a big
city mayor, mayor of Phoenix, Arizona. There are a lot of big chal-
lenges in that job and a few fears, but there is nothing that I
feared more than if I get a call of a mass shooting in my city. We
were lucky in Phoenix. Many other communities were not: Aurora,
Newtown, Charleston, San Bernardino, Orlando, Las Vegas, Suth-
erland Springs, Parkland, Pittsburgh, and Thousand Oaks. The list
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goes on and on. It pains me, Mr. Chair, that between the time
when the first shot rang out at Newtown to today, this body has
not held a single hearing, not a single hearing on what we can do
to reduce gun violence until today. The American people deserve
better.

My community, like every American community, is not immune
from gun violence. I can tell you that my darkest and hardest days
as mayor were delivered at the hand of gun violence. Police officers
were murdered by those who shouldn’t have had a gun. Women
and children were gunned down in acts of domestic violence by
someone who should not have had a gun. I have mourned with
family Members who have lost loved ones to gun violence. I have
worked alongside survivors and advocates whose lives have been
torn apart and stitched back together again after encountering
their worst fears.

Our Nation stops when there is a mass shooting, but here is the
cold reality: Gun violence happens every single day in America. It
takes lives every single day, but has become so commonplace that
it doesn’t make headlines. We are here today to examine a public
health crisis in our Nation. Throughout my public service, I have
met with people from all walks of life, people from both sides of the
aisle, and they all agree that we must do something to stop this
violence, to stop innocent people from dying.

Democrats and Republicans alike respect gun rights and are in
favor of commonsense gun laws. These are not competing values.
Ninty percent of Americans support background checks for every
gun sale. Ninty-seven percent. That means gun owners, Repub-
licans, they all support background checks, and that support is
overwhelming. Background checks on all gun sales are the back-
bone of any comprehensive gun violence prevention plan, and for
me, this is where we come together to make a difference.

As difficult as it has been to hear the powerful testimony from
our witnesses here today, we have a responsibility to listen and to
not look away. There is a thread that we use these experiences to-
gether. Too many guns are being used against innocent people, and
too many ill-gotten guns are being used against innocent people,
and we must put an end to it. That is why this hearing is impor-
tant and the action that this Committee is going to take in the next
few days and weeks is very important.

I do have time for maybe one or two questions. Ms. Thomas, I
am going to ask you about the NICS Act and the attempt to sort
of fix the NICS Act. There are some loopholes remaining in that
that H.R. 8 would fill in. I wanted to inform this Committee and
maybe the public as to how H.R. 8 will help fix some of those loop-
holes.

Ms. THOMAS. Well, part of the problem that we are dealing with
background checks is that while you go to a licensed gun dealer
and the dealer conducts a background check, there are so many
places where unlicensed dealers, and it is often called private sales,
but the truth is it is not really just private sales. It is any sale by
someone who is not choosing to be a licensed dealer, and those
sales have really spread to the point where you don’t even really
know exactly where they are happening.
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We certainly know that they are happening through online sales,
like Arms List, which was referenced earlier. We certainly know
they are happening at gun shows. Anyone who has been to a gun
show knows that there are tables that say “no background check
required” where unlicensed dealers sell their guns, and you don’t
need to take a background check. They can be sold legally out of
the trunk of a car on a corner without background checks in most
States.

So, what this law does is it requires that whether you are a pri-
vate seller, selling online, at a gun show, or a licensed dealer, all
those transfers happen through a licensed dealer and include a
background check. They will help us keep guns out of the hands
of dangerous people, and then enable us to look at next steps.

Enforcing something like an extreme risk protective order also
requires universal background checks because without that in
place, it is very difficult to keep individuals from acquiring new
guns. So, it is basically the floor that allows us to then look at all
the other ways that we need to regulate guns in order to keep our
communities safer.

Mr. STANTON. Thank you so much.

Chair NADLER. [Presiding.] Thank you. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. Ms. Dean of Pennsylvania.

Ms. DEAN. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I want to join my colleagues
in saying that today is a day of action, and it is a day of extraor-
dinary hope. I want to thank all of you for being here. For those
who don’t know, there is an overflow room of other Members who
came—activists, family Members, and victims who came. They
wanted to be a part of this, so I thank you, those in the anteroom,
for being here and for remaining all these hours.

I think about it, and I think about the time of our work in this
day. From the time we got up this morning until the time we will
go to bed tonight, another 300 people in this country will be shot,
wounded, or killed. One hundred people today will die of gun vio-
lence as we do our work or as we fail to do our work. Two hundred
more will be wounded, literally caught in the crossfire. That is not
just today. That is yesterday. That is tomorrow.

Yet, last night, we listened to a State of the Union address by
the leader of the free world, the leader of this great democracy,
that mentioned nothing about gun violence, about the scourge of
gun violence that wounds or kills a total of 120,000 people a year.
It is stunning. For somebody to have testified that there has just
been a small uptick in violence and in gun deaths when 2 years
ago there were 33,000 people who died of gun violence. Last year
it was 40,000 people died, more than half to suicide. I don’t call
that a small uptick. If it is one more, it is not a small uptick if it
is my family member.

I want to thank, in particular, my guest who came with me last
night, Ms. Jami Amo. Jami is a survivor of Columbine. She was a
freshman that fateful day, and she described to me the fear, the
sounds, the haunting hiding and trying to figure out where was a
safe haven. She is now a young mother of three and an advocate,
and I am so proud of you, Jami. Here is why I am proud of you:
Because as Abraham Lincoln said, “Public sentiment is everything.
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With public sentiment, nothing can fail. Without it nothing can
succeed.”

Public sentiment is on our side, Mr. Chair, and I thank you for
holding this hearing. I thank the champion, Chair Thompson, and
I want to thank Ms. Eastman for saying this is probably—no, you
did say—not probably. You said this is the most important issue
facing our generation. May this body hear you, pass this legisla-
tion, get it to the Senate, send it to the President, and begin to
save lives.

Ms. Latiker, we must show that we care. We must Act as though
we care. I am mystified that my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, instead of approaching this hearing today by saying, you are
right, we have a problem, what can we do about it, instead their
step immediately out of the box was, this isn’t a good move. You
are not going to save any lives this way. Let me tell you how back-
ground checks save lives, and as I end my statement, I want to
pivot to Ms. Thomas, to the chief, and to the major to talk about
the efficacy of background checks.

Let me tell you about the numbers in my State, Pennsylvania.
As we know, nearly 40,000 people were killed by gun violence in
2017. Over 1,600 took place in my State of Pennsylvania. 90-one
of those lives were lost in my single district. We in Pennsylvania
have not only the NICS system, but we have a robust overlay, the
Pennsylvania Instant Check System. I will ask at the end of my
time, Mr. Chair, for unanimous consent to put in a report of the
2017 PICS annual showing the efficacy of the PICS and NICS sys-
tems.

Here are some of the numbers. Between its inception in 1998,
and this is run by the Pennsylvania State Police, heroically, frank-
ly, with such duty and care. Since its inception until 2017, PICS
referred more than 26,000 investigations, were responsible for more
than 7,000 arrests, almost 4,000 convictions as a result of prohib-
ited purchasers attempting to purchase and failing background
checks. Of those, PICS has been responsible for the apprehension
of more than 2,200 individuals with active arrest warrants.

So, for those who would have you believe, oh, that the bad guys
are never going to try to go buy a gun, nonsense. Utter nonsense.
The good news about the PICS system also is it does not suffer the
Charleston loophole. Instead of a default when we can’t get an an-
swer of yes or no, a default to, okay, yeah, we will sell you the gun,
as in Charleston, there is no default. The default is to no, and the
purchaser must appeal and find clarity in that background check.

Having said those things and just being so proud that this Com-
mittee is going to do something about this, that this Congress is
going to do something about this, and it is because of all of you.
I wanted to ask you, please, can you comment also on the efficacy
of robust and complete background check systems?

Chair NADLER. The time of the gentlelady has expired. The wit-
ness may answer the question.

Ms. THOMAS. I would simply say that in States where we have
robust regulation States, like Pennsylvania, that have moved to fill
some of the loopholes in Federal law, States like California, Con-
necticut, New York, we are seeing a far greater reduction in gun
violence and gun injuries. When you look at States with strong
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laws, you see much lower gun death rates. States with weak laws
have much higher gun death rates.

So, we know that when States, like Pennsylvania and others,
take action to fill those loopholes, gun violence and gun death in
that State is reduced. It is not enough. We need a Federal system
that does not create a patchwork of laws. Something like H.R. 8 ac-
tually fills the gap that led to trafficking—the iron pipeline was
mentioned before—up to States with stronger gun laws. So, we
need that Federal law. In the meantime, without it, States are tak-
ing action and they are seeing positive results from it.

Ms. DEAN. Thank you. Mr. Chair?

Chair NADLER. Yes?

Ms. DEAN. I seek unanimous consent to enter into the record the
Pennsylvania Instant Check System report.

Chair NADLER. Without objection, the report will be entered into
the record.

Ms. DEAN. Thank you.

[The information follows:]






MS. DEAN FOR THE RECORD
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| am pleased to present the 2018 Pennsylvania State Police (PSP) Firearms Annual
Report. The Pennsylvania Instant Check System (PICS) processed over one million firearms and
License to Carry background check requests, making 2018 the fifth highest volume year for the
PSP Firearms Division.

Recently a touch signature enhancement was added to the web-based PICS system to
allow touch signing on wireless devices. This fosters more efficient and timely submission of
statutorily mandated information by allowing Pennsylvania’s Federal Firearms License (FFL)
dealers to file Record of Sale (ROS) documents electronically. Additionally, FFL dealers now
have the option to query if a firearm they are considering taking into inventory has been reported
stolen.

PSP has contributed over 450,000 criminal history records into the federal firearms index
known as the NICS Indices. In 2018 alone, these submissions have resulted in 144 denials of
persons trying to obtain a firearm in other states. The PSP Firearms Division, in conjunction with
the Pennsylvania Chiefs of Police Association and the Philadelphia Police Department, is
currently in the midst of a project that will allow for more complete reporting of misdemeanor
crimes of domestic violence. Once in place, the enhancement will capture the Relationship to
Victim data for applicable violent offenses. As conviction data for misdemeanor crimes of
domestic violence is updated to the Pennsylvania criminal history record, that data would be
reported to the NICS Indices via an automated process.

As these efforts indicate, PSP continues to make strides in providing a comprehensive
background check program with a sirong focus on public safety. 1thank ycu for taking the time

to read the 2018 PSP Firearms Annual Report.

Lieutenant Colonel Robert Evanchick
Acting Commissioner
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report provides statistics and information on the activities of the Pennsylvania State Police
(PSP) Firearms Division for calendar year 2018, in compliance with 18 Pa.C.S. § 8111.1()) of the
Pennsylvania Uniform Firearms Act (PUFA).

The PSP canducts the instantaneous records check, known as the Pennsylvania Instant Check
System (PICS), promulgated by the PUFA. The PICS utilizes an Interactive Voice Response
(IVR) component and a web-based application designed to handle 1.2 million queries per year. It
allows users to initiate firearm and license to carry background check requests and, when
applicable, issues approvals without operator intervention.

Since July 1, 1998, Pennsylvania has served as a Point-of-Contact State for the National Instant
Criminal Background Check System (NICS) operated by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(FBI). The PSP is required to comply with both state and federal laws in determining an
individual's eligibility to acquire, transfer, and/or carry firearms.

in 2018, the PICS handled 1,016,286 IVR and web-based background checks for licensed firearm
dealers, sheriffs, and law enforcement throughout the Commonwealth. Of these requests, 62
percent were approved within minutes by the system, while an additional 35 percent were
approved during the initial check with operator assistance. Background checks transferred for
operator assistance generally include those for out-of-state residents, database hits or time outs,
alien requests, and calls made from a rotary phone. In addition, 11,871 files that were placed in
a research status were subsequently approved. Therefore, the overall approval rate of
background checks that were initiated in 2018 is 98 percent.

There were 13,881 background checks initially denied through prohibitions indicated on the
individual's record. The PSP received 4,038 challenges to these denials. After further review of
information provided by the individual or through official court documentation, 1,239 or 31 percent
of the challenges were reversed.

Last year the instantaneous background check process yielded warrant information that led to the
arrest of 168 individuals while they were attempting to purchase a firearm. Since the PICS was
established in July 1998, the coordinated efforts of the PICS staff and law enforcement agencies
who respond to these notifications have resulted in the arest of 2,437 fugitives.

The PSP continues its efforts to investigate and prosecute individuals who attempt to illegally
obtain a firearm, In 2018, 5,363 files were referred to PSP Troops, municipal police departments,
and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) for investigation; a one
percent decrease from 2017. Investigation referrals resulted in 557 arrests, 257 reported
convictions, and 1,555 cases in which prosecution was declined. The PSP networks with local
law enforcement agencies and the ATF in these investigative efforts.

The PICS Operations Section continues to receive requests from faw enforcement agencies for
the return of cenfiscated and stolen firearms and Protection from Abuse-related third-party
safekeeping checks. In 2018, there were 8,089 background checks conducted for these
fransactions; a seven percent increase over 2017,

A total of 756,550 firearms were reported purchased or privately transferred in Pennsylvania in
2018, This represents a four percent decrease from 2017. Licensed firearm dealers reported
413,756 handgun transactions; 323,585 fong gun transactions; and 19,208 frame/receiver
transactions for the year.
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The Pennsylvania Uniform Crime Report for 2018 reported 2,357 violent crimes committed
involving the use of a firearm.

BACKGROUND

On June 13, 1995, Act 17 was signed into law, which amended the PUFA. The law included
provisions for the PSP to conduct firearm background checks, to collect a $2 fee from firearm
dealers for each background check processed, and to collect a $3 fee for the sale or transfer of
each taxable firearm. These fees augment the general State Police budget, covering
approximately 50 percent of the cost to operate and maintain the PICS.

The PUFA, and its subsequent amendments, afford the PSP the opportunity and ability to take
an aggressive and technologically advanced approach to the firearm background check
responsibility through the creation of the PICS. Since its inception, the PICS has provided
instantansous records access through a toll-free telephone number and an IVR System. In 2014,
a website was established which offers an additional means by which to initiate a PICS
background check.

The system is designed for use by county sheriffs, chiefs of police of cities of the first class, and
licensed firearm dealers to ascertain an individual's eligibility to acquire a license to carry firearms
or obtain a firearm through a purchase or transfer. Additionally, local law enforcement agencies
may utilize the secure website to request background checks before returning confiscated
firearms to the lawful owner, or before returning relinquished weapons when a Protection from
Abuse Order is vacated or expires.

The development of the PICS required coordination with the FBI through its NICS. Pennsylvania
was established as a Point-of-Contact State, giving the PICS Operations Section the responsibility
to conduct background checks for all federal firearm licensees within the Commonwealth.

In addition to checks for firearms, the PUFA mandates that sheriffs or chiefs of police of cities of
the first class conduct a PICS check before issuing a license to carry (LTC) a firearm. AnLTC s
for the purpose of carrying a firearm concealed on or about one's person or in a vehicle throughout
the Commonwealth.

The PICS is a database and communications network-dependent system, which was designed to
handle over one million calls per year. It relies on access to a number of databases at both the
state and federal levels to complete background checks. Problems completing the background
check may be encountered when databases fail to communicate or outages occur. Federal level
database issues or problems are outside the control of the PSP,

BACKGROUND CHECK DATABASES

The PICS background check process involves accessing both state and federal databases to
determine an individual's eligibility to acquire a firearm or LTC a firearm.

State databases searched:

. Pennsylvania Criminal History Records.
. Juvenile Records, contained within the criminal history record file.

2
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. Mental Health File, containing involuntary commitment information and adjudications of
incompetence.

. Pennsylvania Protection from Abuse File.

» Pennsylvania Wanted/Missing Persons File.

As an agency organizational segment within a Point-of-Contact state, the PICS conducts the
check of the federal databases through the NICS.

Federal databases searched:

. interstate Identification Index {ill}, which contains criminal history records submitted by
states throughout the country, federal, and military records.

. National Crime information Center (NCIC), which includes information on persons subject
to civil protection orders, arrest warrants, and immigration violations.

. NICS Indices, which include the following:
> litlegal/Uniawful Alien Records.
> Renounced Citizenship.
> Mental Defectives/involuntary Commitments.
» Dishonorable Discharges from the U.S. Armed Services,
» Unlawful Users of Controlled Substances.
> State Prohibition Index.
> Federally disqualifying information that is not otherwise in IIl or NCIC.

COMPREHENSIVE STATISTICS

Each PICS background check involves the comprehensive search of many databases, including
the following: 2,855,629 Pennsylvania criminal history and juvenile records; 868,423 mentai
health records; 120,603 wanted persons; and federal files containing 78,104,822 criminal history
records and 25,931,761 records on other prohibited persons. The majority of applicants instantly
clears this initial database search and is approved within minutes.

When a matching record is identified during the initial background check process, the PICS is
allowed up to 15 days to conduct further research as needed to determine prohibited status. In
2018, on average, background checks that were put into research, as needed, and subsequently
approved took approximately 3.99 days fo complete. Researched denials took an average of
9.44 days to complete.
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PICS STATISTICS

There were 1,016,286 PICS transactions initiated in 2018.
. 631,624 checks were automatically approved through the IVR or website.
. 384,762 checks were forwarded to a PICS operator for assistance.

. Of the checks forwarded to PICS operators, 355,922 were subsequently approved during
the initial review.

. A total of 887,446 incoming checks were approved on the initial review by PICS. The

remaining checks were denied or placed into research, and determinations were provided
within 15 days. Please see Appendix A for additional information.

AVERAGE PICS BACKGROUND CHECK TIME

The PICS Flexcheck System statistical reporting was used to determine the average length of
time taken to complete a background check in 2018,

. Calls approved by the automated IVR phone system averaged 0.80 minutes.
. Operator assisted [VR approvals averaged 11.38 minutes,

. Automated approvals issued by the website averaged 0.83 minutes.

. Operator assisted website approvals averaged 12.63 minutes.

CHALLENGES TO DENIALS

Upon receipt of a challenge to a denial, the transaction file is reviewed by the PICS Challenge
Section. The initial response to a challenge is mailed within five business days to the individual
and includes the name and phone number of the legal assistant assigned to the case. The
assigned legal assistant works to obtain information that may lead to a final decision to reverse
the denial, or provides the challenger with specific information explaining the reason for denial.

+ 13,981 denials were issued by PICS operators in 2018.

» 4,038 challenges to these denials were received.

s 2,437 final denials were issued.

¢ 1,239 denials were reversed.

The remaining 362 challenges primarily include those which were returned to the challenger

unprocessed for a variety of reasons, such as untimely filing, incompleteness, or because the file
being appealed was not a PICS denial,
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DENIAL APPEAL STATUS

A total of 61 appeals were filed with the Office of Attorey General in 2018, The following chart
reflects the status of the cases:

OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL (2018}

PSP DENIALS UPHELD 1
PSP DENIALS OVERTURNED 8]
' APPEALS WITHDRAWN/CANCELLED 10
APPEALS PENDING 45
APPEALS HEARD 5

The first appeals to reach the Commonwealth Court were in the year 2000. Statistics listed below
reflect cumulative totals. There was one appeal filed in the Commonwealth Couﬂ in 2018.

COMMONWEALTH COURT (2000-2018)
PSP DENIALS UPHELD 25
PSP DENIALS OVERTURNED* 17
APPEALS REFUSED/WITHDRAWN/CANCELLED/REMANDED 9
APPEALS PENDING 1

*Seven of these cases resulted from a single court decision stemming from the same
) g J
issue.

The first appeals to reach the Supreme Court were in the year 2001. Statistics listed below reflect
cumuilative totals. There was one appeal filed with the Supreme Court in 2018,

PA SUPREME COURT {2001-2018)
PSP DENIALS UPHELD* 5
PSP DENIALS OVERTURNED 0
APPEALS REFUSED/WITHDRAWN/CANCELLED/REMANDED 12
APPEALS PENDING 1

*All five cases resulted from a single court decision stemming from the same issue.

COURT RELIEF FROM FIREARM DISABILITY

The PUFA, Sections 8105(d) through {f), provides for court ordered relief from the state firearm
disability for qualified offenses, involuntary civil commitments, and court adjudications of
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incompetency. The PSP has standing to appear at these hearings on behalf of the
Commonwealth.

In 2018, the PSP Firearms Division staff, in conjunction with the PSP Office of Chief Counsel,
responded to 58 such petitions for relief; a 7% increase from 2017. There were 40 petitions for
relief or expungement of mental health commitments, and 18 petitions for criminal offenses.

It is important to note that even if the petitioner is granted firearm relief from a state court, they
may alsc need to obtain relief for a federal firearm disability, if the offense or criteria is also
prohibited under the Gun Control Act, Title 18, Chapter 44, Section §22(g). For example, even if
a petitioner obtains a court order of relief provided for in 18 Pa.C.8. §6105(f), for an involuntary
mental health commitment or adjudication, the person is sfill federally prohibited from having
firearms since the relief process outlined in the PUFA does not meet the federal standard to qualify
as relief from federal firearm disabilities.

FIREARM SALES AND TRANSFERS FOR 2018

There were 2,670 active Pennsylvania licensed firearm dealers in 2018. Please refer to Appendix
B for a breakdown by county. Pursuant to the PUFA, licensed firearm dealers are required to
conduct a PICS background check on individuals altempting to acquire a handgun, long gun or
frame/receiver.

For sales and transfers of handguns, dealers are also required to complete and submit the
Application/Record of Sale form promuigated by the PSP. Although the form is not required for
the sale of long guns, a background check is still necessary, unless the long gun transfer is
between two individuals who are both Pennsylvania residents. The Application/Record of Sale
forms are submitted by the dealers with the Surcharge Remittance form to the PSP within 14 days
of the transaction, as mandated by the PUFA.

A total of 756,580 firearms were reported purchased/transferred in Pennsylvania in 2018,

* 413,756 handguns were reported purchasedftransferred.

« 323,585 long guns were reported purchased/transferred.

s 19,209 framesireceivers were reported purchased/transferred.

Please refer {o Appendix C for more information on reported sales by county.

CRIMES COMMITTED WITH FIREARMS IN 2018

The Pennsyivania Uniform Crime Report is prepared each year by the PSP. Excerpts of current
summary data from the 2018 report, regarding crimes involving firearms, are provided in the table
below.
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{Reported as of 3/18/2019)

TYPE OF CRIME TOTAL FIREARMS PERCENT
Homicide 884 595 67.3%
Robbery 9,994 3,930 39.3%
Aggravated Assauit 24,290 4,832 19.8%

LICENSE TO CARRY FIREARMS/SPORTSMAN'S FIREARM PERMITS

There were a total of 280,407 LTC issued, as reported by county sheriffs’ offices and the city of
Philadeiphia, in 2018, This is a 3.6 percent decrease from the number of permits issued in 2017.
Background checks are conducted through the PICS to determine an individual's eligibility to carry
an LTC.

LTGC checks, initiated through the web-based system accounted for 92 percent of the total license
{o carry check requests for the year. .

Section 8108(k) of the PUFA gives the Attorney General the authority to enter into reciprocity
agreements with other states, These agreements provide for mutual recognition of a LTC issuad
by both states.

This information can change frequently because of new legislation that is passed in other states,
or updates that are made to the original agreements. A current list of states’ firearm reciprocity
standings can be found on the Pennsylvania Office of Aftorney General's website at
www.attorneygeneral.gov, under Resources; Concealed Carry Agreements.

Sportsman's Firearm Permits are issued by the County Treasurer's Office and do not require a
background check. In 2018, there were a total of 1,725 permits issued.

Please see Appendix D for individual county totals regarding LTC and Sporisman's Firearm
Permits.

PENNSYLVANIA UNIFORM FIREARMS ACT - ENFORCEMENT

As provided in 18 Pa.C.8. § 6111(g)(4) of the PUFA, "Any person, purchaser or iransferee
commils a felony of the third degree if, in connection with the purchase, delivery or transfer of a
firearm under this chapter, he knowingly and intentionally: (i} makes any materially false oral
statement; (if) makes any materially false written statement, including a statement on any form
promulgated by Federal or State agencies; or (ifi} willfully furnishes or exhibits any false
identification intended or likely to deceive the selfler, licensed dealer or licensed manufacturer.”

Before initiating investigations under this section, the following information is taken into
consideration:

. Initial PICS denial determinations are not always final denials, and the denial
determination, exclusively, is not the determining factor for criminal intent.

. Initial denials may be a result of individuals and records with similar names and numeric
identifiers.
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. Individuals denied through the PICS may challenge a denial response if they believe they
have been denied in error.

In 2018, the following investigations were initiated by the PSP Firearms Division and referred to
PSP Troops, municipal police departments, and the ATF.

TOTAL INVESTIGATIONS INITIATED IN 2018 5,363
Total Referred to PSP Troops 1,920
Total Referred to Municipal PDs 3,371
Total Referred to ATF 72

Listed below are the investigation results that were reported in 2018, They include referrals that
were initiated in previous years.

TOTAL INVESTIGATION OUTCOMES IN 2018
Arrests Reported 557
Convictions Reported 257
Prosecutions Declined 1,555

The table below lists the cumulative totals for investigation referrals and the various outcomes.
The miscelianeous disposed cases mainly include investigations which were closed without an
arrest, :

INVESTIGATION GRAND TOTALS (1999-2018)
Total Referred 31,564
Arrests Reported 8,046
Convictions Reported 4,170
Prosecutions Declined 7,027
Pending Investigations 14,042
Miscellaneous Disposed Cases 2,449

WANTED PERSONS ARRESTS

In 2018, a tofal of 168 individuals with active warrants were identified by the PICS and
apprehended while attempting to acquire a firearm. Since its inception on July 1, 1998, the PICS
is responsible for the apprehension of 2,437 individuals.

SYSTEM QUTAGES

In 2018, the PICS was operational 365 days, from 8:00 a.m. until 10:00 p.m., for a total of 5,110
hours. The PICS experienced 49.46 hours, or 0.97 percent, of the total operational hours out of
service due to technical problems. This includes periods for which the PICS was partially out of
service, but still accepting background check calls, and those for which it was completely out of
service.
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Additionally, there are times when the IVR phone system is offline, but the PICS web interface is
still processing background checks, or vice versa depending on the nature of the problem.
Please see Appendix E for additional information on outages.

. 20 percent of outages were caused by technical difficulties with federal databases.
. 42 percent of outages were caused by PSP system problems.
. 38 percent of outages were caused by non-system related issues such as problems with

phone lines, power outages, etfc.

CONCLUSION

The PICS was developed in accordance with the provisions of the PUFA fo provide a means by
which law-abiding citizens may acquire firearms without undue or unnecessary restrictions. The
PICS identifies individuals who are preciuded by state or federal law from purchasing a firearm;
and thus, will not authorize the transfer of a firearm by a licensed dealer to a known prohibited
person. The data presented in this report indicates that the PICS is functioning as intended.
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PICS 2018 IVR AND WEB-BASED CHECKS STATISTICS

YEAR 2018
Purchase/Transfer Checks
License to Carry Checks
Firearm Evidence Returns
Automatic Approvals
Transfer to Operator

Average %-System Approvals

Total PICS checks in 2018:

Total System-Immediate Approvals:

Average %-System Approvals:

IVR*
290,196
22,642
*1,981 (Fax, not IVR)
184,086
130,733

59%

1,016,286
631,524
62%

WEB-BASED
411,569
283,790

6,108
447,438
254,029

64%

TOTALS
701,765
306,432

8,089
631,524
384,762

62%

Appendix A
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NUMBER OF LICENSED FIREARM DEALERS BY COUNTY
FOR 2018
COUNTY NO. DEALERS COUNTY NO. DEALERS

ADAMS 45 LACKAWANNA 48
ALLEGHENY 128 LANCASTER 60
ARMSTRONG 27 LAWRENCE 23
BEAVER 44 LEBANON 26
BEDFORD 27 LEHIGH 49
BERKS 89 LUZERNE 66
BLAIR 49 LYCOMING 52
BRADFORD 38 MCKEAN 21
BUCKS 111 MERCER 40
BUTLER 65 MIFFLIN 18
CAMBRIA 38 MONROE 42
CAMERON 3 MONTGOMERY 87
CARBON 12 MONTOUR 9
CENTRE 39 NORTHAMPTON 53
CHESTER 89 NORTHUMBERLAND 28
CLARION 19 PERRY 35
CLEARFIELD 22 PHILADELPHIA 11
CLINTON 12 PIKE 35
COLUMBIA 31 POTTER 14
CRAWFORD 32 SCHUYLKILL 43
CUMBERLAND 50 SNYDER 16
DAUPHIN 56 SOMERSET 34
DELAWARE 49 SULLIVAN 7
ELK 13 SUSQUEHANNA 35
ERIE 47 TIOGA 35
FAYETTE 38 UNION 11
FOREST 4 VENANGO 22
FRANKLIN 61 WARREN 24
FULTON 9 WASHINGTON 64
GREENE 19 WAYNE 29
HUNTINGDON 28 WESTMORELAND 120
INDIANA 43 WYOMING 14
JEFFERSON 24 YORK 125
JUNIATA 13

TOTAL LICENSED FIREARM DEALERS FOR 2018: 2,670

Appendix B
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(Reported as of 3/27/2019)

2018 FIREARM SALES/TRANSFERS REPORTED BY COUNTY

HAND HAND LONG LONG HAND HAND LONG LONG
COUNTY GUN GUN GUN GUN COUNTY GUN GUN GUN GUN
TAXED | NOTAX | TAXED | NOTAX TAXED | NOTAX | TAXED | NO TAX
ADAMS 4929 1236 6360 683 LACKAWANNA 7234 1533 4517 627
ALLEGHENY 21405 9826 10608 4619 | LANCASTER 18176 4467 14966 2956
ARMSTRONG 1618 687 1429 390 LAWRENCE 2685 177 1912 666
BEAVER ! 4463 1475 3013 695 LEBANON 4946 1023 4332 701
BEDFORD 2195 753 3601 878 LEHIGH 7679 3067 4846 1606
BERKS 14071 2628 12631 1333 | LUZERNE 11018 3010 8125 1772
BLAIR 4278 1485 4239 849 LYCOMING 6040 1193 5928 860
BRADFORD 2387 457 3731 415 MCKEAN 1118 243 1423 134
BUCKS 20721 5477 10944 3014 | MERCER 5988 1340 5369 640
BUTLER 9637 1910 7592 1355 | MIFFLIN 1607 405 1811 241
CAMBRIA 5293 1322 4664 623 | MONROE 5621 1782 4187 754
CAMERON 11 45 20 20 MONTGOMERY 7078 4342 4497 2411
CARBON 519 360 799 211 MONTOUR 35 104 30 60
CENTRE 3402 1211 3366 1026 | NORTHAMPTON 5950 2432 3901 1319
CHESTER 6886 2513 4350 1567 | NORTHUMBERLAND 1487 561 1763 371
CLARION 2329 347 3102 161 PERRY 823 516 1192 586
CLEARFIELD 11330 690 12484 476 PHILADELPHIA 7772 2614 1752 627
CLINTON 1006 283 1357 302 PIKE 1336 687 1162 690
COLUMBIA 4052 803 3670 289 POTTER 315 193 532 223
CRAWFORD 1703 669 1777 450 | SCHUYLKILL 5230 1488 5455 737
CUMBERLAND 8029 2697 6667 2051 | SNYDER 2383 1091 2458 874
DAUPHIN 5434 1457 4153 1051 | SOMERSET 1938 484 3104 306
DELAWARE 7002 3679 2806 1571 | SULLIVAN 70 3 111 5
ELK 1737 181 2417 67 SUSQUEHANNA 1076 472 1487 484
ERIE 6419 2434 7110 1954 | TIOGA 1591 410 3534 536
FAYETTE 6928 1052 4732 493 UNION 193 127 579 76
FOREST 165 54 181 33 VENANGO 1530 591 1656 459
FRANKLIN 3386 1847 4445 1351 | WARREN 1508 386 2652 448
FULTON 341 276 466 407 | WASHINGTON 10869 2435 7360 1226
GREENE 739 387 1234 251 WAYNE 3865 1263 4124 1042
HUNTINGDON 547 412 1145 292 | WESTMORELAND 9926 4944 8581 2805
INDIANA 1870 919 2092 716 | WYOMING 1374 485 2082 749
JEFFERSON 2199 474 2524 657 | YORK 8631 4366 7362 3042
JUNIATA 231 122 547 256 314,354 | 99,402 263,046 | 60,539
TOTAL HANDGUN SALES/TRANSFERS: 413,756
TOTAL LONG GUN SALES/TRANSFERS: 323,585
TOTAL FRAMES/RECEIVERS: 19,209
GRAND TOTAL SALES/TRANSFERS REPORTED: 756,550

Totals include taxed and non-taxed sales/transfers of handguns, long guns and frames/receivers, reported for year
2018. Long gun totals may also include frames/receivers.

Appendix C
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(Reported as of 2/27/2019)
COUNTY STATISTICS FOR LICENSE TO CARRY FIREARMS
AND SPORTSMAN'S FIREARM PERMITS ISSUED IN 2018
COUNTY LTC SFP COUNTY LTC SFP
ADAMS 3165 14| LACKAWANNA 5159 11
ALLEGHENY 23837 48 | LANCASTER 10819 58
ARMSTRONG 3396 10| LAWRENCE 2937 45
BEAVER 5184 27 | LEBANON 3695 14
BEDFORD 2058 42 | LEHIGH 5839 1
BERKS 9693 3 LUZERNE 6971 21
BLAIR 3927 9 LYCOMING 3781 9
BRADFORD 1971 35 | MCKEAN 2831 9
BUCKS 10473 55 | MERCER 3125 65
BUTLER 7073 17| MIFFLIN 1506 17
CAMBRIA 4657 31| MONROE 3824 61
CAMERON 270 5 MONTGOMERY 8899 30
CARBON 2067 16 | MONTOUR 546 6
CENTRE 3511 10 | NORTHAMPTON 5787 28
CHESTER 6515 3 NORTHUMBERLAND | 2897 6
CLARION 1742 33 | PERRY 1887 12
CLEARFIELD 3305 19 | PHILADELPHIA 9154 0
CLINTON 1421 11| PIKE 1971 58
COLUMBIA 2400 25 | POTTER 1318 19
CRAWFORD 2733 73 | SCHUYLKILL 4469 14
CUMBERLAND 5766 18 | SNYDER 1230 7
DAUPHIN 5394 14 | SOMERSET 2822 27
DELAWARE 7803 29 | SULLIVAN 274 9
ELK 1343 18 | SUSQUEHANNA 1917 32
ERIE 6929 110 | TIOGA 1590 20
FAYETTE 5428 34 | UNION 1150 3
FOREST 289 23 | VENANGO 2044 21
FRANKLIN 3673 25 | WARREN 2464 19
FULTON 708 9 WASHINGTON 6688 49
GREENE 1377 55 | WAYNE 1912 50
HUNTINGDON 1527 36| WESTMORELAND 12993 65
INDIANA 2982 42 | wyomING 1168 6
JEFFERSON 2189 22 | YORK 11183 12
JUNIATA 751 0
GRAND TOTAL LTC FOR 2018 280,407
GRAND TOTAL SFP FOR 2018 1,725

LTC - License To Carry
SFP — Sportsman'’s Firearm Permit
Appendix D
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Chair NADLER. The time of the gentlelady has expired. Ms.
Mucarsel-Powell of Florida.

Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL. Thank you, Mr. Chair. Thank you espe-
cially for holding such a critical hearing. I think it has been long
overdue, the first hearing discussing the effects of gun violence in
over a decade. Thank you to all the witnesses for being here with
us this afternoon.

As some of you may already know, the issue of gun violence is
deeply personal to me, and unfortunately it is very personal for too
many Americans now. Gun violence is the leading cause of death
in American children, and I want all of us to think about that just
for one moment. Far more children die in this country because of
a bullet than because of cancer.

My father was a victim of gun violence. When I was 24 years old,
I received a phone call—I was getting my master’s degree—to be
told that my father had been shot and killed by a criminal with a
gun. The pain that I feel when we discuss this issue here today,
when I hear the news of the mass shootings in Parkland, Orlando,
Vegas, is there. My father never had the chance to walk me down
the aisle. He never met my children. I want all of you to know that
when I took the oath of office, I made a promise that I would not
stop until we finally passed commonsense gun reform because I
owe it to my father, sisters, and to so many parents that have lost
their children in my community. I owe it to all of you here today.

Sometimes people say that this tragedy happened in Ecuador
and that this is America, so why should that matter in the context
of gun violence here in the United States, and I can tell you why.
The trauma inflicted upon families is always the same, no matter
where you are in the world. We are united not by the place where
we were born, but by our own personal experiences. My family was
devastated in Ecuador, and so, too, are many family Members in
my community.

I want to remind all of you and tell you a little bit about someone
that lost his life in my community. Carnell Williams-Thomas was
only 2 years old when he was playing outside of his apartment
complex building. He was shot and killed by a stray bullet. I met
his parents, who every day mourn the loss of their toddler, the
mother knowing that every year that passes, she will never be able
to see him going through elementary school, graduating from mid-
dle school, high school.

There are so many steps that we can take to address the source
of gun violence across this country. Universal background checks
will not prevent all deaths, but they are a very important step. I
know that somehow it is changing because when I see all of you
here today, I know that finally we are going to be able to pass com-
monsense gun reforms.

I wanted to also just briefly answer just some of the comments
that I have heard today. They are extremely offensive and insult-
ing. I know that some people believe that the criminals that are
killing and committing all these murders are immigrants. I am an
immigrant, and the research is clear that immigrants are signifi-
cantly less likely to commit crimes than U.S.-born citizens, whether
documented or undocumented. I also want to remind that we need
to be respectful of those who have lost their lives to gun violence.
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We have two people in Parkland who are immigrants, Martin
Duque Anguiano and Joaquin Oliver.

With that, I would like to ask Ms. Thomas if you could just
elaborate on—I know that you have done research on this topic—
on the increase of mass shootings with assault weapons after the
ban viflas lifted. If you can just talk to me a little bit about that re-
search.

Ms. THOMAS. I will just very briefly say that if you look at high-
fatality mass shootings, which are mass shooting of 6 people or
more, in the years after the expiration of the assault weapon ban
in 2004, high-fatality mass shooting injuries went up by more than
200 percent. If you look at high-fatality mass shootings during the
time of the ban, those were down by almost 40 percent.

So, while it is difficult to measure the impact on a one-by-one
basis, if you look at those mass shootings that really are the most
impactful, there is a significant difference during the ban and since
the ban took effect. Those numbers have continued to rise year
after year after year. So, we are seeing more and more of these
types of shootings as these types of very lethal weapons proliferate
more.

Chair NADLER. The time of the gentlelady has expired.

Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Chair NADLER. Does the gentleman have a unanimous consent
request?

Mr. BigGs. Yes, Mr. Chair. I ask that this UC—Davis health
study entitled, “The Study Does Not Find Population-Level
Changes in Firearm Homicide or Suicide Rates in California 10
Years After Comprehensive Background Check and Violent Mis-
demeanor Policies Enacted,” be admitted into record.

Chair NADLER. Without objection, the document will be admitted
into the record.

[The information follows:]
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UCDAVIS
HEALTH

NEWS | Novembier 19, 2018

Study does not find population-level changes in firearm homicide
or suicide rates in California 10 years after comprehensive
background check and violent misdemeanor policies enacted

Incomplete background-check records, absence of permit-to-purchase provision,
and compliance among possible explanations for findings:

(SACRAMENTO)} — A study (https://doi.org/101016/j.annepidem.2018:10.00) of firearm homicide and
suicide rates in the 10 years after California simuidtaneously mandated comprehensxve background checks
for hearly all firearm sales and a prohibition on gun purchase and possess:on for persons convvcted of
most violent m|sdemeanor ctimes found no change in the rates of e:ther cause of death from firearms

through 20(50

The study, which posted online Oct. 12-as in press at thejoumal Annals of Epidemiology, was condtucted
by the ‘Violenée Prevention Résearch Program (https: //www tcdme.ucdavis. edu/vprp/) (VPRP) at UC Davis
and the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health (https //wwwmsph adulresearch/centers-and-
Instltutes/)ohns hopkins-centet-for-gun- pollcy and~research/mdex html) it compared observed annua!
f!rearm homicidé and swcnde rates in Caleorma over 10 years fo!lowmg enactment of comprehensive

data from 32 control states that did not have these policies and did not implement othermajor firearm
policies during the sametime: i
“In the 10 years after policy implementation, firearm suicide rates were; on average, 10.9 percent lower in

California than expected, but we observed a similar decrease in non-firearm suicide,” said Garen
Wintemute, professor of emergency medicine and director of the:Violence Pfevention .Research Program

at UC Davis, senior author on the study.

“This suggests that the policies” estimated impact on firearm suicide may be part of broader changes in
suicide risk around the time that the California policies were implemented,” he said.

Thé study found no net difference between firearm-rélated Homicide rates before and durihg the 10 years
after policy implementation.
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and Kagawa were supported by the Robertson Felfowship in Violence Prevention Research. Castillo-
Carniglia was also supported by Becas Chile as part of the National Commission for Scientific and
Technological Research {CONICYT).

The UC Davis Violence Prevention Research Program (VPRP) is a multi-disciplinary program of research
and policy development focused on the causes, consequences and prevention of violence. Studies
assess firearm violence and the connections between violence, substance abuse and mental illness.
VPRP is home to the University of California Firearm Violence Research Center, which launched in 2017
with a $5 million appropriation from the state of California to fund and conduct leading-edge research on

firearm violence and its prevention.
Release ppdated 2:30 p.m. Nov. 19 to clarify permit-to-purchase laws and comprehensive background
check laws in paragréph SiX.
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Chair NADLER. Mr. Lieu of California is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LiEU. Thank you, Mr. Chair. According to the Center for Dis-
ease Control’s latest figures, 109 people die from gun violence every
day. That comes out to 9 people every 2 hours. So, since this hear-
ing has started, over 23 people in America have been shot and
killed by guns. No community is immune from gun violence. In my
hometown of Torrance 1 month ago, 3 people were killed at a bowl-
ing alley. In 2017 in Las Vegas, that mass shooting, a number of
my constituents were Kkilled.

It does not have to be this way, and all of us are entitled to our
opinions. I thank many of you here in this room for your advocacy
and for the witnesses for being here. When we legislate, we should
do it on facts. So, I am just going to talk about some studies, and
then put them into the record.

First Study. In 2018, researchers at Johns Hopkins University
and UC—Davis published a study called “Association Between
Firearm Laws and Homicide in Urban Counties,” where they found
that right to carry and stand your ground laws are associated with
increases in firearm homicide, while permit-to-purchase laws and
those prohibiting individuals convicted of violent misdemeanors
have been associated with decreases in firearm homicide.

Second Study. In 2014, researchers at Johns Hopkins University
published “Effects of the Repeal of Missouri’s Purchaser Licensing
Law on Homicides.” They found that a repeal of Missouri’s permit-
to-purchase law was associated with a 25 percent increase in fire-
arm homicides.

Third Study. In 2018, researchers at New York Presbyterian
Weill Cornell Medical Center published a study where they found
that strong State firearm policies were associated with lower homi-
cide rates, and strong interstate policies were also associated with
lower homicide rates. They also found that strong firearm policies
were associated with lower suicide rates as well.

Forth Study. Then in 2017, researchers at Duke University did
a study where they analyzed Connecticut’s extreme risk law and
found that for every 10 or 20 risk warrants issued, one suicide was
prevented. I would like to enter these into the record with unani-
mous consent.

Chair NADLER. Without objection, the documents will be entered
into the record.

[The information follows:]



MR. LIEU FOR THE RECORD




304

41262019 Correction to: Association between Firearm Laws and Homicide in Urban Counties

Springercony Thljnumal | Jochlerts | { 6p¢n(hn|(e
J Usban Hesithi 2018 Oct; 95(5): 773-776. PMCID: PMC6181823
Published online 2018 Aug 16. doi: 10.1007/811524-018:-0306-y PMID:.30117057

Correction to: Association between Firearm Laws and Homicide in
Urban Counties

CassandraK, Crifast ' Molly Merrit-Francis, - Alox MeGaurt, | JorS. Versick, ! Garen:J. Wintemute,? and
Danig! W. Webster'

Ceriter for Gun Policy and Research, Bioomberg School of Public Heaith, Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, MD USA

2violence Prevention Research Program, Department of Emergency Medicine, University of California Davis,
Sacramento, CA USA

Cassandra K. Crifasi, Emall: cifasi@ihu.edu.

E'Corresponding author.

Copyright © The New York Academy of Medicine 2018

Correction to: Journal of Urban Health (2018) 95(3):383-90. DOI 10.1007/s11524-018-0273-3

The authors would like to publish this erratum to correct estimates generated from regression analyses
due to errors discovered in the coding of some state laws. The following corrections to the laws in
Table 1 are warranted: 1) Michigan no longer requires a permit-to-purchase for handgun sales by
licensed dealers effective December 18, 2012 {permits are still necessary for private transfers); 2)
Connecticut enacted a law prohibiting firearm purchases for violent misdemeanants effective October
1, 1994; and 3) the implementation dates for violent misdemeanant prohibition laws are January 1,
1996 for lilinois, October 1, 1996 for Maryland, and August 1, 2003 for Minnesota. We regret that we
did not identify the errors prior to publication. The data presented below reflect the study’s findings
after these corrections were made. Changes to the point estimates for the laws’ association with
homicide rates were minor, and the direction and significance level of the estimates for the effects of
the laws studied on firearm homicide did not change. The largest change was to the IRR for laws
prohibiting firearms for violent misdemeanants’ association with firearm homicide rates, which went
from 1.14 to 1.24.

hitpsA mebirimnih. ticles/PMCE181823/
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4126/2019 Correction.to: Association between Fiream) Laws and Hormicide in Urban Counties

Table 1

Fircarm Laws and Effective Datcs by State..

hitps:wviwnchinlin. b govipmt/articles/PMCE 181823/

27



306

4/26/2018 Correction to: Assaciation between Firearm Laws and Homicide in Urban Counties
Kenttxte (#of Counties) Permit Comprehensive 1Bighes  7/500@ Violent -
Louisiana (2) to Background Check  4/1t96 3/ 1Yoy Misdemeanor
T . s vonme R8s Carry Ground , Regpriction
Massachusetts (6} pre-1984
Michigan (4) pre- 7101 107106

1984

12/18/12
Minnesota (4) 5/28/03 8/1/03
Missouri (3) pre- 2/26/04 8/28/07

1984~

8/28/07
Nevada (1}’ 1071785 100/
New Hampshire (1} pre- 11/13/11

1984
New Jersey (13) pre-1984
New York (14) pre-1984 pre»i984
North Carolina (2) pre-1984 121595 1271711
Ohio (6) 4/8/04
Oklahoma (1) 1/1/96  11/1/06
Oregon (3} 8/9/2015 1/1/96
Pennsyltvania (8) 10/11/95 6/17/89  8/29/11
Rbode Island (1} pre-1984 pre-
1984
Tennessee (2) 5/10/94=11/1/98 10/1/96 5/22/67
Texas (6} 14096 91407
Uth (1) 57195 3/1/94
Virginia (3) 515095
Washington (4) 12/4/14 pre- '
OpEn i separa
ABSTRACT.

1. The sentencing beginning “PTP laws were associated with...” should be replaced with a sentence
that reads “PTP laws were associated with an 11% reduction in firearm homicide in large, urban

counties (IRR =0.89, 95% €1 0.85—0.93).”
RESULTS.

1. Table 1 should be deleted and replaced with the corrected Table | below.

2. Table 2 should be deleted and replaced with the corrected Table 2 below.

Hiltps:iAwww.ncbl.nim.nih.govipme/articles/PMCE181823/

37



4/26/2019

307

Corraction to: Association between Firearm Laws and Hornicide in Urban Counties

Table 2

Effects of Firearm Laws on Firearm Homicide in Large, Urban U.S. Counties, 1984-2015,

IRR? 95% CI°

Permit to Purchase 089  0.85-0.93
Comprehensive Background Check only 110 1.08-1.43
Right to Carry Y07 1.05-1.09
Stand Your Ground 1.08  1.05-1L10
Vielent Misdemeanor prohibitions 124 1.21-1.27

County-level % Population African American Male Youth 1.55  1.51-1.60

County-level Poverty Rate 160 1.00~-1.00
County-level Unemployment Rate 1.60  1.00-1.01
State-level Incarceration Rate 106 1.00-1.00
State-level Law Ei Expendi 0,99 0.99-0.99
# ncidence Rate Ratio

b

95% Confidence Interval

Note: The model also included year fixed effects

3. The second paragraph (describing the regression results in Table 2) should be deleted and teplaced
with the following: “Table 2 presents the effects of the firearm policies we examined on firearm
homicide in large, urban counties after controlling for identified covariates. PTP laws were associated
with an 11% reduction in firearm homicide (IRR = 0.89, 95% CI 0.85—0.93). CBC-only laws were
associated with a 10% increase in firearm homicide (IRR = 1.10, 95% CI 1.08—1.13). RTC laws were
associated with a 7% increase in firearm homicide (IRR = 1.07, 95% CI 1.05—1.09). SYG laws were
associated with an 8% increase in firearm homicide (IRR = 1.08, 95% CI 1.05—1.10). VM laws were
associated with a 24% increase in firearm homicide (IRR = 1.24, 95% CI 1.21—1.27). When we
included the proxy for county-level firearm ownership, there were negligible differences in the point
estimates; however, the firearm ownership proxy itself was associated with a 40% increase in fircarm’
homicide (IRR = 1.40, 95% CI 1.29—1.53).”

4. Figure ] should be deleted and replaced with the corrected Fig. 1 below.

hitps/AWWNEDE RINih. govipmclarticlesPMCE 181823/

47
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115

1.05

Incident Rate Ratio

3 years prior 2 years prior 1 yearprior 1 yearpost 2 years post. 3 years post

Eig.1

Effects of CBC-only ldwws on firédim homicide 1, 2, aind 3 Yeard pres and post-eractment,

5. Figure 2 should be deleted and replaced with the corrected Fig: 2 bélow.

=]
b

p=2
o
G

Incident Rate Ratio

0.9

3 years prior 2 years prior {year prior. 1 vearpost 3 yoars post 3 years post

Fig.2

Effocts of VM taws on firearm homicide 1, 2, and 3 years pre--and post-enactiment.

hittps:/iwww.nebl.nim.nih.ge i MC6181823/

&7
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4/26/2018 Correction to: Association between Firearm Laws and Homicide in Urban Counties

6. Table 3 should be deleted and replaced with the corrected Table 3 below.

Tabie 3
Effects of Firearm Laws on Non-Firearm Homicide in Large, Urban U.S. Counties, 1984-2015.

IRR? 95% 1P

Permit to Pux;chase 102 0.95-1.09
Comprehensive Background Check only 0.94  0.91-0.99
Right to Carry law 1.04  1.01-1.07
Stand Your Ground Lot 0.98-1.05
Violent Misdemeanor prohibitions 1.04  1.00-1.08

County-level % Population African American Male Youth 153 1.48-1.59

County-level Poverty Rate 1.0 1.00-1.02
County-level Unemployment Rate 099 0.99-1.60
State-level Incarceration Rate 100 1.00-1.00

te-level Law Bxpendi 1.00 1.00-1.00

®Incidence Rate-Ratio

595% Confidence Interval

Note: The modet also included year fixed effects

7. The last paragraph (presenting results of Table 3) should be deleted and replaced with the following:
“Table 3 presents the effects of the same set of firearm policies on non-firearm homicide rates. PTP and
SYG were not associated with statistically significant changes in non-firearm homicide. CBC-only
laws were associated with a 6% decrease in non-firearm homicide (IRR = 0.94, 95% C1 0.91—0.98).
RTC laws were associated with a 4% increase in non-firearm homicide (IRR = 1.04, 95% CI 1.01—
1.07). When we included the proxy for county-level firearm ownership, there were negligible
differences in the point estimates; however, the firearm ownership proxy itself was associated witha
17% reduction in non-firearm homicide (IRR = 0.83, 93% C1 0.73-—0.93).”

DISCUSSION.

1. The second sentence of the third paragraph should be deleted and replaced with the following:
“Counties in states with RTC laws experienced a 7% increase in firearm homicide relative to counties
in states with more restrictions on the issuance of concealed carry weapons permits.”

2. The second sentence of the fourth paragraph should be deleted and replaced with the following:
“Counties in states with SYG laws experienced an 8% increase in firearm homicide.”

Footnotes

Theonline version of the original article can be found at 10.1007/511524-018-0273-3

hitps /Wi nebiaim,nih.govipmc/articles/PMCE181823/
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4/26/2018 Correction to: Association between Firearm Laws and Homicide in Urban Countiss
Articles from Journal of Urban Health : Bulletin of the New York Academy of Medicine are provided here
courtesy of New York Academy of Medicine

AHlps: i nCbi Alm. nih. govipmciarticles/PMCB184823/

ks
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472612019 Effects of the Repestl of Missouri's Handgun Purchaser Licensing Law on Homicides

J Urban Health, 2014 Apr;-91(2): 293-302. PMCID: PMC3978146
Published online 2014 Mar 7. doi: 10.1007/511524-014-9865-8 PMID: 24604521

Effects of the Repeal of Missouri’s Handgun Purchaser Licensing Law
on Homicides
Daiel Webslé[,m Cassandry Kercher Cifasi, and Jon S, Vernick

Johns Hopking Center for Gun Policy and Research, Johns Hopkins Bloomberg Schoot of Public Health, 624 N.
Broadway, Rm. 593, Baltimore, MD 21205 USA

Daniel Webster, Phone: +1-410-9550440, Email: dwehster@ihsph.edu.

BCorresponding author.

Copyright © The New York Academy of Medicine 2014

Abstract

In the USA, homicide is a leading cause of death for young males and a major cause of racial
disparities in life expectancy for men. There are intense debate and little rigorous research on the
effects of firearm sales regulation on homicides. This study estimates the impact of Missouri’s 2007
repeal of its permit-to-purchase (PTP) handgun law on states’ homicide rates and controls for changes
in poverty, unemployment, crime, incarceration, policing levels, and other policies that could
potentially affect homicides. Using death certificate data available through 2010, the repeal of
Missouri’s PTP law was associated with an increase in annual firearm homicides rates of 1.09 per
100,000 (+23 %) but-was unrelated to changes in non-firearm homicide rates. Using Uniform Criime
Reporting data from police through 2012, the law’s repeal was associated with increased anmual
murders rates of 0.93 per 100,000 (+16 %). These estimated effects translate to increases of between 55
and 63 homicides per year in Missouri.

Electronic supplermentary material

The online version of this article (doi:10.1007/s11524-014-9865-8) contains supplementary material;
which is available to authorized users.

Keywords: firearm policy, firearm violence, gun policy, gun violence

Introduction

Homicide is the second leading cause of death for people aged 1534 years in the USA and the leading
cause of death for black males in this age group.i Homicide also accounts for 5 % of the Years of
Potential Life Lost (YPLL) in the USA? and is the second ieading cause of the racial disparity in life
expectancy between black and white males.? Two-thirds of all homicides in the USA are committed
with firearms,! and the firearm homicide rate in the USA is 19,5 times higher than the average firearm
homicide rate in other high-income countries?

hitps:/Aww.nebi.nim.nitgovipme/articles/PMC 38781487 153
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Effects of the Repeal of Missouri’s Handgun Purchaser Licensing Law on Homicides

1t has been argued that weaknesses in federal and state firearms laws contribute to the unusually high
homicide rate in the USA, especially the lack of background checks or record-keeping requirements for
private, unlicensed sellers of firearms.> Many perpetrators of homicide have backgrounds that would
prohibit them from possessing firearms as a result of prior-convictions for felony crimies® or for
misdemeanors involving domestic violence, being under a restraining order for domestic violence,
young age, or other disqualiﬁcations,l Federal law requires background checks and record keeping for
sales by federally licensed firearms dealers but exempts these regulations when the firearm seller is
unlicensed, Fifteen states require individuals purchasing handguns from unlicensed sellers to pass
background checks, and eleven of these states require all handgun purchasers to acquire a-permit-to-
purchase (PTP) license.

PTP systems require prospective handgun purchasers to obtain a license verifying that they have passed
a background check. All handgun sellers, both ticensed dealers and private sellers, may only sell to
those with a current PTP license. Most states with PTP handgun licensing require applicants to apply
for the license directly at a law enforcement agency. In all other states, individuals wishing to purchase
a handgun from a licensed dealer must complete a purchase application form. The dealer or dealer’s
employee submits the form to the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s (FBI) National Instant Check
System (NICS) or, in some cases, to state police, to determine whether the applicant is prohibited from
possessing firearms.

Prior research has shown that cities and states that require background checks and record keeping for
handgun sales by unlicensed sellers and stricter PTP handgun licensing laws have lower levels of guns
being diverted to criminals within & year of retail sate® and fewer guns exported to criminals across
state borders.2 A recent study found a cross-sectional association between states having PTP handgun
licensligg or other forms of universal background check requirements for gun sales and lower homicide
rates.~

Missouri repealed its PTP handgun licensing law effective Augtist 28, 2007. Missouri’s Taw had been in
place since 1921 and required all handgun purchasers to have a valid PTP license {good for 30 days) in
order to lawfully purchase a handgun from any seller, licensed or unlicensed. Applicants applied in
person at their local sheriff’s office which facilitated the background check. Webster and colleagues§
reported that immediately following the repeal of Missouri’s PTP handgun law, there was a twofold
increase in the percentage of guns that had unusually short intervals between the retail sale-and the
recovery by police, an indicator of firearm diversion or trafﬁcking.L“-‘Z The repeal also coincided with
a sharp increase in the percentage of crimme guns recovered by police in Missouri that had been
originally sold by in-state retailers, from 56.4 % in 2006 to 71.8 % in 201282

This study examines the effects of the repeal of Missouri’s PTP handgun licensing law on homicide
rates. Because this change eliminated mandatory background checks for handguns sold by unlicensed
sellers, it is of particular relevance for debates in the US Congress and in several states about proposals
to extend background check requirements to al} firearm sales.

Methods

Design

The association between the repeal of Missouri’s PTP handgun licensing law on homicide rates was
estimated using a quasi-experimental research design with annual, state-level homicide rates, Homicide
rates were age adjusted and stratified by those committed with a firearm versus all other methods to
discern the specificity of the effects of the policy change on fircarm versus non-fircarm homicides,

Data and Measures

Rittps:fiws

nebi.nim.anin. icles/PMC3878146/ 211
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Effects of the Repeat of Missouri's Handgun Purchaser Licensing Law on Homicides

We hypothesized that the policy change would affect homicide rates but only those committed with
firearms. Thus, the primary outcome measure was state-level annual firearm homicide rates, derived
from death certificate and census data, age adjusted (reference year 2000) in Centers for Disease
Contro] and Prevention's (CDC) Web-based Injury Statistics Query and Reporting System (WISQARS)
Fatal Injury Reports.lé Seven states (HI, ME, NH, ND, SD, VT, and WY} were dropped from the
analyses because WISQARS suppressed the data for states and years for which there were very few
firearm homicides to protect the anonymity of the data. Missouri’s mean baseline rate of firearm
homicides during the pre-repeal study years was approximately four to five times higher than was
experienced in the seven dropped states, and none of the dropped states were geographically close to
Missouri, Within Missouri, we also used county-level cause-of-death mortality data from CDC’s Wide-
ranging Online Data for Epidemiologic Research (WONDER) systemla to assess the degree to which
state-wide changes in age-adjusted homicide rates differed across counties,

These data from CDC’s WISQARS and WONDER systems have the advantage of complete,
mandatory reporting of death certificate data and the ability to easily isolate homicides committed with
firearms versus other methods. The disadvantage of these data is that they were only available through
the end of 2010 at the time of this study. We also collected and analyzed state-level data on annual rates
of murder and non-negligent mansiaughter (which will capture virtually all homicides) from the
Federal Bureau of Investigation’s (FBI) Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) system. UCR data provided
two additional years of post-PTP-law-repeal data; however, the FBI has to interpolate some data for
states and years, when there is incomplete reporting from local law enforcement agencies, and rates are
not age adjusted;

Although data from prior years are available, we chose 1999 as the beginning of our study period
because the period 1999-2012 has been the most stable period for homicide trends in many decades.
Periods of dramatic change; especially if the underlying causes for those changes cannot be easily
modeled, are vulnerable to omitted variable bias in estimates of policy impact&

Regression analyses are'used to estimate policy change effects and controlled for changes in rates of
unemployment, poverty, incarceration, burglary, law enforcement officers per capita, and the presence
of four other types of state laws potentially most directly relevant to lethal violence for which there was
significant change during the study period. These laws included so-called Stand Your Ground (SYG)
laws, which give individuals an expanded right to use deadly force in potentially dangerous encounters
with no duty to retreat, right-to-carry (RTC) laws which require law enforcement agencies to issue
permits to carry concealed firearms to all legally qualificd applicants, bans of unsafe handguns
including so-called Saturday Night Specials, and firearm prohibitions for young adults resulting from
convictions for serious crimes adjudicated in juvenile courts. SYG laws have been enacted in many
states in recent years, including in Missour] in 2007, Prior research indicated that these laws may
increase homicides. Early research suggested that RTC laws may reduce hon1icides,l§ but the most
rigorous studies show no-evidence that RTC laws affect homicide rates, 220 Maryland’s adoptionof'a
SNS ban was associated witl a reduction in firearm homicide rates, > but this policy has not been
rigorously studied in other states nor has firearm prohibitions stemming from serious juvenile offenses.

Average annual unemployment rates {per 100 population 16 years ot age and older) were obtained from
the Burcau of Labor Statistics. > Poverty rates {per 100 population) were obtained from the Census
Bureau’s Current Population Survcy.;l Burglary rates (per 100,000 population)—an indicator of crime
rates that should not be directly affected by gun laws-—and the rates of law enforcement officers (per
100,000 population) were drawn from-the FBI’s UCR prograrn;‘l Incarceration rates (per 100,000

5
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population) are from the Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics.
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handgun licensing law was measured as the proportion of days in a year when the state had no PTP
handgun law, i.e., 0 for the years the PTP law was in place (1999-2006), 0.263 in 2007, and 1 for
2008-2012.

Analytic Methods

Pre-repeal versus post:repeal differences in mean age-adjusted homicide rates were tested for statistical
significance using t-tests. To estimate the independent association between the repeal of Missouri’s
PTP handgun licensing law and age-adjusted homicide rates, we used generalized least squares
regression models. The models included state- and year-fixed effects to control for baseline differences
in states” homicide rates and yearly fluctuations that occurred nationally as well as changes in the
covariates described above. Standard errors for model coefficients were adjusted to account for
clustering by state and for heteroskedasticty using the Eikert-Huber~White adju'stmcm.zﬁ Analyses

were conducted using Stata IC v 1104

Results

Froin 1999 to 2007, Missouri’s firearm homicide rate was relatively stable, fluctuating arotnd a tmean
of 4.66 per 100,000 population per year (Fig. 1). In 2008, at the first full year after the permit-to-
purchase licensing law was repealed, the firearm homicide rate in Missouri increased sharply to 6.23
per 100,000, a 34 % increase from the baseline mean. For the post-repeal period of 2008+2010, the
mean annual firearm homicide rate was 5.82, 24.9 % higher than the pre-repeal mean {t=4.38, df=1¢,
p=.001). Within Missouri, firearm homicide rates per 100,000 increased sharply between the pre- and
post-repeal periods in each of the three large central metro counties/jurisdictions—by 30 % in Jackson
County (11.2 to 14.7), 47 % in St. Louis County (5.0 to 7.4), 27 % in St. Louis City (21.7 to 27.5), and
34 % gverall in the nine Missouri counties designated as large metropolitan fringe counties (3.1 to 4.2).
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This sharp increase in firearm homicide rates in Missouri beginning in 2008 was out of sync with
changes during that period nationally and in states bordering Missouri (Table 1). The mean age-
adjusted firearm homicide rate in the USA declined 5.5 % from 4.03 per 100,000 during 1999-2007 to
3.81 for 2008-2010. The population-weighted mean firearm homicide rates across the eight states
bordering Missouri changed little between these two time periods (4.15 to 4.06, —2.2 %; p = 480, Fig.
1), and there were nio statistically significant changes in any specific state that bordered Missouri.

TABLE 1

Mean firearm homicide rates before (1999-2007) and after Missouri repealed its permit-to-
purchase handgun licensing requirement for handgun sales by licensed and unlicensed sellers
(2008-2010)

Mesan before Missouri’s  Mean after Missouri’s PTP Y% Probability
PTP handgun law repealed hand: law repealed Change 2 means

. e . 19992007 . 2008-2010 ; are equal

Missouri 4.67 5.82 +24.9 001
Population-weighted 4.15 4.06 =22 480
mean for states

bordering Missouri .

Arkansas 512 . . 5.23 +2.1 691
Hlinois 510 471 6.6 .335
fowa 0.93 1.00 +7.8 627
Kangas 3.95 335 ~3.4 157
Kentucky ) 326 329 ‘ +10 898
Nobraska 175 228 300 096
Oklahoma 3.80 X 393 +3.5 618

Tennessee 542 5.23. . 3.5 553

Controlling only for baseline differences across states and year effects nationally (model 1, Table 2),
the repeal of Missouri’s PTP handgun licensing law was associated with an increase in firearm
homicide rates of 1.32 per 100,000 (» <.001), a 29.4 % increase above rates projected without the
repeal. Aftercontrolling for changes in rates of unemployment, poverty, burglary, incarceration, and
law enforcement officers along with other state laws, the estimated increase in annual firearm homicide
rates associated with the repeal of Missouri’s PTP handgun law was 1.09 per 100,000 population per
year (p <.001; 95 % confidence interval (CI) 0.81 to 1.38), a 23 % increase.

RHPSHWWv.NEh Al ik gov/pme/ariicles/iPMT 39781487 511
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TABLE 2

Estimates of effect of the repeal of Missouri’s permit-to-purchase handgun law from géneralized
least squares regression models on states’ age-adjusted firearm, non-firearm, and all-cause
homicide rates, 1999~2010, and murder and non-negligent manslaughter rates, 1999-2012

Qutcome variable B Robust P 95%CI
S.E.  value forf
Firearm homicide rates, 1999-2010 R2 within= 208, Rz overall=,948  1.09 014 <001 081t
1.38
Non-firearm hoinicide rates, 1999-2010 R2 within =162, RZ overall -0.08 0.10 446 —0.28 10
=,583 032
Total homicide rates, 19992010 R2 within=.177, R2 overall =943 1000 0.18 <001 05610
1.35
Murder and non-negligent manslaughter rates, 1999-2012 Rz within 093 023 <001 0481t
=183, R overall =.908 138

Al models controlled for rates of unemployment; poverty, burglary, incarceration, law enforcement officers,
“Stand Your Ground” laws, right-to-carry faws, bans of Saturday night special (junk) handguns, and firearm
prohibitions of young adults with prior serious criminal offenses adjudicated in juvenile courts. Estimates for
each of these covariates can be found in the Supitzmenisl Tables,

The increase in homicide rates following the repeal of Missouri’s PTP handgun licensing law occurred
only for homicides committed with firearms. Following similar trends nationally, Missouri’s age-
adjusted rate of non-firearm homicides declined from a pre-repeal (1999 t0 2007) mean of 2.19 to a
post-repeal (2008 to 2010) mean of 1.88 (14 %). Regression analyses indicated that Missouri’s repeal
of its PTP handgun law was associated with no change in the age-adjusted non-firearm homicide rate
(B=-0.077, p = .446) and an increase in annual homicide rates for all methods of 1.00 per 100,000
(Table 2, p<.001, 95 % CI1 0.66 to 1.35).

Using UCR data from police reports for 1999-2012, the difference in the annual murder rate in
Missouri minus that of the U.S. as a whole grew from 0.60 per 100,000 population during the pre-PTP-
repeal period to 1.82 during the 5 years after the repeal of the PTP law (data not shown, t=4.12, df=12,
p<.001). A model which only controlled for state- and year-fixed effects estimated a 1.34 increase in
annual murder rates associated with the repeal of the PTP handgun law (B= 1.34, p = .001, 95 % CI
0.58 to 2.11); however, the estimated effect of the policy change was reduced to an increase of 0.93
murders per 100,000 population per year after all covariates were included in the model (Table 2, p=
0.93, p<.001, 95 % C1 0.48 to 1.38), a 16 % increase relative to the counterfactual.

Firearm homicide, total homicide, and murder rates were positively associated with burglary rates and
negatively associated with poverty rates. New unsafe handgun bans adopted in California and
Massachusetts were associated with an increase in total homicide rates (B =0.46, p= 008, 95 % CI
0.12 to 0.80). No other covariate reached statistical significance at the .05 level (Sﬁm’mm).

Discussjon
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This study provides compelling evidence that the repeal of Missouri’s PTP handgun licensing law,
which required all handgun purchasers to pass a background check even for purchases from private
sellers, contributed to a sharp increase in Missouri’s homicide rate. Our estimates suggest that the law
was associated with an additional 55 to 63 murders per year in Missouri between 2008 and 2012 than
would have been forecasted had the PTP bandgun law not been repealed.

Our analyses ruled out several alternative hypotheses to explain the relatively large and highly
statistically significant increase in fircarm homicides in Missouri following the repeal of its PTP
handgun licensing law. We controlled for changes in unemployment, poverty, policing levels,
incarceration rates, trends in crime reflected in burglary rates, national trends in homicide rates, and
several kinds of other faws that could affect homicides. That Missouri’s sharp increase in firearm
homicides was unique within the region, specific to firearms, and was observed in metropolitan
Jjurisdictions across Missouri suggests that unmeasured unique local circumstances (e.g., gang activity
and changes in social norms) are unlikely to have biased our estimates of the impact of the policy
change. Estimates of the effects of the repeal of Missouri’s PTP handgun law were similar for firearm
homicides and total homicides using death certificate data for 43 states through 2010, and for murders
and non-negligent manslaughters using police reports for all 50 states through 2012. This suggests that
the data source and time period studied are unlikely to have biased the findings.

Causal inferences from quasi-experimental studies can be strengthened with empirical evidence
supporting the proposed causal chain between the intervention, mediators, and the outcomes under
study. Handgun purchaser licensing and universal background checks are hypothesized to affect
homicide rates by reducing gun diversions to criminals and other prohibited groups. The eviderice that
Missouri’s increase in firearm homicides was fueled by the state’s repeal of its PTP law is bolstered by
data indicating that the repeal was immediately followed by a twofold increase in the percentage of
crime guns that were recovered by police soon after the guns’ retail sales and an unusually large
increase in the percentage of Missouri’s crime guns that had been purchased from Missouri gun.
dealers.2 These finding are consistent with prior research showing that states that regulated handgun
sales by unlicensed seliers had fewer guns diverted to criminals shortly after in-state retail sales,§ and
that states with the most comprehensive handgun sales laws including PTP licensing requiring direct
interface with law enforcement have proportionately fewer guns used in crime that were originally sold
by in-state retailers 2822 Having a large percentage of crime guns that originate from out-of-state sales;
as was the case in Missouri prior to the repeal of its PTP law, is indicative of a restricted supply of guns
available to criminals from in-state sources. Restrictions from local suppliers increase prices in the
underground gun market and attract suppliers from states with fewer legal impediments to gun
diversion. 2231

The weakening of Missouri’s gun laws may have also contributed to gun trafficking to border states
that regulate handgun sales by all sellers via PTP licensing. The number of guns sold in Missouri and
later recovered by police in IHlinois and lowa, two border states with handgun purchaser licensing laws;
increased 37 % (from 133 to 182) from 2006 (just before Missouri’s PTP law was repealed) to 2012
when the overall number of crime guns recovered by police in those states actally declined by 6 %12

A potential threat to the validity of our estimate of the impact of the repeal of Missouri’s PTP law is
confounding by the simultancous adoption of a Stand Your Ground law in Missouri. Controlling fot the
effects of SYG laws across all states, our estimate of the effect of the repeal of Missouri’s PTP law on
homicide rates declined slightly but was still substantial and statisticaily significant at p < .001. A
separate analysis of justifiable homicide data from the FBI’s Uniform Crime Reports revealed that
there were approximately three additional justifiable homicides per year in Missouri following the
adoption of the state’s Stand Your Ground law above pre-SYG-law levels—Iless than | % of the total-
aumber of gun homicides during 2008-2010.

s www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/prc/articles/PMC387 8146/ 7
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Critics could question the use of a relatively short pre-repeal baseline period used for this study. Using
more longitudinal observations can potentially produce more accurate forecasts of the counterfactual in
interrupted time-series impact studies. However, the period from 1983 to 1998 included dramatic
increases and decreases in US homicide rates, Experts believe that these changes were driven by
factors that could not be directly measured (e.g., dynamics of the crack cocaine market, and changes in
social norms)ﬁ and thus controlled statistically and that these unmeasured forces appear to have been
uneven across states.12 Such conditions pose considerable challenges for deriving unbiased estimates
of policy impacts. By limiting the analyses to the relatively stable period of 1999-2012, we minimized
the potential for omitted variable bias that would have likely been introduced by including data from
this-earlier time period.

The generalizability of our findings to other states with PTP handgun laws is unknown. Data from'a
recent cross-sectional study indicated that PTP licensing laws and universal background check
requirements were associated with lower bomicide rates after controlling for other population risk
factors;2 however, the lack of longitudinal data weakerns causal inference from that study. We caution,
however, that passage of a PTP handgun 1i ing law with mandatory background checks and record
keeping for all handgun sales may not result in as immediate and large a reduction in firearm homicides
as oceurred in reverse when Missouri’s law was repealed. Although our findings indicate that Missouri
benefited from the protective effects of its PTP law before the law’s repeal, the beneficial effects of
new laws of this type may be more gradual as enforcement practices are put in place, awareness of the
law increases, and the stock of guns available in the underground market is depleted. Additional
methodologically rigorous research of the impact of other laws of this type is warranted.
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Restrictive State Firearm Laws Correlate to Fewer Firearm
Homicides, Suicides

Strengthening state laws regulating firearms could help reduce the rates of both suicide and
homicide, and the benefits could extend across state lines, a new study from an investigator at
NewYork-Presbyterian/Weill Cornell Medical Center and Weill Cornell Medicine suggests.

For the study, published March 5 in JAMA Internal Medicine, the investigators analyzed county-
level data to determine whether state firearm laws have interstate spillover effects on firearm-
related homicides and suicides. They found that counties located in states with restrictive firearm
laws had lower rates of homicide and suicide caused by firearms, as well as lower rates of overall
suicide, regardless of neighboring states’ laws. Counties located in states with lenient policies had
higher firearm death rates, with rates declining if those counties were located in close proximity to
states with tougher laws.

“We know that most firearm policies in the United States are made at the state level, but states do
not exist in a vacuum,” said lead author Dr. Elinore Kaufman, a resident in the Department of

Surgery at NewYork-Presbyterian/Weill Cornell and Weill Cornell Medicine, who collaborated with
investigators from the University of Pennsylvania and Columbia University on the study. “It's easy
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for fircarms, as with any good, to move across stale lines. We wanted to explore the relationship
between firearm laws and firearm deaths, and what we found was that counties in states that had
weak laws might actually be protected by surrounding states with strong laws. It's really
encouraging that a policy in one state could have beneficial effects on neighboring states.”

Investigators examined U.8. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention data on firearm deaths
that occurred in 3,108 U.S. counties in the contiguous 48 states from January 2010 to December
2014. They gave each county two scores: a state policy score based on the strength of its firearm
laws and .an interstate policy score, in which a higher score indicated stricter faws in nearby states.
They then divided counties into groups based upon scores in both categories, comparing them
against the state’s rates of homicides and suicides caused by firearms, as well as those caused by
other means.

They found a correlation between the strength of a state’s firearm Jaws and the rates of homicides:
and suicides caused by guns. Importantly, states with restrictive policies had fewer suicides caused
by guns and fewer suicides overall,

“Suicides account for two-thirds of firearm deaths but don't get enough attention,” Dr. Kaufman
said. “The public heaith importance of firearm injuries and death cannot be overstated.”
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In the outrage over yet another tragic school shooting, most lawmakers
continue to offer divisive policy choices: either curtail access to firearms or
allow more guns in more places. We believe a new policy called “risk warrants”
could help break through this political paralysis.

Nearly everyone, including President Donald Trump and the NRA, seems to
agree that people at genuine risk of harming themselves or others should not
have guns. Background checks alone will never fix this problem, because
background checks catch only a fraction of the people who truly pose a risk.
That’s why bipartisan support is growing for laws authorizing judges to issue
“risk warrants” — also called “gun violence restraining orders” or “extreme
risk protective orders” — that temporarily remove firearms from those at risk
of harming someone.

In gun policy debates, risky people who should not possess guns are often
called “the mentally ill.” This phrase — used by all sides -- is highly misleading,
however. Forty million Americans have diagnosable mental health conditions
yet pose no danger to anyone. Disqualifying all those people from gun
ownership would be ineffective, unfair and stigmatizing. It would also exclude
large numbers of people who are not mentally ill, but who do pose a danger.

“A recent study evaluating Connecticut’s law analyzed suicide mortality
between 1999 and 2013. The researchers estimated that for every 10 to 20
risk warrants issued, one life was saved by averting a suicide.”

Most mass shooters have no histories of treatment for mental illness.
However, many have exhibited extreme anger, loss of control and other
behaviors that worried their families, co-workers, teachers or neighbors. We
need laws allowing citizens to bring concerns about a person’s dangerous
behaviors to the attention of law enforcement, who can then seek a judicial
order temporarily restricting the person’s access to firearms. Such laws allow
orders to be issued when evidence shows a person is suicidal or has exhibited
alarming behavior, signaling they are likely to hurt someone else.

Five states — Connecticut, Indiana, California, Washington and Oregon —
have enacted laws authorizing such pre-emptive, risk-based, time-limited gun
removal orders. These civil orders neither require, nor produce, a criminal
record. They simply give police officers clear legal authority to search for and
remove firearms when the officer has probable cause to believe someone poses
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an imminent risk of injuring someone. Typically, a judge issues a risk warrant
for immediate gun removal in such cases. Then, within two weeks, a court
hearing takes place at which the state must show clear and convincing
evidence that the person continues to pose a significant public safety risk. If
the state meets this burden, it may retain the firearms for up to one

year. These procedures fully respect the Second Amendment and the
requirements of “due process.”

A recent study evaluating Connecticut’s law analyzed suicide mortality
between 1999 and 2013. The researchers estimated that for every 10 to 20 risk
warrants issued, one life was saved by averting a suicide.

Risk protection order laws can be fairly administered and will save lives.
Recent national polling shows these types of laws are supported by about two
out of three gun owners and three out of four non-gun-owners. And national
and state lawmakers increasingly appear ready to sign on to risk-based, time-
limited gun removal as a concept. It is heartening that this approach has
finally become part of the national conversation.

States are best suited to enact and carry out such laws, using state courts to
issue risk warrants and local police to serve them. Congress should create
incentives for more states to do so, however. The federal government should
also bar people who are subject to risk protection orders from purchasing guns
under the national instant background check system.

With about 100 people dying from gunfire in the United States every day,
finding common ground on gun policy has become a moral imperative. Risk
warrant laws are an important piece in the puzzle of gun violence prevention.

This article originally appeared in the Richmond Times-Dispatch. and the
Charleston Post-Dispatch
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Mr. Lieu. I do note that some of these studies do mention sui-
cide. If you look at the overwhelming number of gun deaths, they
occur because of suicide. Three in 5 gun deaths are a result of sui-
cide. My first question is to Dr. Sakran. I want to see if you had
any ideas or solutions how we can better address the number of
people killed by suicide by gun.

Dr. SAKRAN. Yeah, so thank you for that question. When you look
at suicides, and it is important when we are looking at deaths in
general to really break up these different populations because actu-
ally suicide deaths are primarily an older White male. In this popu-
lation specifically, there is an association from a mental health per-
spective.

So, some of the stuff that we are hearing about access to mental
health is absolutely correct and it is true. The way we must ap-
proach this and think about this is from a systems perspective, and
we can’t just have one necessary solution. So, another aspect is the
extreme risk protection order policies that we have been talking
about, enabling families and law enforcement to actually be
proactive in preventing these from happening.

Mr. LiIEUu. Thank you. Ms. Thomas, do you think extreme risk
laws would help prevent suicides?

Ms. THOMAS. Absolutely. Extreme risk protective orders are in-
tended to be used by law enforcement and family Members. Very
often family Members have warning signs and indicators that a
loved one is showing signs of distress or crisis, and they know often
when their loved ones have guns. So being able to utilize that proc-
ess to protect their loved ones from causing harm to themselves is
an incredibly valuable tool for preventing suicides along with
things like safe storage laws.

Mr. LiEu. Thank you. Let me conclude by noting that earlier in
testimony, one of the Republican witnesses, Professor Malcolm, had
stated that had shooter Cruz in Parkland been put on a back-
ground list, he would not have passed the background check and
would not have gotten a gun. So, please, you acknowledge that the
background system could have prevented him from getting a gun.
I know that it wasnt quite accurate because Cruz could have
walked into a gun show and gotten a gun.

That is what H.R. 8 will do. It will prevent people from doing
{,)ha‘lc{, so I look forward to your support of H.R. 8. With that, I yield

ack.

Chair NADLER. I thank the gentleman. Ms. Demmings of Florida
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. DEMMINGS. Thank you so much, Mr. Chair. To all of our wit-
nesses, thank you so much for being here with us. I know it has
been a long, long day. To the advocates and survivors and sup-
porters in the audience, too, we appreciate you being here to hold
us accountable.

This is a tough subject for, well, most people in the room. I spent
27 years as a law enforcement officer, and I served as the chief of
police in Orlando. I have got to tell you, I am sick and tired of
watching sons and daughters, and husbands and wives, and moth-
ers and fathers die through gun violence by someone with a gun
who should have never had a gun in their possession in the first
place.
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My colleagues on the other side of the aisle can’t tell me a dog-
gone thing about rights because, you know what? I can’t help but
think about the rights of the victims who died at the hands of
someone with a gun who should have never had a gun in the first
place. My goodness, in a country that we say is the greatest coun-
try in the world, we are 25 times more likely to be killed through
gun violence. In a country that we say is the greatest country in
the world, my God, you ought to be able to go to a school, church,
synagogue, concert, movie theater, and nightclub, not just in Or-
lando, but in any city in this country, and not have to worry about
somebody walking in with a gun.

Ronald Reagan, Republican President, said, “Legislation would
be worth passing if it meant even small reductions in gun vio-
lence.” Which life, tell me which life, if it saves one life. Which life
is not worth saving? Which life? So, I am sick and tired of sitting
here. I thank God that we are at least having a hearing because
we haven’t had one in 8 years, and there has been a lot of talk
about national emergencies, crises, and national health emer-
gencies. Well, doggone it, when mass numbers of people die in this
country, I would consider that, doggonit, a national emergency.

It is time. In Congress, we sit here with the ability and the
power to do something, and history will not be kind to us if we con-
tinue to allow the gun lobby to buy us and sell us. Now is the time
for change. If you don’t have the guts or the courage to do some-
thing about this issue and send a message to the American people,
who desperately turn to us, then it is time for you to leave.

[Disturbance in the hearing room.]

Ms. DEMMINGS. It is really time for you to leave. I want to talk
to my law enforcement colleagues—I still consider you colleagues—
and to the emergency room doctor. You deal with this every day.
You have not only had to break bad news to families whose loved
ones weren’t out doing the wrong thing. They were in the right
place, a place they had the right to be, doing the right thing. Not
only have you had to break that bad news, but you have also had
to bury your own because they died as a result of someone who
shouldn’t have had a gun in the first place.

I talked to an emergency room doctor after Pulse who shared to
me the difference in the persons, the victims who were shot with
an assault rifle versus those with a handgun. Chances of survival
are almost zero when you are shot with an assault rifle. So, please,
in the little time we have left, Major and Chief, if you would please
just talk about gun violence in your community and why this issue
is so important to you, and then we will end with the doctor.

Chief ACEVEDO. Thank you for those comments. They are just
really well taken. I just wanted to say really quickly, it is a
scourge. It is ongoing. It is daily. In our city, one of the problems
we are having now is the Department of Justice legal team decided
that fugitives can’t be in the system. So, we have 500,000 people
that we know are wanted for a serious crime that would make
them prohibited purchasers, and let me give you the example of
how that can get women killed.

My people go to a house. They find a woman that has been
abused. The perpetrator of the crime is not there. We go out. We
get a warrant, and if we can’t enter that person into the system,
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that individual can go out, buy a firearm, come back, and finish the
job. So, there are a lot of loopholes that you are addressing. I just
want to tell you all, thank you for courage and thank you for
speaking out. Again, I love prayers. I welcome prayers. Like I have
said before, my mayor has me in my job to fight crime, and I think
the American people have elected you not to just pray, but to actu-
ally lead and pass legislation that will save lives.

Ms. DEMMINGS. Thank you.

Major TAPP-HARPER. Yes, ma’am, thank you. I just wanted to
mention really quick, I have 13 deputies in my unit. In 2015, they
recovered 65 guns; 2016, 67 guns; 2017, 51 guns; and 2018, 81
guns. So, I find that these numbers continue to increase, and I just
try to keep them encouraged, 13 people serving protective orders.

Ms. DEMMINGS. Thank you.

Chair NADLER. Thank you. This concludes today’s hearing. I
want to thank our distinguished witnesses for attending. I want to
thank the Members of the audience for, for the most part, observ-
ing the decorum of the Committee on a very emotional issue.

Without objection, all Members will have 5 legislative days to
submit additional written questions for the witnesses or additional
materials for the record.

Chair NADLER. With that, the hearing is adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 3:38 p.m., the hearing was adjourned.]
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FOR THE RECORD
STATEMENT OF WHIP STEVE SCALISE

My name is Steve Scalise. I am the Congressman for Louisiana’s 1st District. I
am the Republican Whip. I am also a target of gun violence.

Many of you may be fanliliar with the events of June 14, 2017. Around 7:00 a.m.,
at the last morning practice before the annual Congressional Baseball Game for
Charity, an Illinois man named James Hodgkinson opened fire on myself and a
group of Republican legislators and volunteers on an Alexandria, VA baseball field.
Fortunately, as a member of House leadership, I was accompanied by my Capitol
Police security detail who were able to return fire and engage the shooter until addi-
tional law enforcement officers arrived and ultimately took down the shooter. I was
shot and nearly fatally wounded, and both of my detail agents were shot as well.
I am alive today thanks to the bravery of U.S. Capitol Police and the Alexandria
Police, heroes like Congressman Brad Wenstrup and the first responders who
rushed to the scene, the incredible medical team at Washington MedStar Hospital
Center, and most importantly the grace of God.

I applaud the intentions behind this hearing and believe we are all pursuing the
same goal of reducing gun violence. As someone who experienced gun violence, I do
not want anyone else to go through that trauma. However, it is also important to
me that we be honest with ourselves and the American people about what will—
or won’t—actually prevent these tragedies. The shooter who targeted me that morn-
ing was aimed with an SKS rifle and a 9mm Smith & Wesson handgun, both of
which were purchased in compliance with Illinois gun laws.

The new gun control restrictions currently being considered by the Democratic
majority in H.R. 8 would not have prevented my shooting.

In fact, these new gun control measures being proposed in H.R. 8 would not have
prevented any number of recent mass violence events. Several perpetrators of recent
multi-victim shootings also purchased their guns legally. In some instances, the
background check system failed, and lack of intervention from law enforcement
failed to intercept potential threats.

I want to stress that the man who shot me was issued a permit to purchase fire-
arms by the State of Illinois, and had acquired them legally. At Virginia Tech,
Charleston, and Sutherland Springs failures in the background check system al-
lowed individuals to illegally obtain the firearms they used to commit their crimes.
The alleged loopholes that H.R. 8 claims to fix would not have prevented these trag-
edies either.

Instead, whether intentionally or not, the gun control proposals in H.R. 8 could
turn law abiding citizens into criminals while also failing to achieve the stated pur-
pose of reducing gun violence.

A recent study by the Violence Prevention Research Program at UC-Davis and
Johns Hopkins University into California’s effort to implement “comprehensive
background checks” found that, “The simultaneous implementation of [the Com-
prehensive Background Check policy] and [prohibitions on firearm purchase and
possession for persons convicted within the past 10 years of certain violent crimes
classified as misdemeanors] was not associated with a net change in the firearm
homicide rate over the ensuing 10 years in California.” Even though California im-
plemented more stringent background checks, this study shows that these measures
did not reduce gun violence.

In fact, most criminals obtain firearms through unlawful means—whether
through theft, straw purchases, or lying on the required paperwork. A DOJ study
of federal inmates found that only 7% who possessed a firearm while committing
the crime they were serving time for purchased it legally from a firearms dealer
under their own name. Based on similar gun control measures in states like Cali-
fornia, H.R. 8 would not deter a criminal from engaging in criminal activity, and
it won’t decrease gun crime. Instead, it only succeeds in limiting the ways that law-
abiding citizens could exercise their Second amendment rights.

Every single month in America, law-abiding citizens with concealed carry permits
defend themselves and others against criminals who have guns. For example, on
January 8th, a man approached a 25-year old woman in Chicago, displayed a weap-
on, and attempted to rob her at a bus stop. The woman had a concealed carry per-
mit. She drew her own weapon and fired a shot, killing the armed robber. The
owner of a nearby pharmacy said such violence happens “all over” Chicago. How-
ever, in this case, the intended victim was able to defend herself with her own gun.

On January 2nd a Good Samaritan in California with a concealed carry permit
used his firearm to stop an attempted stabbing of a security guard and held the per-
petrator until law enforcement could arrive at the scene.
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On January 17th, a man at an IHOP in Alabama opened fire on employees, kill-
iingf one before another employee pulled his handgun and killed the shooter in self-

efense.

On January 29th, an armed robber held up a Family Dollar Store in Georgia. A
customer was able to use a personal firearm to shoot and kill the robber before the
criminal could hurt any of the many employees or customers in the store.

These are just some examples from the last month alone. There are hundreds of
stories like these every single year from law-abiding Americans all over the country.

I am alive due to the effective and immediate response of my Capitol Police detail,
and the Alexandria Police Department. Most victims of gun violence do not have law
enforcement already on the scene to respond to a violent gunman. Instead of making
it harder for citizens to defend themselves until law enforcement arrives, Congress
should consider legislation like H.R. 38, the Concealed Carry Reciprocity Act, a bill
that would help law-abiding citizens have the same tools to defend themselves as
a criminal has of trying to inflict harm, regardless of where they travel.

I firmly believe we must never forget, nor minimize, the importance of the Second
amendment to our Constitution.

H.R. 8, as well as other new gun control legislation currently being considered by
the House Democrat majority do not accomplish the goal of reducing gun violence.

If our goal is to reduce gun violence, then we should focus on penalizing criminals,
not law-abiding citizens.

Thank you.
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Congresswoman Demings,

| would first like to thank you, genuinely, for your service as Orlando Police Chief. Law
enforcement can be a thankless job, and | hope you know | truly appreciate the sacrifices you
and your family have made. You made history in Orlando, and | admire your bravery.

| also want to talk to you about a comment you made during the gun violence hearing | testified
at on February 6, 2019.

| told you my story. You know that | am a sexual assault survivor and a gun owner.

| agree completely that | shouldn’t have to carry a gun. | can assure you as a 24-year-old
college student there are many thing I’d rather spend my money on than ammunition and trips
to the local range for target practice. I'd rather spend that money on textbooks, the ridiculous
cost of college tuition, or the occasional trip to the nail salon, but here | am.

As | sit here and write you this letter, my firearm sits next to me on my nightstand. Yes, it's
loaded, but | take extensive precautions to ensure my firearms will never be used to harm
another individual, unless it's in self-defense.

Ms. Demings, during the hearing you said it's time for those without the “guts or the courage to
do something” to leave.

| was taken aback by your comments. It hurts me to know you think that because | don’t come
to the same conclusion as you, | have no courage. However, if you feel the need to minimize the
trauma I've experienced | certainly can’t stop you. As I’'m sure you can imagine, telling the entire
world about the worst thing that’s ever happened to you can be emotionally draining. Especially
when testifying in a room compiled of people who wholeheartedly disagree with everything you
say. And | know it took courage to testify because | was drawing on every ounce | had in the
hearing.

You say that those who will not “do something” (which | take to mean support H.R. 8) have no
courage. My friend, Shayna Lopez-Rivas, was raped at knife-point while a student at Florida

State University. Her assault shifted her entire view of guns and the right to self-defense. She
now passionately and articulately advocates against gun-control measures like H.R. 8. Would
you say she lacks “guts” or “courage”?

| would hope you find her assault as horrific as | do and that you value the bravery she shows
when publicly discussing what was the worst thing that's ever happened to her. Sure, Shayna,
like myself, came to conclusions you dislike after we were raped, but | would like to think basic
human decency would allow you to see past politics to our common humanity. But then again,
you said your colleagues on the “other side of the aisle” can’t “tell [you] a dang gone thing about
rights.”
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Violence is an issue in this country but the only way we are going to solve it is by getting down
to its’ root causes. We need to look at the “whys” of violence, not the means in which violence is
enacted (gun, knife, bomb, etc.) otherwise we are always going to face this issue.

| want children to be able to go to school without the fear that someone will hurt them and their
classmates. | want young women to be able to attend college without fear that they will be part
of the 23.1% of females undergraduates statistic that become victims of sexual assault.

You asked which life isn’t worth saving and I'd have to ask you the same thing. Should | be left
defenseless? Is my well-being not worthy of defense? Should | not be able to choose how |
empower and protect myself?

What about the life of Ben Goeser? Ben was killed in a restaurant by his wife’s stalker. Nikki
Goeser, his wife, got her concealed carry permit exactly a year before her husband was
murdered. But she left her gun in the car the night of the assault because Nikki was, and still is,
a law-abiding citizen and firearms were banned in restaurants that served alcohol, even if you
weren’t drinking. She had to watch helplessly as her stalker murdered her husband, knowing
her only means of defense was locked outside. The disgusting truth is, Nikki obeyed the law and
it ended in the death of her soulmate.

| don’t know if you ever come down to the Hampton Roads, Virginia area, but if you're ever in
town I'd like to meet you and have an open, honest discussion on guns and violence.

I’d also like to take you to my local gun range - the same range my beloved Poppop took me to
when | was 10 years old,if you're comfortable with that. I’d like to teach you basic gun safety
and would love for you to meet my liberal grandma who disagrees with me on all kinds of things,
but wholeheartedly supports my advocacy.

| want you to see that there are real people on the “other side of the aisle”. I'm not advocating
for gun rights because | lack guts or courage. I’'m doing this because | believe with my entire
being that carrying a gun is the most reliable means of self-defense for me. We both want the
same thing--safety--we just disagree on what will get us to the desired end goal of less violence.
And I'll be frank with you, Mrs. Demings--I don’t want to be a victim again.

Sincerely,

Savannah Lindquist
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Statement for the Record from Amnesty international USA
Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives
Preventing Gun Violence: A Call to Action

February 12, 2019

The Honorable Jerry Nadler The Honorable Doug Collins
Chairman Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary Committee on the Judiciary

2138 Rayburn House Office Building 2138 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515 Washington, DC 20515

Dear Chairman Nadler, Ranking Member Collins and Members of the Committee:

Amnesty International USA (“AIUSA”) respectfully submits this statement for the record in
connection with the above-referenced hearing before the Committee on the Judiciary. We
respectfully request that this statement be included as part of the official hearing record.

On behalf of AIUSA’s more than one million members and supporters nationwide, we strongly
urge you and your Members to take action to address gun violence in the United States and to
support the Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019 (H.R. 8). If passed, this bill would require
background checks prior to the purchase of all firearms in the U.S. The proposed legislation
would be the first step in preventing guns from ending up in the hands of individuals likely to
misuse them.

Even if we can’t stop all gun violence, there are basic steps we can take to make a difference.
Universal background checks would close deadly loopholes, preventing threats to public safety
and ensuring that guns do not fall into dangerous hands. Safeguards intended to shield the
public against potential harm or deadly force by private individuals are critical to protecting
universally recognized human rights—including the right to life, the right to security of person,
and the right to be free from discrimination —all of which fall within the United States’
obligations under international law.

. Gun Violence in the U.S.: Facts and Figures

Gun violence in the United States is a human rights crisis. In 2016, an average of 106 individuals
died per day from firearm related deaths. Per capita, this is significantly higher than in other
industrialized countries. In fact, the U.S. has both the highest absolute and highest per capita
rates of gun ownership in the world, yet the U.S. does not sufficiently restrict access to firearms
for those most at risk of abusing them. There is no uniform system to track firearm owners. The
U.S. has not taken effective steps to implement violence reduction, prevention or protection
measures where gun violence persists and has not adequately addressed firearm violence as a

i
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public health issue, failing to invest in research on the impact of firearms in the U.S. to inform
effective policy solutions. The right to live free from violence, discrimination and fear has been
superseded by a sense of entitlement to own a practically unlimited array of deadly weapons,
without sufficient regulations on their acquisition, possession and use. In the face of clear
evidence of persistent firearm violence, high rates of gun ownership, and ease of access to
firearms by individuals likely to misuse them, the United States is failing to meet its obligation
to respect, protect and fulfill human rights pursuant to international law.

The sheer volume of people killed or injured each year in the U.S. by gun violence is staggering.
In 2016, 38,658 people died by gun violence. More than 116,000 additional people suffered
non-fatal firearm injuries. Gun violence in the United States affects people nationwide whether
they live in a city, suburb, or rural community, but often in dissimilar and disparate ways.
Firearm homicides disproportionately impact communities of color and data suggests that the
rate of gun homicides has increased in recent years. Moreover, the failure of the U.S. to
implement laws and/or address existing gaps in protection in current policies leave
marginalized groups such as children and those impacted by domestic violence (largely women)
at risk of exposure to firearm violence. The use of firearms by private individuals to inflict injury
or death on others often dominates the discussion on gun violence. However, access to
firearms for individuals who may present a risk of harm to themselves or others and the lack of
restrictions on personal possession of firearms by those at recognizable risk of self-harm needs
to be acknowledged and is critical to addressing the full spectrum of firearm-related deaths.
The impact of firearm violence extends far beyond the numbers of those injured and killed.
While mass shootings garner public attention and international concern, the relentless reality
of gunfire in homes, schools, businesses and on the streets of the U.S., and the long-lasting
trauma and impact of gun violence on victims, survivors, families and communities, rarely does.

1. Gun Violence is a Human Rights Issue

“Given the potential harm and devastating impact of the misuse of firearms on the enjoyment
of human rights, public policies with respect to civilian access to firearms should be reviewed
and formulated through a human rights lens.”
- The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, Human
rights and the regulation of civilian acquisition, possession and use of firearms
(A/HRC/32/21), 15 April 2016

The impact of firearms violence on individuals and families all across the United States is
profound and enduring. Persistent gun violence is denying people their civil and political rights
including the right to life, the right to security of person and the right to be free from
discrimination. It also undermines the enjoyment of economic, social and cultural rights,
including the right to health and the right to education.

A. Civil and Political Rights:
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The right to life is fundamental to every major international human rights instrument and is the
cornerstone of the international human rights system. The right to personal security places an
obligation on states to protect individuals from foreseeable threats to life or bodily integrity from
private actors under international human rights law. A state’s obligation with respect to the right
to life is both a positive and negative obligation. States have an obligation to act with “due
diligence” to take reasonable action to prevent human rights abuses before they occur, and to
effectively respond when they do occur, including when those abuses are carried out by private
individuals.

In the context of firearms, this “due diligence” obligation also includes an emphasis on reducing
and preventing violent acts against individuals and communities, addressing discriminatory
violence, gender-based violence, the use of firearms in suicides and accidental deaths. States
must also exercise due diligence to prevent, punish, investigate and redress harm caused by
private individuals and they should pay particular attention to those most at risk, be they
individuals or marginalized communities.

B. Economic Social and Cultural Rights:

Gun violence and firearm-related injury and death also have a strong impact on economic, social
and cultural rights of those living in the United States. Gun violence and firearm-related injury
and death are prevalent in low-income urban neighborhoods with high levels of community
violence, lack of access to public services and poor police practices. Easy access to and
prolifcration of firearms in these circumstances can have an impact on the community as a whole,
across the full range of human rights. Patterns of persistent firearm violence can both inhibit
access to basic services, such as health and education, and entrench deprivation which degrades
those services over time. It can also impose significant economic costs on already struggling
individuals and deprived communities, including loss of livelihood/income and costs of
medical/psychological care, impairment, and long-term disability.

At the community level, complex interventions mobilizing a range of state and non-state actors
for violence prevention may be necessary. The full enjoyment of all human rights requires a
holistic approach which looks not just at individual violations, but patterns of violations
embedded in specific socio-economic realities. Therefore states, including the U.S., also have a
duty to actively prioritize marginalized and highly-impacted communities who face the biggest
obstacles to realizing the full spectrum of their rights. Tackling entrenched firearm violence in the
community is a multi-faceted problem involving active engagement and partnership with all
relevant stakeholders — local authorities, law enforcement, and society and community leaders.
Initiatives should be focused on those at most risk of perpetrating and being victims of firearms
violence — often young males growing up in deprived urban neighborhoods. Only through long-
term, adequately-funded, evidence-based projects, tailored towards specific social, economic
and cultural contexts, and working in partnership with the affected communities, can authorities
achieve sustained reductions in firearms violence and compliance with human rights obligations.
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1. Gun Violence in the U.S.: Failure to Enact Adequate Policies

Under international human rights law, if a state does not exercise adequate control over the
purchase, possession and use of arms by private actors in the face of clear evidence of persistent
firearms violence, they could be considered to have breached their due diligence obligations. The
United States has failed to implement a comprehensive, uniform and coordinated system of gun
safety laws and regulations particularly in light of the large number of firearms in circulation,
which perpetuates unrelenting and potentially avoidable violence, leaving individuals susceptible
to injury and death from firearms.

A. Background Checks

Federal law does not currently require universal comprehensive background checks with each
and every transfer or purchase of a firearm in the U.S. As a result, studies have shown that 22%
of all firearm sales are conducted without any background check. Even when a background check
is required, it may not be adequately comprehensive or accurate because relevant records are
often not properly and/or rapidly submitted for inclusion in state and federal databases.

B. Training, Licensing and Registration of Firearms

The U.S. has a patchwork of inconsistent and inadequate federal and state laws governing
training, licensing, and registration of firearms. A common feature of the licensing process in
most countries around the world is a requirement to have a credible justification for owning a
weapon, effectively introducing need-based ownership criteria. The U.S. has failed to take all
measures necessary to prevent and protect against firearms being owned or accessed by
individuals who do not have a credible justification for their ownership, possession or use.
Federal law does not require the training, licensing, or registration of individuals who possess or
use a firearm. In fact, U.S. law expressly prohibits the creation of a national registry of most
firearms. Two states require registration of all firearms, but eight states explicitly prohibit firearm
registration within their borders. Only six states (California, Connecticut, Hawaii, lllinois,
Massachusetts, New Jersey) and Washington, D.C. require a license or permit to purchase all
types of firearms, and nationwide, only six states (California, Connecticut, Hawaii, Mass, and
Maryland and Rhode Island but only for handguns) and Washington, D.C. mandate some form of
firearm training prior to purchasing a firearm.

C. Carrying Firearms in Public

Individuals can lawfully carry concealed firearms in public in every state in the United States and
can lawfully openly carry firearms in public in most states. However, there is no nationwide
uniformity in laws governing the carrying of firearms in public and in some states, there are no
laws at all: 12 states allow individuals to carry concealed weapons in public without any license
or permit and 31 states allow the carrying of a handgun in public without any license or permit.
Open carrying of firearms in public, in some form, is currently allowed in 45 states. In only seven
states are you required to provide a credible justification or demonstrated need to carry a
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concealed firearm. All 50 states and Washington, D.C. allow for some form of concealed carrying
of firearms in public. Worryingly, in some states, permit systems are ineffective, resulting in
permits being issued to individuals who are legally prohibited from possessing firearms, including
people convicted of felonies, with outstanding criminal warrants, with domestic violence
injunctions and others at risk of misusing a firearm.

Of further concern are recent efforts to enact federal legislation which would override existing
state laws where safeguards and processes are in place to curtail misuse related to concealed
carrying of firearms.

D. Lost & Stolen Firearms

Lost and stolen guns fuel the underground illicit gun market, allowing prohibited purchasers and
others to obtain guns used to carry out violent crimes. They not only facilitate human rights
violations, but also hamper the ability to hold those responsible to account; a stolen firearm is
difficult to trace, preventing law enforcement from promptly identifying potential suspects and
thus impeding their investigation.

Reporting of lost or stolen firearms by private individuals and unlicensed dealers is not
mandatory under federal law and therefore there is no precise data for the number of firearms
lost or stolen in the United States. However, according to the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(FBI), an estimated 1.2 million fircarms were stolen from private individuals between 2005 and
2010. More recent data estimates that approximately 300,000 firearms are stolen annually from
private individuals. The FBI reported that approximately 22,000 firearms were stolen from gun
stores between 2012 and 2015. These numbers are significant and do not include the substantial
number of firearms lost or stolen each year that are not reported.

There are no laws requiring gun owners to report lost or stolen firearms to law enforcement in
39 states, and only four states in the U.S. require gun owners to secure their weapons to prevent
potential theft or loss of their firearms.

E. Semi-Automatic Assault Weapons, large Capacity Magazines and Dangerous
Accessories

Mass shooting incidents around the country have demonstrated that shooters armed with
semi-automatic weapons with large-capacity magazines can kill many people in a matter of
minutes and pose a significant threat to public safety. Firearms and ammunition which
represent a high level of risk to public safety and are likely to cause excessive or unintended
injury must be prohibited for use by private individuals. These would include at a minimum:
assault weapon and semi-automatic weapons, including accessories/modifications for semi-
automatic weapons which allow rapid firing functions akin to those of fully automatic firearms;
and large-capacity magazines. The federal government does not regulate assault weapons,
large-capacity magazines and dangerous accessories which increase the lethality of firearms
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and they are regulated by only a handful of states. As such, there remains no universal or
uniform national framework governing the possession, use or inventory of these weapons.

F. Failure to Invest in Research to Identify Strategies to Reduce Gun Violence

The significant impact of firearms on those living in the United States is irrefutable and yet, for
more than 20 years, federal legislation known as the Dickey Amendment has worked to restrict
federal funding for firearm research through publicly-funded entities. These restrictions have
had a substantial negative effect on gun violence research and, for over two decades,
researchers, policy makers, and experts have been inadequately resourced to fill huge gaps in
knowledge about the causes, consequences, and prevention of gun violence in the U.S. The U.S.
has also failed to fund research and development of all potential mechanisms of firearms safety
to inform evidence-based policy-making aimed at reducing firearms violence, and/or to allow
the release of identifying information regarding firearm acquisition, possession and use, for
purposes of conducting further firearm research on gun violence prevention policies.

Due to the sheer volume of firearms in circulation and lack of adequate regulation, Amnesty
International recommends that the United States adopt measures to address: licensing,
registration, restriction of certain weapon types, security of stocks, research and public policy
development in furtherance of its duty to promote and protect human rights.

\'A Gun Violence in the U.S. and its Impact on Individuals and Communities

No part of U.S. society is unaffected by gun violence, and yet some individuals and groups are
disproportionately at risk of being impacted. Failure to implement adequate policies and
measures to address access to firearms by private individuals has far-reaching consequences,
particularly for those living in urban minority communities, children, those suffering from
domestic abuse, individuals who may be at risk of self-harm, and survivors of gun violence.

A. Urban Gun Violence

Urban firearm violence, and specifically firearm homicide, disproportionately impacts minority
communities and particularly young black men. For example, while African Americans
represented approximately 13% of the U.S. population in 2016, they made up 58.5% of gun
homicides nationwide and a black male aged 15-34 was more than 10 times more likely to die
from firearm homicide than a white male of the same age group.

The disparate impact of gun violence on urban communities of color raises serious concerns.
about the protection of human rights including the right to life, to security of the person, to
freedom from discrimination and to equal protection of the law. The UN Working Group of
Experts on People of African Descent has expressed concern over the lack of firearm regulations
in the United States and its impact on black communities. Additionally, the UN Human Rights
Committee and the Committee on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination both
highlighted the issue of gun violence in their most recent reports on U.S. human rights
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compliance. They remain troubled by the increasing number of gun-related deaths and injuries
in the U.S., and the disparate impact on racial and ethnic minorities. Both committees noted that
the U.S. government’s failure to curb gun violence constitutes a violation of the right to life and
the right to non-discrimination under international law.

The causes of gun violence in communities of color are multi-faceted and there are deep-seated
issues around poverty, discrimination, and economic, social and cultural rights that require
further research and analysis in order to inform additional recommendations. Much of the gun
violence in urban communities is attributed to gang activity. However, the relationship between
“gangs” and gun violence in the U.S. is complex. The term “gang” tends to be misused broadly to
categorize all gun-related activity amongst communities of color and in urban areas. For this, and
other reasons, the actual scope and impact of gang violence, including gun violence, around the
country remains unclear. However, what is clear is that gang members are likely to own guns
with many claiming to own more than one, and that armed gang members exert control over the
streets in their self-designated territories, retaliate against rival gangs in other territories, and
often endanger the lives of uninvolved people who are caught in the crossfire. Firearms used in
violent crimes across the U.S., including those used in communities of color have often been
trafficked, or deviated out of the legal commerce stream and into the illegal market. Most gang
killings remain unsolved and unprosecuted, resulting in impunity for the perpetrators, and
feeding the cycle of gun violence. Reducing access to firearms is a key element in reducing gun
violence in these communities.

Where patterns of firearms possession and use lead to chronic insecurity, States’ obligations are
to protect life and ensure security for all through human rights-compliant law enforcement;
community interventions and tightening regulations on firearms possession and use.

The solutions to urban firearm violence in the United States are varied. They include legislation
which works to undermine the illegal firearm market thereby restricting access to trafficked
firearms and the prompt investigation of all firearm-related deaths so that those responsible are
held accountable. The U.S. should also work to reduce these high levels of firearm violence in
low-income and minority communities and to address the long-term socio-economic impact of
gun violence. Research indicates that long-term, adequately-funded, evidence-based projects
tailored towards specific social, economic and cultural contexts, and working in partnership with
the affected communities, can achieve sustained reductions in firearm violence. In fact, several
federal and state-funded and supported evidence-based violence intervention and reduction
strategies have proven effective in decreasing gun violence. Most importantly, they have been
able to combat and reduce gun violence while simultaneously offering life-altering opportunities
for individuals living in high-crime neighborhoods. Unfortunately, despite the success and
numerous available models for these programs, lack of funding and lack of political will have
prevented sustained and adequate implementation of these initiatives.

B. Children
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In 2016, 1,637 children died from firearm-related violence in the United States. Gun violence
impacts children across the USA whether through unintentional or intentional violence, or as a
mechanism for self-harm. This is due, at least in part, to the fact that an estimated 4.6 million
children live in households with loaded and unlocked firearms. Children all over the country are
also at risk of gun violence in their schools.

In 1995, the U.S. signed the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC), a comprehensive
international human rights agreement on children’s rights. This means that in addition to its
obligations under the ICCPR, the U.S. should recognize the particular vulnerabilities of children,
defined as those who are 17 and younger, and provide “special safeguards and care” in order to
protect children from gun violence, including by preventing access to firearms, and supporting
violence interruption and diversion programs.

High rates of gun ownership, weak gun violence prevention laws and readily available (often
unsupervised) firearms, make children in the U.S. much more vulnerable to death through gun
violence than children in other high-income countries. To this end, U.S. states with the highest
rates of gun ownership also have the highest rates of gun death, including among children. The
United States should adopt measures to reduce the impact of firearm violence on children. At a
minimum, safe storage and Child Access Prevention laws (“CAP laws”) which work to protect
children from injuring themselves and others, by requiring gun owners to keep guns locked up
and unloaded, with ammunition stored in a locked location separate from the firearm, are
necessary. Despite evidence that CAP laws reduce the number of unintentional or self-inflicted
gunshot deaths among children, 23 U.S. states have failed to enact such laws.

C. Domestic Violence

Those suffering from domestic abuse and stalking, most of whomare women, are also highly
susceptible to gun violence. Between 2003 and 2014, more than half of all women murdered in
the United States were killed by current or former intimate partners. And over half of these
women were murdered by an intimate partner with a gun.

In 1980, the United States signed the Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of
Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW). The Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination
against Women, which monitors implementation of the rights enshrined in the CEDAW, has
recognized gender-based violence against women as a form of discrimination. The U.S. is also a
party to the ICCPR, which guarantees the rights to life and security of the person. It has a due
diligence duty to protect the right to life, and to prevent, investigate, and punish any act that
would undermine that right, whether committed by its own agents or by private persons. The
UN Human Rights Council has recognized that the right to life and security of the person has
been significantly undermined by firearms misuse, and that inter-partner violence accounts for
a significant number of such attacks. In a 2006 report, Prevention of Human Rights Violations
Committed with Small Arms and Light Weapons, it noted that: “the State has particularly acute
obligations when it comes to protecting the rights of vulnerable groups, including victims of
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domestic violence, who are most at risk from misuse of a gun in the home. The presence of a
gun in the home can easily turn domestic violence into domestic homicide.”

The current federal framework of firearms regulation addressing firearm possession in the
domestic violence context does not extend protections to individuals who are not “the spouse
of the person, a former spouse of the person, an individual who is a parent of a child of the
person, and an individual who cohabitates or has cohabited with the person.” Loopholes in this
framework permit dating partners, those convicted of misdemeanor stalking, and those subject
to temporary or permanent restraining orders to purchase and possess firearms, without
offering any protection to individuals who may be at risk of gun violence from a domestic
abuser or stalker, including women and those in the LGBTI community.

Unfortunately, even where protections and firearm-related safeguards exist to protect those
experiencing domestic abuse, they are often not enforced or even enforceable. For example,
the current federal framework does not provide any procedure or mechanism for the removal
or surrender of firearms when a permanent restraining/protective order is issued. Similarly, 35
states and Washington D.C. prohibit firearm possession by persons subject to a domestic
violence related restraining order, but only 27 of those states and Washington, D.C. also
explicitly require or authorize relinquishment of firearms. The United States should close these
loopholes and establish regulations to ensure that domestic abusers cannot purchase or
possess firearms.

D. Access to Firearms for Individuals Who May Present a Risk of Harm to Themselves or
Others

In 2016, 22,938 people in the U.S. died from suicide by firearm — more than 62 a day. It is
critical to examine access to firearms by those individuals who may present a recognizable risk
of harm to themselves or others. Numerous mechanisms exist through which a state could take
steps to reduce the likelihood that an individual at risk of harm could be prevented from
accessing a firearm. These include instituting waiting periods for all individuals prior to firearm
acquisition, counseling by health care and other professionals who offer guidance to individuals
in crisis, and implementation of procedures through which firearms may be temporarily
removed from the possession of these at-risk individuals.

Problematic correlations are often drawn between gun violence and mental health in public
debates, wrongly implying that persons with psychosocial disabilities and those with mental
health conditions are automatically prone to violence. These correlations and assertions ignore
the range of possible mental health diagnoses and how mental health conditions might manifest
differently for different individuals, depending on their particular circumstances. Furthermore,
such assertions are unsupported by facts. A better framework for evaluating access to firearms
is to take into account the broad range of factors that might contribute to an individual being at
recognizable risk of self-harm or harming others.
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The United States should consider implementing measures that reduce access to firearms for
individuals who may present a risk of harm to themselves or others, including instituting
adequate waiting periods for all firearms and ammunition purchases. Authorities in the U.S.
should take steps to ensure that health workers are able to discuss all factors impacting their
patients’ health, well-being and safety, including the possession, use and storage of firearms
where relevant and should consider adopting procedures such as Extreme Risk Protection Orders
(ERPOs) which provide for the temporary removal of access to firearms for individuals who may
present a risk of harm to themselves or others. Such procedures should be implemented in a
manner consistent with international human rights protections.

E. Gunshot Survivors

Gun violence is often characterized by those who have died from firearm-related injuries, but far
more people are shot and survive, and for many, the cost of survival is high. According to the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, some 116,000 people were shot and injured by
firearms in 2016. This means that around 300 people were shot every day and survived — at least
long enough to get to the hospital. For many gunshot survivors, the mental, physical, emotional,
familial, and financial consequences of their injuries shape their lives, irrevocably. The toll that
gun violence exacts on victims, family members and the medical services is a public health crisis
of astonishing proportion — with remarkably little government response, given the life-long
effects on many survivors.

In the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, proclaimed by the UN General Assembly in 1948,
member states including the United States pledged to achieve “the observance of human rights
and fundamental freedoms.” Included among those rights are health and medical care. Although
it is not constitutionally protected, the U.S. does have international obligations regarding the
right to health under the ICCPR, ICERD, and ICESCR. In 2016, the UN High Commissioner for
Human Rights, when evaluating human rights and the regulation of civilian acquisition,
possession and use of firearms, noted that: “Alongside preventive measures, states must provide
victims of firearms violence with effective measures of protection and reparation, including
access to adequate health care to ensure that they have the best possible chances of survival and
rehabilitation.”

The United States should guarantee the right to health and access to healthcare services for
gunshot survivors. Access to affordable and quality health care services should include necessary
long-term health interventions, rehabilitation services, mental health care, and long-term pain
management. The U.S. should also ensure that health-related costs, including payments for
medicines and health services, do not act as a deterrent for survivors of gun-related violence to
access necessary care, and do not cause undue or catastrophic financial burdens to gunshot
survivors and their families. Finally, services should be provided to support independent living
for those disabled by gunshot injuries.

10
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These are just some of the ways that gun violence has permeated the lives of those living in the
United States and has undermined international human rights guarantees. Amnesty International
recommends that the U.S. adopt measures to protect individuals and communities most at risk
of gun violence in accordance with its obligations under international human rights law.

V.

Amnesty International’s Key Recommendations to Address Gun Violence in the U.S.

Federal, state, and tribal governments should introduce and strengthen gun laws and
policies nationwide. Therefore, at a minimum:

The U.S. Congress should enact legislation requiring background checks on all
firearm purchases and transfers, prior to carrying out any sale or other transfer.
These background checks should be conducted indicating the absence of known
risk factors for misuse;

The U.S. Congress should ensure that federal, state and local agencies are
reporting records accurately, completely, and as soon as possible to the FBI for
inclusion in the National Instant Criminal Background Check System (NICS); and
The U.S. Congress should enact legislation mandating that firearms may only be
obtained for purchase or transfer with a valid firearms license and a credible
justification for ownership and use;

Firearm licenses should not be authorized unless the following minimum
conditions are met:

= credible justification prior to purchase;

= in general, a minimum age of 21; and

= abackground check has been conducted indicating the absence of known
risk factors for misuse. Risk factors for consideration should include, at a
minimum:

o prior criminal record, particularly for violent offences

o being under indictment for a felony offence

o history of gender-based, sexual or domestic violence;

o medical unfitness including history of drug/alcohol abuse or mental
health issues which might lead to the harm of self or others. Each
application should be reviewed on a case-by-case basis by
competent authorities drawing on all available relevant evidence.

o Dishonorable discharge from military service;

The U.S. Congress should enact legislation requiring the U.S. Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) to register all firearms in a central national
gun registry, which is digitized and searchable, and should provide appropriate
funding through the legislation to support ATF’s ability to implement these
systems;

The U.S. Congress should enact legislation prohibiting the carrying of firearms in
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public, whether open or concealed, unless there is a credible justification for doing
so and should reject federal legislation which would override existing state laws
where safeguards and processes are in place to curtail misuse related to concealed
carrying of firearms;

The U.S. Congress should enact legislation requiring all lost and stolen firearms
be immediately reported to local law enforcement officials;

The U.S. Congress must pass legislation banning the sale, transfer, and
possession of semi-automatic assault weapons, large capacity magazines, bump
stocks, and other dangerous devices;

The U.S. Congress should acknowledge that firearm violence is a public health
crisis, repeal the Dickey Amendment, and enact legislation allocating adequate
funding to conduct evidence-based research on the causes and effects of gun
violence, and to research and develop viable strategies for gun violence
prevention to inform policy making aimed at reducing firearm related deaths and
injuries.

2. Federal, state, and tribal governments should introduce comprehensive and targeted
gun safety measures to address the gun violence crisis in the United States by adopting
measures to protect individuals and communities most at risk of gun violence in
accordance with its obligation under international human rights law. Therefore:

The U.S. Congress should pass legislation which supports the implementation
and sustained funding of evidence-based violence reduction and prevention
programs;

The U.S. Congress should pass legislation requiring the safe and secure storage of
all guns and ammunition, and state legislatures should pass stringent and
comprehensive safe storage and Child Access Prevention (“CAP”) laws that
mandate all individuals to store all firearms unloaded under the protection of a
gun lock or safety device;

The U.S. Congress should amend the current federal framework of firearms
regulation addressing firearm possession in the domestic violence context by
closing all loopholes related to dating partners and adding misdemeanor and
other stalking offenses as triggers prohibiting firearms possession and use; and
state legislatures should pass and implement laws establishing a clear process
for the immediate surrender by and removal of firearms from prohibited
abusers;

State legislatures should consider passing legislation to implement procedures,
such as ERPOs, providing for the temporary removal of access to firearms for
individuals who may present a risk of harm to themselves or others. Such
procedures should be implemented in a manner consistent with international
human rights protections.

12
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° Federal and state authorities should ensure that survivors of gun-related
violence have access to affordable and quality health care, which includes
necessary, long-term health interventions, rehabilitation services, mental health
care, and long-term pain management.

VI. The Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019 (H.R. 8) Mandates Background
Checks Prior to the Purchase of Any Firearm- an Essential Safeguard to Meet Human

Rights Obligations

The United States has failed to implement a comprehensive, uniform and coordinated system of
gun safety laws and regulations particularly in light of the large number of firearms in circulation,
which perpetuates unrelenting and potentially avoidable violence, leaving individuals susceptible
to injury and death from firearms, in violation of due diligence obligations under international
human rights law.

Background checks prior to firearm purchases provide a critical safeguard to ensure that guns do
not end up in the hands of those likely to misuse them. Under federal law, specifically the Brady
Act of 1993, all federal firearms licensees (FFLs) must conduct comprehensive background checks
prior to the sale of a gun. FFLs can use the National Instant Criminal Background Check System
(NICS), through the FBI, to search three separate national databases to check on potential
purchasers’ mental health and criminal histories and any relevant civil orders. Since 1998, when
the NICS system became operational, the FBI has processed more than 257 million online
background checks and, as a result, almost 3 million people have been stopped from obtaining a
firearm through an FFL.

There are four main ways an individual purchasing a firearm may circumvent a legally required
background check: (1) by arranging a purchase through a private seller rather than an FFL; (2) if
the background check takes more than three working days; (3) if they have a firearm permit from
a state where such a permit overrides the federal requirement to pass a background check; or
(4) by presenting false or forged identification documents which are not required to be verified
at the point of sale. Purchasers may also avoid background checks in numerous other ways,
including by using a straw purchaser (someone who buys a gun for someone else), purchasing
from a “dirty dealer” (dealers who intentionally violate or fail to comply with the law) or by
purchasing firearm parts separately and building a “ghost gun” (self-manufactured firearm
without a serial number).

States differ significantly in the ways they address these gaps, but 31 states still do not require
background checks on firearm sales between private parties. As a result, studies have shown
that 22% of all firearm acquisitions are conducted without any background check. While data is
relatively limited, one study found that all states with universal handgun background checks
experienced rises in the number of homicides between 2009 and 2016, yet the overall average
for those states decreased in terms of homicides caused by firearm. These states also had lower
levels of gun violence across the board than states that deferred to the federal standard, with
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47% fewer women killed in firearm-related violence by an intimate partner and 53% fewer police
officers killed on duty.

There is broad public support for universal background checks on all firearm sales. Up to 97% of
all Americans and up to 85% of ail gun owners surveyed have supported universal background
checks. Support for universal background checks also extends to organizations representing
public health researchers, mental health professionals, doctors, pediatricians, law enforcement,
and educators. Despite evidence that these background checks are effective in reducing firearm
violence, the United States has yet to modify requirements on background checks and address
the dangerous gaps in security and screening for those attempting to acquire guns.

If passed, H.R. 8, the Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019 would be the first step in
addressing significant and potentially deadly loopholes in the current background check system
in the U.S.

Killing more than 38,000 men, women and children across the U.S. every year, gun violence is a
human rights crisis that demands immediate attention. We ask that you take into consideration
the human rights implications of gun violence and create domestic mechanisms that will allow
the U.S. to meet its human rights obligations to prevent the loss of life, whether it be when a
person is walking down the street, in their home, at school, attending a concert, or worshipping
with their faith community. Every person has the right to live, to safety and security, and the
right to be free from discrimination. These human rights must not be compromised.

In summary, AIUSA strongly urges you to support H.R. 8. universal background check
legislation, a policy that 97% of Americans support. Public safety is not a partisan issue; itis a
human rights issue. Passage of the Bipartisan Background Checks Act of 2019 will close
dangerous loopholes in policy governing the acquisition, possession and use of firearms by
private individuals in the United States and is the first step in the U.S.’s meeting its
obligations under international human rights law. Additionally, AIUSA requests that further
action be taken to enact laws and policies that address the myriad of challenges posed by gun
violence in the United States, and to protect human rights.

For more information, including all references and sources, please see Amnesty International’s
report In the Line of Fire: Human Rights and the U.S. Gun Violence Crisis,* or contact Jasmeet
Sidhu at jsidhu@aiusa.org or (202) 509-8160.

Respectfully,

Tt [ 5o

Jasmeet Sidhu
Senior Researcher
Amnesty International USA
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! Amnesty International, /n the Line of Fire: Human Rights and the U.S. Gun Violence Crisis (September 2018),
available at https://www.amnestyusa.ore/wp-content/uploads 20 18/09/Gun-Report-Tutl_16.pdf.
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Re: ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS FROM REPRESENTATIVE ROBY
From: Professor Joyce Lee Malcolm

1. The historical record and the Supreme Court decisions in Districtof Columbiav.
Heller and McDonald v. Chicago make it clear that the Second Amendment was
included in the Bill of Rights to preserve theright of the America people to keep and
bear arms for the defense of themselves and others. Self defense was regarded as
our most basic right, the primary law of nature, a right no government could take
away. The historical evidence also pointed to the additional purpose that should the
government ever attempt to deprive the people oftheir other rights this right would
enable them to preserve their liberty. As Justice Alito wrote in the McDonald
opinion incorporating it, the Second Amendment is “fundamental to our scheme of
ordered liberty and system of justice.”

2. The Second Amendment is definitely relevant today. Individuals need to protect
themselves just as much as in the past. However large a police force we may have,
the police are unable to protect all of us all of the time, or indeed any one of us all
the time. Itis no comfort when law enforcement officers appear after a violent actis
concluded and terrible harm done. Armed individuals seldom need to do more than
brandish a weapon to scare offa would-be assailant. The best way to prevent gun
violence is deterrence.

3. In 1996-1997 Australia passed a gun buy-back scheme forcibly confiscating
almost 1 million firearms in private hands. Since 1997 gun ownership in Australia
has grown over three times faster than the population. Confiscation, disarming law-
abiding citizens, is notan example of “commonsense gun reform”and could only
happen here, where the people have a constitutional right to keep and bear arms by
repealing the Second Amendment. In acountry where 44 states include a right to
keep and bear arms in their state constitutions and 39 state have “shall issue”
concealed carry laws allowing lawful gun owners who complete various basic
requirements to carry a concealed weapon, repeal is not going to happen.
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Response to Ms. Jackson Lee:

Yes, thank you so much for that question because if the human toll of gun vio-
lence in America is not enough there is also an economic cost. We recently published
a study in Health Affairs that looked at Emergency Department (ED) visits for Fire-
arm-Related Injuries. In that study we found that the mean per person ED and in-
patient charges were $5,254 and $95,887, respectively, resulting in an annual finan-
cial burden of approximately $2.8 billion in ED and inpatient charges. These esti-
mates do not include the societal costs and in fact there are conservative estimates
that gun violence costs the American economy at least $229 Billion every year.

O



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-08-22T00:24:20-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




