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Andrew and Kae McGuire, San Leandro CA

Andrew and Kae have devoted over 26 years to working with survivors to prevent traumatic
injuries through policy change. They served on the national board of Mothers Against Drunk
Driving. A

Other Victims Representing The Bell Campaign

Lynn Dix, Berkeley, CA -

Lynn’s son, Kenzo, was shot and killed by accident when his friend showed him his father’s gun.
Lynn sued the gun-maker, Berretta, for failing to design the gun with a device to prominently
indicate that a round is loaded in the chamber.

*Don Lacey, Oakland, CA

(510) 663-5683 ext. S#

(510) 594-4085 :

Don’s daughter, Loesha, was shot and killed while sitting in a van parked outside her school.
Don has founded the Love Life Foundation in memory of his daughter and works to reduce gun
trauma in his community. \
Kimberly Rowland, Pleasanton, CA

(925) 485-9956 )

Kimberly lost a dear friend in the 101 California massacre. She has organized memorial marches
on the anniversary of 101 California and two local ballot initiatives-to reduce access to guns.
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The Bell Campaign Founders - Background Information

Mary Leigh and Charlie Blek, Laguna Hills, CA

Their 21-year-old son, Matthew, was shot and killed in New York City by a teen with a junk gun.
The Bleks founded Orange County Citizens for the Prevention of Gun Violence in 1995, and are
leading advocates for responsible gun laws in California.

Beckie Brown, New Point Richey, FL
Her son, Michael, shot and killed himself with his own handgun in 1987 A past national
President of MADD, Beckie has over eighteen years experience advocating for, policy change.

Tony Hernandez, San José, CA ~
His 22-year-old son, Joshua, was shot and killed in San José by a teen with a junk gun. Tony has
been an outspoken community activist for several years.

Katina Jobnstone, Staten Island, NY

*Jan Johnstone, Staten Island, NY (16 year-old son of David)

(718) 442-3484 *

Her 43-year-old husband, David, was shot and killed in San Francisco by a teen. She founded
New Yorkers Against Gun Violence in 1993, and has organized a three national Silent Marches .
She was a plaintiff in Hamilton v. Accutek, a successful lawsuit against the gun industry.

Bernadette Leite, Atlanta, GA

~ Her 17-year-old son, Khalil, was shot and killed in Atlanta while sitting in a car. She established
Kids Alive and Loved in 194 to offer compassion and counseling to young victims and survivors

of gun violence. :

Mike Robbins, Chicago, IL

A veteran of the Chicago Police Force, Mike was shot 1] times in the line of duty by an assailant
with an assault weapon. Mike directs HELP For Survivors, a victim support and advocacy group
based in Chicago. ’ '

- Tom Vanden Berk, Chicago IL
His 15-year-old-son, Tommy, was shot and killed by a teen in Chicago. Tom is executive .
director of the Uhlich Childrens' Home in Chicago, and a founder of HELP For Survivors.

Alfredo Valentin, New York City, NY
~ His 17-year-old son, Derek, was shot and killed by a teen in New York City. Alfredo is an active
member of New Yorkers Against Gun Violence. ‘

Steve Young, Evanston, IL

Steve's 19-year-old son, Andrew, was shot and killed in Evanston by a teen with a junk gun. .
Steve works with Mike and Tom at HELP for Survivors, and has filed a groundbreaking lawsuit
against the gun industry.

Please note: Andrew’s birthday is today, May 8. Steve usually spends this day with his family
and visits Andrew’s grave.
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The reality of policing in America in-
cludes dealing with citizens who pos-
sess firearms: there are about 200 mil-
lion guns in privare hands, according
to this survey and others. S0 huge is
the domestic arsenal that American
police musl be aware that a firearm may
be at hand in any situation they en-
counter. Tragically, in thousands of situ-
ations each year, the potential for in~

" jury or death by firearms is realized.

The National Survey of Private Owner-
ship of Firearms in the United States

(NSPOF) provides the most compre- -
hensive information to-date on

America’s private stock of firearms.
Topics covered in the NSPOF include:
the size, composition, and ownership
of the gun stock; how and why fire-
arms are acquired; gun storage and
carrying; the defensive use of firearms

against criminal attackers; and amirudes
toward gun control regulation.

Arnong other things, the survey found
that handgun owners most often gave
self-protection as their primary reason
for gun ownership, whereas owners of
long guns cited hunting or target shoot-
ing as their main reason for owning a
gun. Furthermore, handguns are much
more likely than long guns to be car-
ried in public, and to be kept unjocked
and loaded in houscholds.

While there are enough guns in pri-
vate hands to provide every adult in
America with one, only 25 percent ac-
tually own one and those who do usu-
ally own several. Middle-aged, college-
educated residents of rural arcas and
small towns are most likely to own
guns, according to this survey.

aQZ A4

185, 289 282

Police Foundation
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By the year 2002“:= according to the
Centers for Disease Control (CDQC),
the leading cause of death by injury
in the U.S. will be from gunshots. The
prevalence of firearm ownership and
use is of concern to law enforcement
personnel, health officials, educators,
policymakers, families, and commu-
nities all across America. The impact
that guns have on our lives contin-
ues to generate passionate debate.
Americans are ambivalent about
guns: they fear them and at the same
time they feel safer possessing them,
as reflected by the growing number
of states that have or are considering
concealed weapons—"right-to-
carry'—laws.

For the nation’s potice, the nexus of

drugs and guns creates daily and

deadly challenges to their ability to con-
trol crime and ensure public safety.
Civil debate and rational policy about
guns require thar we arm oursclves
with the facts abour the exrent and na-
ture of gun ownership and use in
America. As with all of the work which
the Police Foundation has conducted for
over a quarter century, the results of
The Nationa] Survey of Private Owner-
ship of Firearms presented in this report
are an effort toward informing the
debate.
Hubert Williams
President

Februury 1997

s ot

Guns in America
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INTRODUCTION

The United States is unique among
wealthy nations in its vast private arse-
nal of firearms. The 200 million guns in
private hands provide a sense of secu-
rity for many of their owners. Yet they
also make a lethal contrbution o an-
other uniquely lavish feature of Ameni-
can life, criminal violence. In the debate
over the proper regulation of gun com-
merce and use, it is concern about crime
that holds center stage. One side touts
guns as an important deterrent and
source of protection; the other de-
nounces them for the damage they do.
It is clear that America’s vast stock of
firearms has impact on our lives in 2
variety of ways and that it behooves us
to learn what we can about it.

The 1994 National Survey of the Pri-
vate Ownership of Firearms (NSPOF)
was designed and implemented with

1884 229 cae

these concerns in mind. This nationally
representative telephone survey was
conducted by Chilton Research Services
during November and December 1994
for the Police Foundation under the
sponsorship of the National Institute of
Justice (NID. It consisted of telephone

interviews with a probability sample of

over 2,500 adults, who were asked ques-
tions about gun ownership, training,
transactions, uses, and related atritudes.
To an exwent the NSPOF visits familiar
territory, well mapped by previous sur-
veys; this redundancy helps provide a
check on its validity. But the NSPOF sur-
passes other surveys in its comprehen-
siveness. As a result, we now have a sta-
tistical description of the private gun
stock by size, caliber, value, how the fire-
arms were obtained, and when and how
they are stored and used.

q'dTo

.. We now
bave a
statistical
description of
tbe private
gun stock by
size, caliber,
value, bow
the firearms
were oblained,
and when and
bow tbey are
stored and
used.
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..bandgun
ownership
Jollows pretty
much the
same pattern
as long gun

ownersbip

despite tbe
weapons’ very
different uses:
bandguns are
predominantly
kept for self-
defense, and
long guns for

. sport.

The NSPOF does less well in providing
reliable information on two vital events
involving guns: defense against crime

“and zecidental wounding, Both of these

are rare occurrences, at least proportion-
ately, but figure prominently in the pub-
lic debate over the costs and benefits of
=

gun ownership. As we shall discuss in
this report, the estimated incidence of
these occurrences from this and similar
surveys is subject to a large positive bias
and should not be taken seriously.
This surnmary report is presented in
chapters, beginning with an assessment
of the quality of the survey, The NSPOF
was conducted in 2 fashion that meets
the norms for an academic-quality, ran-
dom-digit-dial telephone survey. Initially
we were concerned that the NSPOF-
based estimate of household gun preva-
lence was just 35 percent, when the
conventional wisdom suggests that some-
thing closer to 50 percent is correct. But
the conventional wisdom may be out of
date; our estimate is not far out of line
with other recent surveys. And the
NSPOF estimate of 192 million guns in
private hands is close 1o other careful
estimates. In our investigation, a new
version of the gender gap hecame evi-
dent: married women are considerably
less likely to report 2 gun in the house-
hold than married men. Apparently,
wives are either ignorant of the firearms’
presence or urnkomfortable in discuss-
ing them. We solved this problem by re-
stricting most of our analysis to the data
on self-ownership.

Chapter 3 presents results that are unique
to the NSPOF. Thanks to detailed inquir-

ies about each respondent's gun collec-
tion, this survey provides the basis for a
detailed portrit of the U.S. gun stock.
This report includes information not just
on the types of guns, but also on how
they were acquired. Previous specula-
tion on the importance of the “second-
ary” market in gun wransactions may have
been exaggerated; we find that a major-
ity of transactions involve federally li-
censed dealers. Qur analysis of how guns

L

| are stored documents an all-too-preva-
lent practice of keeping at least one gun
loaded and unlocked. Strangely, train-
ing does not appear to promote safer
storage. However, when we disaggre-
gate formal training by source we find
that some training programs (such as
those offered by the Natonal Safety
Council) are effective in reducing the
prevalence of unsafe storage practices.

Chapter 4 switches focus from the guns
to their owners, documenting the pat-
terns and motivations for gun owner-
ship. The most evident division is be-
tween the sexes: men own most of the
guns. About two-thirds of adult men
have owned a gun at some time in their
lives, and over 40 percent do so cur-
rently. The corresponding numbers for
women are far smaller. In other re-
spects as well, gun ownership follows
patterns of military service and rural
sporting traditions. One interesting fea-
ture is that handgun ownership follows
pretty much the same pattern as long
gun ownership despite the weapons'
very different uses: handguns are pre-
dominantly kept for self-defense, and
long guns for sport. The women who

Guns in America
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do own guns are far more likely than
male owners to report protection as
their primary motive. Adults who have
been arrested for nontraffic offenses are
more Jikely to own fir¢arms than others.

Chapter 5 analyzes the uses of guns,
beginning with the extent to which the
public (gun owning or not) has been
trained in the proper handling of guns.
The primary sporting uses of guns are
hunting and target shooting, with about
15 million people involved in each. We
estimate that 4 million people carry
guns for protection on the job and an-
other 10 million people carry guns, at
least occasionally, for protection out-
side of their work. All of this activity
produces some accidental shootings,
but so rarely as to preclude accurate
estimation in this type of survey.

The dangers of relying upon telephone
surveys to estimate rare events are also
bighlighted in our attempts to estimate
the number of defensive gun uses
(DGUs), reported at some length in
chapter 6 The NSPOF data offer the
first opportunity to replicate the recent
well-publicized survey finding that 2.5
nillion citizens use a gun defensively
each year. Since many defensive gun
uses may go unreported to law enforce-
ment, these estimates cannot be veri-
fied by official records.

However, the DGU estimate from the
NSPOF—which is not inconsistent with
the 2.5 million figure—can be compared
to well-known facts abour the number
of firearms injuries, homicides, and vio-

lent crimes in the United States. These
comparisons reveal gross inconsistencies.
The fundamental problem here is inher-
ent to the task of estimating a rare event;
false positives tend to outhumber false
negatives, producing a positive bias.
Consistent with this explanation, a sub-
stanuial proportion of the defensive gun
use reports are in some way internally
inconsistent, or otherwise don't make
sense. We also note that respondents’
descriptions of their “defensive” gun uses
do not allow us to properly determine
whether the incident, if accurately re-
ported, was legal or appropriate, nor can
we determine the respondent’s culpa-
bility, if any, in the incident.

Finally, in chaprer 7 we explore the views
of the respondents with respect to hand-
gun regulation. As has been the case
since pollsters started asking the ques-
tion, the great majority of the American
public would like to see somewhat more
stringent controls on gun commerce and
use than currently exist in most jurisdic-
tions. On the other hand, only a minor-
ity is willing to express support for actu-
ally banning handgun possession. The
gender gap is again much in evidence
on these matters and 5o is the respon-
dents' concern about crime.

This collection of findings does not add
up to any specific ¢conclusion about
appropriate regulation of guns, burt
policy concerns influence our choice
of topics throughout. The result, we
hope, is better understanding of the
causes and consequences of America’s
extensive involvement with guns.

..the
American
public would
like to see
somewbhbatl
more stringent
controls

on gun
commerce
and use than
currently
exist in most
Jurisdictions.
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METHODOLOGY

Introduction

The NSPOF is a nationally representa-
tive telephone survey. The methods
employed by Chilton generally follow
the norms of good practice for tele-
phone surveys (Frey 1989). The main
cause for concern is the low response
rate—more than 40 percent of the con-
tacts with “eligible” telephone numbers
could not be completed, or resulted in
a refusal. Hence the completed sample
may be somewhat unrepresentative of
the U.S. population. However, for bet-
ter or worse this response rate is not
unusually low for surveys of this sort.

Survey Method

The NSPOF employs a list-assisted ran-
dom-digit-dial sampling method, as
discussed in Brick et al. (1995). House-
holds with unlisted telephone numbers

1824 c2s chae

are c¢ligible under this method, and
each telephone household in the U.S.
essentially has equal likelihood of be-
ing selected. Each selected household
was scheduled for an original call and
up to five follow-ups (Chilton 1995, 2-
4). When a call was completed, the
Chilton interviewer asked 1o speak with
the adult in the household who had
the most recent birthday. Since this
method randomizes the choice of re-
spondent from the adulis living in the
household, the NSPOF is able to pro-
duce a probability sample of English-
or Spanish-speaking adults in the
United States (Waksberg 1978),

‘Response Rates

The survey response rate! is relevant
to judging the accuracy of survey esti-
mates. The sample of completed inter-

‘ad g
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While we

do not know
whetber those
who refused
to participate
in the NSPOF
are more or
less likely than
the national
average 1o
..OWN a4 gun,
we cannol
rule out that
possibilz‘ty.

views will be somewhat unrepresenta-
tive if those who refuse to cooperate
tend to be different in relevant ways
than those who are successfully inter-
viewed. While we do not know
whether those who refused to partici-
patg in the NSPOF are more or less
likely than the national average to, say,
own a gun, we cannot rule out that
possibility. The larger the group of
refusers in comparison with coopera-
tors, the larger is the likcly magnitude
of “nonresponse bias.” The response
rate was quite low in the NSPOF, and
hence a matter of concern.

The final sample disposition is pre-
sented in Table 2.1. Of the 29,917 1ele-
phone numbers that were randomly
selected, 32 pereent were ineligible (not
working or not residential), Of the
20,302 telephone numbers in the sam-
pling frame, 6,333 coniacts were ter-
minated by Chilton hefore conducting
the interview because the initial re-
sponses indicated that the houschold
was not needed to complete pre-es-
tablished sampling quotas. These quo-
tas were defined for the NSPOF with
respect to race and gun-ownership sta-
tus (Chilton 1995, 16). What remains
after nctting out these cases is 13,969
telephone numbers of households that
are either known to be eligible for in-
clusion or at least not known to be in-
eligible. Of these, 2,568 interviews were
completed.

There is no single definition for “re-
sponse rate” (Frey 1989). The appro-
priate numerator (given our concern

about the representativeness of the
completed sample) is the number of
houscholds thar provided interviews or
were willing to do so—that is, com-
pleted nterviews plus those terminated’
because the sample quota had been
filled. Response-rate measures differ
with respect to what is included in the
denominator. At a minimurm, the de-
nominator includes, in addition to the
count of willing participants (the nu-
metrator), the count of refusals (3,618
in the case of NSPOF). We believe it
appropriate 1o include also the count
of telephone numbers in which a call
was never completed (4,724), since this
form of nonresponse may also produce
an unrepresentative sample.

Less clear-cut is what to do about the
other type of nonresponse—those cases
(3,059 in all) in which some member of
the household had been contacted and
been cooperative, but no interview had
actually been completed by the time the
survey ended despite one or more fol-
low up calls. These cases can be viewed
as “cooperatots” (because the facr that
there was a successful initial contact sug-
gests at least the willingness o cooper-
ate), in which case they would be in-
cluded in both the numerator and the
denominator. Or they could be viewed
as non-respondents, since the chosen
adult in the houschold proved some-
what difficult to contact, in which case
they should be included in the denomi-
nator but not the numerator. We des-
ignate them as “initial cooperators,”
and calculate the response rate in two

Guns in Americg
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Total phone numbers in sample

Phone numbers eliminated from sample:
Non-pperationd!
Not a household

Languoage barrier
{Don't speak English or Spanish)

Other ineligible
Total

»

Phone numbers in sampling frame

Phone numbers elimincied from sampling sample

Interviews not completed:
Terminated (quolg filled)
One or more cdlibacks, no interview
Unable to complete call
Retusals
Total

Totat numbers eliminated

Total completed interviews

Final NSPOF
Sample Disposition
29,917
6,043
1,775
251
1,646
18,615
20,302
6,333
3,059
4,724
3,618
17,734
27,349
2,568

Source; Chilton Research Servioes (June 1995), The 1994 National Study of Private Ownership of
Firearms in the United Stafes: Methodology Report. (p. 7).

Note: “Unabie 1o complefe call” includes “ng answer/busy” ond “answering mochine.” Of the callbacks
that did not lead fo an inlerview, 173 were delermined o be eligible for the study, while eligibility status
was not known for 2,888, Of the refusols, 527 were determined fo be eligibls.

ways, one with them included as “co-
operators” and one with them
included as nonrespondents.

If we include the “initial cooperators”
in the numerator, the response rate is
59 percent; if we exclude them, the
response rate is just 44 percent. In ei-
ther case, there is clearly a possibility
of nonresponse bias in estimates of
population parameters. Those who

refuse to be interviewed or who are
unavailable to be interviewed may be
different from the population as a
whole in relevant ways. Hence we urge
caution in the interpretation of results
based on NSPOF dawa. On the other
hand, there is no reason to believe that
this survey has a less representative
sample than other commercial tele-
phone surveys. For example, Kleck and
Gertz (1995) report a response rate of

Q
o
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‘Two Definitions of Response Rate

(# Cooperators) + (# Initiol Gooperators)

(# Cooperaiors + # lniﬁdl Céopemmrs + # Refusers + # Nonrespondenis)

(# Cooperators)

'-*2 ) (# Coaperators + # Initial Cooperators + # Refusers + # Nonrespondents)

where:

# Cooperators

count of completed interviews

+ count of interviews terminated by Chilton

# Initia} Cooperators
# Refusers

# Nonrespondents
completed

count of initial coopergtors -
count of those who refused lo give an interview
count of those felephane numbers where a call was never

+ count of initial coaperators

61 percent for their national survey of
gun ownership and usc, defined as the
number of households willing to par-
ticipate divided by the number of com-
pleted calls. If we followed this prore-
dure, our response rate would be at
least as high as theirs,

Characteristics of the

NSPOF Population

For various reasons, some households
were more likely than others to be se-
lected into the final sample of com-
pleted interviews. For example, the
sampling procedure had the effect of
including a disproportionate number of

gun-owning households. To account’

for differences in the probability of
selection in the NSPOF, Chilton calcu-

lated population projection weights? for
hoth households and persons. House-
hold weights reflect the sampling quo-
tas for gun ownership and race, and
include household income as a con-
trol variable. Person weights use age,
race, sex, education, number of adults
in the houschold, and household in-
come as control variables,

- While Chilton’s weights did not account

for the number of working telephone
lines in each contacted household,
NSPOF includes data on that item. In
the NSPOF sample, 351 respondents
(13.7 percent) reported the existence
of more than one telephone line. (Re-
sponses to this item were missing for
an additional 80 survey participants.)
In order to account for the greater like-

Guns in America
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lihood that a household with two or
more telephone lines would be selected
to participate, we adjusted the Chilton
weights by dividing through by the
number of working telephone lines in
the respondent’s household. Thus, a
household with two working telephone
numbers would receive one-half the
weight of an equivalent houschold that
had one telephone line, as suggested
by Sudman (1976). We made an addi-
tional modification to ensure that the
sample projects to the entire U.S, adult
population,

Gun Ownership Rates

Estimates for Household

Gun Ownership

The December 1993 Gallup Poll esti-
mated that 49 percent of households
posscss 2 gun, a result that affirms one
of the seeming constants in American
life: the fraction of American house-
holds owning a gun has remained at
about half since polling on the subject
began in 1939 (Kleck 1991). Given this
conventional wisdom, it is of consid-
erable concern that the NSPOF data in-
dicate that just 35 percent (plus or mi-
nus 1.3 percent) of households owned
a (working) gun in 1994. We believe
that this estimate may be somewhat off
the mark, but not by much. The con-
ventional wisdom appears out of date.

The best of the available series on gun
ownership is the General Social Sur-
vey (GSS), conducted by the National
Opinion Research Center. Its estimates
have been in the range of 4043 per-

cent during the 1990s, several points
lower than during the 1970s and much
lower than the Gallup Poll estimate. In
particular, the GSS estimate for 1994
was just 41 percent. The Kleck-Gertz
survey, conducted in 1993, produced
a still-lower estimate of gun ownership,
38 percent of households. Our best
guess, then, is that the NSPOY estimute
understates the “truth,” but only by
about five percentage points, rather
than the 15-point deficit implied by the
conventional wisdom.

What is the cause of this apparent un-
derestimate? One possibility is that the
net effect of the various distortions in
the NSPOF sample is to underrepresent
gun owners. Alternatvely, we offer
three observations concerning the spe-
cifics of how gun ownership is deter-
mined in the NSPOF, any one of which
may lead to a small negative hias in
the gun ownership esimatc:

. M The NSPOF focuses on guns owned

by household members aged 18

and older, A household that in-

cludes a gun-owning adolescent
but no gun-owning adult is counted
as a “no gun” household. However,
~such households are apparently
very rarc. An NSPOF follow-up of
200 households in which the first-
round respondent had indicated
that no adult owned a gun found
no cases in which a minor in the
household owned a gun. Hence we
doubt that the focus on adults ac-
counts for the low estimate of gun
ownership,

NSPOF data
indicate

that just

35 percent...
of bousebolds
owned a...
gun in 1994.
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The

individual

who actually
owns the
gun appears
more willing
(or able)
than otber
adults in the
bousebold to

report that the

bousebold
includes

a gun.

® The NSPOF was conducted by tele-

phone, whereas in the GSS respon-
dents are interviewed face-to-face.
The 6 percent of U.S. households
that lack telephone service will be
excluded from the NSPOF sampling
frame; that only matters if
phoncless households are more
likely to own a gun, which we
doubt. More important may be the
effect of the interview mode (tele-
phone versus face-to-face) on the
tendency for the respondent 1o re-
port gun ownership. While there
might be some difference in this
regard, we can only speculate as
to what it would be,

m The gun ownership question is
more complex in the NSPOF than
in the GSS. The GSS asks, “Do you

happen to have in your home (IF

HOUSE: or garage) any guns or
revolvers?” The NSPOF asks re-
spondenus, “Do you or any mem-
bers of your household 18 years of
age or older currently have any
firearms in your home, car, or else-
where around your home? Do not
include airguns, toys, models, or
starter pistols.” Some NSPOF re-
spondents may become confused
by the complexity of this question,
and end up giving the wrong
answer.

We have more direct evidence on yet
another possible explanation for the
NSPOF “undercount.” Whether a
household is reported to have a work-
ing gun depends in part on which adult

in the household is chosen as the re-
spondent, The individual who actually
owns the gun appears more willing (or
able) than other adults in the house-
hold to report that the household
includes a gun. We document that in-
teresting phenomenon below, and pro-
vide evidence that using the data on
tadividual, rather than household,
ownership has the effect of reducing

the negative bias.

Self-Ownership Versus Household
Ownership

Surveys typically interview only one
randomly selected adult from cach
sample household in order to minimize
surveying costs. As Smith (1985, 2)

-notes:

Interviewing each adult in a house-
held is usually considered unnec-
essary when the inforrmation being
sought is either 1) household level
information accessible 1o any adult
family member...2) a joint behavior
shared with the informant...or 3) a
basic demographic or ubserved be-
havior that is commoxﬂfr known by
household members.

But gun ownership is typically not a
“joint behavior” and in some house-
holds it may not even be “commonly

© known” or “accessible ”

Evidence on this issue¢ comes from
comparing responses by men and
women, Given the NSPOF’s method for
selecting respondents, husbands and
wives should be equally likely to re-

Guns in America
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port 2 gun in the home because they
are both describing the same event
(gun ownership in households with a
married couple). Yet for households
headed by 2 married couple, 49 per-
cent of the husbands report a gun in
the home, compared with just 36 per-
cent of the wives. Since this difference
is far larger than can be explained by
chance, it appears that many wives
either do not know about their
husband’s gun or are reluctant to
discuss it with a stranger. Smith (1985)
found the same pattern in the GSS,
though in that case the difference was
only three percentage points (57.2
percent of the husbands versus 54.5
percent of the wives).

This result suggests that reports of self-
ownership may be more complete in
the NSPOF than reports on household
ownership. Population estimates hased
on self-ownership are much larger than
estimates based on household ques-
tions. The NSPOF estimates based on
a respondent’s report of all guns in the
household is 107.2 million working fire-
arms. The NSPOF estimate based on 4
respondent’s report of his or her own

firearms is 192.1 million working fire-.

ars.

Estimates for Individual

Gun Ownership

Respondents who indicated that a fire-
arm was present in the home were
asked the follow-up questions, “How
many of the firearms in your house-
hold are currently in working order—

Differances Between Spouses in
Reporting a Gun in the Household

Percent
50 _ 49

40 . 36
30 4
20 -

10 4

Husbands ' Wives

that is, they can be fired?” and “Does
the gun/do any of these guns belong
1o you personally?”

Table 2.3 presents self-ownership rates
from three surveys: the NSPOF, Kleck
and Gertz (1995), and the GSS. The self-
ownership estimartes from the NSPOF
are quite similar to those found by
Kleck and Gertz, but about four per-
centage points lower than in the GSS.
That difference could be due to the
focus on working firearms in the
NSPOF: three percent of respondents

~ who report a firearm in the household

indicate that none of these guns are in
working order. Overall, we conclude
that the NSPOF estimates of individual
gun ownership are credible.

In what follows in subsequent chap-
ters, we make far greater use of data
on self-ownership than on household
ownership.

188 229 cv2
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Comparison of Persona! Gun-Ownership Rates

by Survey
P
N
) Kleck and General Social NSPOF
- Gettz Survey for 1894
3
L Percent
£ '
Total 2565 28.7 246
Male N/A - 47.0 41.8

Femnale N/A 12.7 9.0

NA = Not available,

Notes: GSS figures token from Smith and Smith (1995, 147), from 1894 General Social Survey deta. The
survey by Kleck and Gerfz (1995) was conducted in 1993,

Endnotes

1. For a fuller explanation of how the response rate was calculated, please refer to the
technical report of the study available from the Police Foundation.

2. For 2 thorough discussion of the population projection weights employed, please refer 1o
the technjeal report.
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Stocks aND FLows
OF GUNS IN
PRIVATE HANDS

Introduction A

The NSPOF was designed to gather
detailed information on the stock of
privately held guns in the United States,
including:

¢ what types of guns are in
circulation,

» who owns them,

* how they were acquired, and

* how they are stored.

This information helps fill 2 major gap
in our knowledge. ‘

Distribution cmdv
Characteristics of the
Private Gun Stock

Concentration of Ownership

The NSPOF-based estimate for the to-
tal number of privately owned firearms
is 192 million, of which 65 million

D), 229 2l

(about one third) are handguns, 70
milliony are rifles, and 49 million are
shotguns (Table 3.1). About 40 percent
of handguns and long guns are semi-
automatics. These estimates are reason-
ably close 10 other survey-based
estimates and only about 15 percent
less than the cumulative towl of known
additions (imports and domestic manu-
factures minus exports) since 1899
(Zawitz 1995). While that is not much
attrition over nearly a century, the ex-
planation is not so much the dura-

bility of guns as in the great upsurge

of gun sales in recent decades: NSPOF
estimates suggest that 80 percent of al
firearms in private hands were acquired
since 1974. ‘

While there are enough guns o pro-

vide every adult in the United States
with one, only one-quarter of adults

‘a‘d-o

NSPOF
estimates
suggest that
80 percent of
all firearms
in private
bands were
acquired
since 1974
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..the owners
of four or
more guns
(about 10
percent of
the nation’s
adults) are in
possession of
77 percent of
the total stock
of firearms.

Privately Owned Firearms

NSPOF Guns Entering
Estimate Clrculgtion,
1899-1992*
Miilions
= .
Total** 192 223
Handguns 65 77
Revolvers 31
Semi-gutomnatics 26
Other : 8
Rifles 70 79
Semi-automatics .28
Other 42
Sholguns ' 49 66
“from Zawitz (1995)

** Includes “other long gun” and “other gun” categories nof included above.

actually own a gun. Those who have
one gun usually have several. Sev-
enty-four percent have two or more,
As shown in Table 3.2, the owners
of four or more guns (about 10 per-
cent of the nation’s adults) are in
possession of 77 percent of the total
stock of firearms.

It is also of interest to consider the
concentration of ownership among
households, since some households
include more than one gun owner,
According to the NSPOF results, 35
percent of households include at least
one gun, and the relative distribution
of guns across households is very

similar to the distribution among

individuals.

Gun ownership is quite concentrated,
but not more so than for other durable
goods. In marketing circles, the “80/
20 rule” suggests that the top fifth of
all consumers of a product typically ac-
count for four-fifths of all purchases
by value (Clotfelter and Cook 1989, 93,
279). NSPOF data indicate that the top
20 percent of gun owners have just 55
percent of the toral quantity. (Tt is pos-
sible that if we could adjust for the
value of guns, the degree of concen-
tration would be still greater and would
better fit the rule.) The bottom line is
this: 9.7 million individuals own 105.5
million guns, while the remaining 86.6
million guns are dispersed among 34.4
million individuals,

Guns in America
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Gun Ownership Across Individuals and Households
for Those Who Report Owning at Least One Gun

Individuais Households Gun Stock:  Gun Stock:
Who Own Guns  That Own Guns Individugis  Households
(N=789) (N=1,158) (N=789)  (N=1,158)
* Percent Disttibution

1 gun 235 30.1 59 6.0

2 guns 19.6 223 . 9.1 10.7

3 guns 12.4 13.4 8.6 10.1

4 or more guns 421 34.3 76.5 73.1

Note: 35 percent of NSPOF households and 25 percent of individuals report owning of least one gun.

Gun owners who have several guns
tend to have a varied collection,
including rifles, shotguns, and hand-
guns. Fifty-five percent of individu-
als who own four guns or more have
at least one of each of these three
categories, But not everyone who
buys a gun is so deeply involved. Of
particular concern is the novice who,
without having any experience or
know-how with guns, buys a pistol
for self-protection. While there are
such people, we note that two-thirds
(68 percent) of handgun owners also
own at least one rifle or shotgun,
suggesting some experience and in-
terest in the sporting uses of guns.
Table 3.3 provides the derails.

Design Characteristics

The 200 million guns in private hands
include cverything from cheap .22-
caliber “snubbies” to [inely made
high-powered rifles worth thousands
of dollars. The variety of firearm de-
signs reflects the multiplicity of uses
for which they are intended. For ex-
ample, a gun designed to be carried
in a pocket or handbag is usually light
and short-barreled, while a gun de-
signed with the primary purpose of
shooting accurately over long dis-
tances will be larger and heavier. The
design characteristics of firearms have
figured importantly in legislation
regulating commerce in firearms.
Guns capable of firing continuously

Y
g
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o
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..;two-tbz'rds
(68 percent)
of bandgun
owners also
own at least
one rifle or
shotgun, sug-
gesling some
experience
and interest in
the sporting
uses of guns.
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The NSPOF
includes..design
characteristics
of respondents’
guns. With
these data
we develop a
description of
the private
gun stock. .

Individual Gun Collections

Composition of

Millions Percent Distribution

Gun Collection

1 handgun 5.5 12.4
1 long gun 5.8 13.1

B3

2+ guns, hand only 3.6 8.1
2+ guns, long only 10.0 225
2+ guns, both hond and long 19.2 43.5
Total 44.3* 100.0

*Total differs from sum of column entries due fo rounding.

with one pull of the trigger are
banned from commecrce, as are
sawed-off shotguns and other “weap-
ons of mass destruction.” Handguns
are regulated more closely than rifles
and shotguns. Small, ¢heaply made
handguns are banned from importa-
tion, as are some foreign-made “assaclt
weapons.”

The NSPOF includes several items on
the design characteristics of respon-
dents’ guns. With these data we de-
velop a description of the private gun
stock. Among other things, these dara
may be relevant for evaluating the im-
pact of proposed regulations that
distinguish among different types of
guns,

Respondents who reported personally
owning a firearm were asked a series
of questions about the characteristics
of one gun that was randomly selected
from the owner's gun collection. The
estimaies presented in this chaprer are
computed by use of the respondent
weights multiplied by the number of
guns in the respondents’ collection.!
These estimates should provide 2 valid
representation of the national stock of
guns in private hands. In the discus-
sion below, we focus on the barrel
length, caliber, and the number of
rounds of ammunition included when
the gun is fully loaded.

Table 3.4 provides details on maga-
zine capacity. Owners were asked to

Guns in Americg
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Magazine Capacity of Private Gun Stock

Handguns

All Guns Long Guns
(N=789) (N=347) (N=442)
Parcent Disttibution '
Number of rounds: kg ,
156 rounds 459 129 63.1
6 rounds 20.2 38.4 10.6
7-9 rounds 15.6 27.7 9.2
10-15 rounds 13.0 146 12.1
16 or mora rounds 5.4 8.3 49
Average magazine -
copacity 6.6 rounds 8.1 rounds 5.8 rounds

indicate how many rounds of ammu-
nition were included when the gun was
fully loaded. (Some guns were
equipped with more than one maga-
~ zine, in which case the owner was
asked to provide information for the
magazine he used most commonly.)
The modal handgun holds six rounds,
reflecting the prevalence of revolvers
in the handgun stock. But these days
most handguns sold are pistols (Zawitz
1995), which typically have larger ¢a-
pacity. Almost half of all handguns hold
seven or more rounds. By comparison,
only about one-quarter of long guns
hold that many rounds. '

In 1994 Congress enacted a ban on the
sale of magazines holding more than

10 rounds. According to NSPOF re-
sults, such magazines were used with
25 million guns in that year.

Questions concerning barrel length
and caliber were asked only of those
respondents for whom a handgun was
randomly selected. The most common
caliber is .38 (28 percenr) and another
19 percent of guns are close at 9 or 10
millimeters. At the smaller end of the
spectrum, the .22 caliber handgun
constitutes 23 percent of the stock, and
11.5 percent are .25 or .32. At the larger
end, only 8 percent are .44 caliber or
larger.

Table 3.5 reports the distribution of
handguns by length of barrel. This
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Almost

balf of all
bandguns
bold seven
or more
rounds. By
comparison,
only about
one-quarter
of long guns
bold that
many rounds.
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—the
majority

of sbort
bandguns
bave fairly
large caliber,
in excess

of .32

Size of Handguns in Privafe Gun Stock

Length Percent with Percent Distribution
of Barrel Smail Caiiber of Hendgun Stock
1-3 inches (N=86) 36.9 17.5
4-5 inches (N=129) 307 37.6

% or more inches (N=132) 375 449
Total 345 100.0

Note: “Small Caliber® Is defined hers os .32 or less.

characteristic of handguns has been
particularly important in the debate
over appropriate rcgulation, because
short-barreled handguns are well
adapted to street crime in the sense
that they are conveniently carried
concealed, This, however, is the only
advantage of a short barrel; since a
short barrel reduces the accuracy and
power of the gun, someone who did
not want to carry it concealed would
ordinarily prefer a longer gun. (In
most states carrying a concealed fire-
arm is banned outright or is restricted
to those who have 2 special license.)
The 1968 Gun Control Act restricted
the importation of short-barreled
guns, and there have been recurrent

legislative efforts to extend the ban

1o domestic manufacture.

As shown in Table 3.3, only about one
in six handguns have a barrel length
of three inches or less—11 million guns
in all. The median length of the hand-
gun stock is five inches. In this table
we also report the percentage of hand-
guns in each of the length categories
that have small caliber (.32 or less).

The important news here is that the
majority of short handguns have fairly
large caliber, in c¢xcess of .32. One
implication is that definitions of “Sat-
urday night specials” specifying small
caliber do not apply to the majority of
short-barreled handguns in the nation’s

Guns in America

185 223 282

‘ad'o

25:97 666T-9B-AUW

SUPTRREREESE R EIAZ I 5




e v sy

19

Years Since Acquisition of Private Gun Stock

All Guns

Handguns Long Guns
(N=789) (N=352) (N=437)
\ Parcent Distribution

0-1 year . * 104 11.6 9.7
2 years ' 124 18.8 9.9
3-5 years 14.6 18.0 127
6 or more years . 62.7 53.7 67.6
Average years since

gun was acquired 12,8 109 139

fircarms stock. Tt should be kept in

mind that caliber has no effect on one

of the problematic dimensions of these
guns, their concealability (Cook 1981,
1740). Indeed, it appears from other
studies that felons have a preference
for handguns with short barrels and
large caliber (Wright and Rossi 1986,
Zawitz 1995). Based on the NSPOF
data, we conclude that this preference
for larger caliber is shared by nonfelons
who own small handguns.

Finally, Table 3.6 lists the years in which
respondents’ randomly selected guns
were acquired. The average gun was
acquired about 13 years ago by its cur-
rent owner. Twenty-two percent of all
guns, and 27 percent of handguns,

were acquired by their current owners
within the past two years.

AN
Storage

In 1993, there were 1,740 accidental
deaths caused by firearms, including
170 involving children founteen years
old and younger, Moreover, for every
fatal gunshot accident there are 2 num-
ber of accidental shootings that cause
serious injury. Guns were also the
means of destruction in 19,590 suicides,
210 involving a child fourteen or
younger (National Center for Health
Statistics 1994). For these reasons, the
safe handling and storage of firearms has
attracted the attention of the public health
community.

The average
gun was
acquired about
13 years ago

by its current

owner. Twenty-
two percent of
all guns, and
27 percent of
bandguns,
were acquired
by their
current owners
within the past
two years.
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.20 percent

of all
gun-owning
bousebolds

bad a loaded
and unlocked

gun in the
bome...

Storage Methods of Private Gun Stock

All Guns Handguns Long Guns
(N=789) (N=352) (N=437)
Percent
-
Gun locked up, secured
with trigger lock etc. 45.6 43.2 46.9
Gun loaded 26.2 54.7 11.0
Gun loaded and unlocked 16.4 340 7.3

Despite exhonations by almost every
leading gun-related organization that
firearms be stored unloaded and un-
der lock and key, a considerable mi-
nority of gun owners are in violation
of this stricture (Weil and Hemenway
1992, 3035; Cook and Moore 1995,
269). The obvious solution, training,
does not appear effective. One recent
study found that those who have re-
ceived formal training in the use of fire-
arms are no more likely than other gun
owners to store firearms safely (Weil
and Hemenway 1992).

The NSPOF presents two separate op-
portunities for examining how firearms
are stored. First, each respondent who
reported having an operable firearm in
the household was asked either “Is the

gun in your home currently loaded and
unjocked?” (if there is just one gun) or
“How many of the guns in your home
currently are loaded and unfocked?” Gif
there are several). Second, as part of
the sequence of questions concerﬁmg
the randomly selected firearm, each
respondent was asked “Where do you
usually keep this gun?” followed by “Is
this gun currently locked up or secured
with a trigger lock or some other kind
of locking device?” and “Is this gun
currently loaded?”

We fou t 20 percent of all gun-
owning households had 2 loaded and

unlocked gun in the home at the time
of the NSPOF, This figure was signifi-

cantly higher among households that

had 2 handgun than among households

Guns in America
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Storage Location of Private Gun Stock

9z2-5e d

All Guns Handguns Long Guns
(N=789) (N=352) (N=437)
Percent Distribution
Bedroom * 237 371 18,7
Gun closet 441 265 53.3
Other closet 16.6 11.5 19.2
With or on raspondent 33 B.7 05
In car or truck ¢ 2.6 7.7 : 0.1
Other 9.7 8.5 10.2

with long guns only (30 versus 7 per-

We {i " ercent of lon

and 57 percent of handguns are usu-

cent are kept in some other type of

handguns are regularly stored on the
owner's person, with an additional 8

..Oone
cent). In Table 3.7 we present the re-  closet. In contrast, just over one-quar- inoa:::ree
sults for the other questionnaire items  ter of all handguns are kept in gun clos-
“on slorage, those concerning how the  ets, while 37 percent are kept in the bandguns,
randomly selected firearm was stored.  owner's bedroom. Nine percent of  gnd one in

six long guns,

ally kepr unlocked, Further, 26 percent  percent regularly stored in a motor S kept
of all guns, and 55 percent of all hand-  vehicle. loaded and
guns, are usually kept loaded. Loaded

guns of either type are a bit more likely

to be unlocked than are unloaded gins.

The result is that one in three hand- -

guns, and one in six long guns, is kept
loaded and unlocked.

As shown in Table 3.8, over half (53
percent) of all long guns are kept in a
gun closet, while 17 percent are kept
in the owner's bedrcom and 19 per-

L —

Storage and Training

Each gun owner in the NSPOF was
asked "Have you ever had any instruc-
tion or training on how to use guns?”
and, if so, “From whom have you re-
ceived training?” Up to three different
sources of training were recorded for
respondents. Table 3.9 reports the re-
sults. The five categories—military, law

unlocked.

.
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~adulls in
gun-owning
bomes who
bave received
Jormal
training are
as likely as
those without
training to
keep a gun
unlocked and
loaded.

Training Received by Gun Owners

All Gun Owners Handgun Owners
Percent Distribution
Oné'or more saurces
of formal trafning 58.1 56.7
Informat sources of , \
training only 29.0 30.8
No fraining 12.7 12.8
Sources of tormal training:
Milikary 25.0 24.0
Low enforcement 11.9 19.2
Nattonal Rifle Association 6.6 44
Gun club ‘ 1.0 2.0
National Safety Council 280 18.7

and other sources

enforcement, National Rifle Association,
gun club, and National Safety Council
and other sources—constitute what we
designate to be “formal tralning.” Ins all,
58 percent of gun owners have received
formal training from ar least one of the
sources listed. The rest have received
either “informal” training (from friends,
family, or the person from whom the
respondent purchased the fircarm) or
no training at all.

In Table 3.10, we present results on how
training relates to the likelihood of un-
safe gun storage. As it turns out, there is
litle difference among the various train-
ing categories in the percentages of re-
spondents who keep a gun unlocked and
loaded. Given the standard errors on our
estimnates, we accept the “null hypoth-

esis” that formal training in the use of
fircarms does not affect the likelihood
of unsafe gun storage.

Multivariate Analysis for St()ragé
and Training

To further exp}}ore this surprising re-
sult, we conducted a multivariate logit
amtlysis2 of dara on storage practices
by gun owners. The results of this and
related analyses confirm that adults in
gun-owning homes who have received

~ formal training are as likely as those

without training to keep a gun un-
locked and loaded. Other conirol vari-
ables made a difference. Not surpris-
ingly, ownership of a handgun, or any
sort of gun for protection, was associ-
ated with an increased likelihood of

Guns in America
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This graph represents the distribution, by age and Intent, of auf rearms deaths in the U.S. for the seven-year
period, 1986-1992. The highest number of firearm deaths occurs in the 25-44 year-old ags range. Across the
life-span, there are more firearm suicides than firearm homicides and unintended shootings.

As this graph illustrates, the primary reason behind the firearm-related death changes as person ages. Gun

"‘}3"*’,"‘6 isn't someone else’s problem, Gun violence can affect all membsrs of the family—from infants to the
elderly. .

When a child is very young -- 0-14 - the highest percentage of firearm deaths are homicides and
unintended shootings.

STATS: 0-14 year old category, of the 5,409 firearm dsaths of our youngsters, 47% were
homicides — or 2,533; 19% wers sticides -- or 1,034; and 32% were unintended death. -- or 1710. ,

For 15-24 year olds, the majority of firearm deathe are homicides, with suicides increasing

STATS: 15.24year old category, of the 61,589 firearm deaths, 58% were homicidas -or 35.886:
35% were suicides -- 21,397, and 6% were unintended shoolings -- or 3,419

For 25-44 year oids, the majority of firecarm deaths are still homicides, but the percentage of Icides is not far
behind. :

4/22/9% 1:52 P}
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Every duy in America, 13 young pecple aged 19 and under are killed in gun homicides, suicides and
unintentionul shootings' Many more are wounded. The scourge of gun violence frequently atiacks the most
helpless members of our society — our children. Consider these facs...

In 1996, 2,866 children and teenagers were murdered with guns, /. 309 commutied suicide with guns, and 468 died in:
unintentonal shootings. A total of 4,643 young people were killed by firearms.
- Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for Health S_,tts(Ls 1998

In 1996, 84% of murder victirns aged 13 1o 19 years old were killed with a firearm. B
Department of Justice, Burean of Justice Swtistics, 1997

During 1996, 55% of all murders of those under age 12 involved firearms. Ten vears carlier. guns were m\«olvcd in
one-quarter of such offenses.

Depariment of Iustig, Bureau of Justice Stau's.iés. 1998+

Two in 25 high school smdcnts. thatis 7.9 pcrcent reported having carried a gun in the last 30 days.
Cenicrs for Disease Control and Preventon, 1995 °

Gun violence plagues our youth...it is the epidemic of the ] 990 L

Gunshot wounds are the second leading cause of death ﬁ:r all pcoplc aged 10-34
Centers for Disease Control and Preveption, Natiogal Center for Health Statistics, 1993 ©

———— o ——————

Firearm homigide is the leading cause of death for black men aged 15-34. ‘
Centers for Disease Conurol and Preventjon National Center for Health Staristics, 1993 '

According to a February 1997 report by the Centers for Disease Contrel, the rate of firearm death of children
0 to 14 ycars old is nearly Eelv g times higher in the U.S. than in 25 other industrialized countries cambined.
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 1997

For every child killed by a gun, four are wounded. ,
Annest JL, Journnl of the Amerjcan Medicg! Assocration 1995 °

From 1984 to 1994, the fireacrm homicide death rate for 15 - 19 year olds increased 222 percent while the non-
firearm homicide death rate decreased 12.8 percent.
Centers for Diseasa Control and Prevention, National Center for Health Statistic, 1997"°

“The fircarm injury cpldemic due largely to handgun i m;uncs is ten times larger than the polio cpidemic of
r_he first half of this cenrury.”

Chgsmﬁcl K. Kaufer, Children 's Environments_1995 !

Visit our Website at hitp://www.cphv.org
Updated 11/98

' Handgun Control, Inc., 1225 Eye Streat, NW, Suite 1100, Washinglion, DC 20005-3981 « (202) 898-0782 -
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STATS: 2544 year old catagory, of the 102,926 people who died by fi rearms, 52% were homicides
- or 53,159, 44% were suicides — or 45,585; and 3% were unintended shootings -- or 3,074,

For older adults, 45-64, suiclde bocomes the prlmaw reason peaple are dying by flrearms, and greatly
cutweighs the percentage of flrearm murders.

STATS: 45-64 year old category, of the 43,871 people who died by firearms, 27% wer— homicides
--or 12,068; 69% were suicides — or 30,266; and 3% were unintended shootmgs or 1,230

And for people 65 and older, we see that aimost 90% of firearm deaths are suicldes.

STATS: 65 and oldsr age category, of the 34,084 people who died by firearms, 9% were
homicides — or 3,211; 8§8% were suicides ~ or 29,906, and 2% were unintended shootings -- or 703.
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- GUNS IN OUR NATION'S SCHOOLS

According to Metropohtan Life's "Survey of the American Teacher," 22 percent of boys have carried .
weapons to school; only 4 percent of girls claim to have done so. ' - '

Metropolitan Life, 1993

In a nationwide proﬁle of juvenile gun possess1on and use, 70 percent of students who sa1d they carried a
gun said they did so.for protectlon :

McCarthy N Callforma Bar Journal, 1995

A 1993 survey of public h1gh school students ina suburban area found that 18 percent possessed a .-
handgun.

" Sheley JF, Public Health Reports, 1995

Ina 1991 survey of 11th grade students, handguns were perceived to be‘veasily accessible by more than 50
percent of male youths in all social classes except the highest class, in which 36 percent reported easy
‘access (social class measured by occupatlon and h1ghest grade of educatlon of household wage earners)

Callahan CM, Journal of the Amerlcan Medzcal Association, 1992

+ In a 1993 national survey of students in grades 6 to 12, 59 percent 1nd1cated that they knew where to get
a gun if they wanted one of these said they could get a gun w1th1n 24 hours.

LH Research, Inc., 1993

In a nationwide profile of juvenile gun possession and use, 53 percent of students who said'they carried a
gun, said they obtained the gun from family and 37 percent obtained-the gun "off the street.".

e McCarthy N California Bar Journal, July 1995

According to the Virginia Commission on Juvenile Just1ce Reform 59 guns were taken from’
seventh-graders in 1993-1994, nearly double the number from the prev1ous year.

V1rg1nra Commrssron on Juvenile Justice Reform 1995
In the 1993-94 school. year V1rg1n1a school ofﬁclals d1scovered 373 guns
Vrrg1ma Commrssron on Juvemle Justrce Reform 1995
In a 1992 survey of 9th-12th graders in New York City, 7 percent reported carry1ng a handgun
Gmsberg, C, Journal of School Health, 1993

Five percent of secondary school students say they have threatened someone, in or around school w1th a
knife or gun. : :

10f2 o ' : L o . 04/06/98 10:39:20



JNS IN OUR NATION'S SCHOOLS . - . - o . - ,http://www.handguncontrol.org/protecting/Dl/dlgunsch.htm

Metropohtan Life, 1993

In 1992, among Massachusetts male teens. respond1ng toa statew1de survey, nearly one in 20 teenage
boys reported carrying a handgun or other gun in the last 30 days

Massachusetts Department of Education 1993 -

The major reasons students believe weapons are carried is to impress friends/be accepted (66%) for
self-esteem/to feel 1mportant (56%) and for self-defense to and from school (49%)

Metropolitan Life, 1993

Middle school students possessed 853 of the 1. 249 weapons found 1n publ1c schools statew1de in Virginia
during the 1991-92 school year -

Vlrgmla State Department of Educat1on

A survey of 11th graders in the Seattle publ1c schools dur1ng the winter of 1990-91 found six percent of
males had carried a handgun to school; one-third of students reported easy access to handguns; and 6. 4
percent reported owmng handguns. One-third of handgun owners had f1red at someone.

Callahan CM Journal of the American MedicalAssOciation June 10, 1992

.In a survey of students attendmg high schools in h1gh crime areas, 35 percent reported carrying firearms
-regularly. il

- US Departrnent of Justice, December 1993
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Children & Guns: A Lethal Combination

Every day in America, 14 young people ages 19 and under are killed in gun homicides,
suicides and unintentional shootings. Many more are wounded. The scourge of gun violence
frequently attacks the most helpless members of our society -- our children. Consider these facts...

1,

ﬁ-)ln 1995, 3,280 children and teenagers were murdered with guns, 1,450 committed suicide with
guns, and 440 died in unintentional shootings. A total of 5,285 of our young people were killed

by firearms. \v\ wmolddS | (e iddy & oo knpanat gwcﬂ’bf;
' National Center for Health Statistics, 1997

In 1994, about 70 percent of the murder victims aged 15 to 17 years old were killed with a
handgun.

Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1996

During 1994, almost one-half of all the murders of those under age 18 involved handguns. Ten
years earlier, handguns were involved in one-quarter of such offenses.

Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1996

Two in 25 high sbhool students, that is 7.9 percent, reported having carried a gun in the last 30
days.

Centers for Disease Control, 1995

Gun violence plagues our youth...it is the epidemic of the 1990’s...

s -»> Gunshot wounds are the second leading cause of death for all people aged 10-34.
- National Center for Health Statistics, 1993

Firearm  homicide is the leading cause of death for black men aged 15-34.

National Center for Health Statistics, 1993

JAccording to a February 1997 report by the Centers for Disease Control, the rate of firearm
Y —deaths among children 0 to 14 years old is nearly twelve times higher in the US than in 25
other industrialized countries combined. :

Centers for Disease Control, 1997

For every child killed by a gun, four are wounded.
Annest JL, Journal of the American Medical Association, 1995

From 1979 to 1989, the firearm homicide death rate for 15-19 year olds increased 67 percent
while the non-firearm homicide death rate decreased 29 percent.

US Department of Justice, 1995

' The firearm injury epidemic, due largely to handgun injuries, is ten times larger than the polio
epidemic of the first half of this century."

Christoffel K, Children’s Environments, 1995
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