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Self Defense Findings
The following comes to us courtesy of Claude Werner, Director of
Firearms Training LLC. It is an analysis of five years of incidents
reported in the NRA "Armed Citizen" column. Lots of things here to
think about, and many thanks to Claude for allowing me to post it here.
**************************************************

Here's my analysis of what armed self-defense for the Private Citizen,
not LEO, looks like. You decide what suits your needs best to solve this
type of problem. 
Private citizens reload in approximately 1/2 of one percent of shooting
incidents (3/482). 
If the defender fires any shots, most likely it will be 2 rounds. 
The shooting distance in the vast majority of cases was slightly in
excess of arm's length. 
At this distances, even .22s and .25s are highly immediately lethal. 
A revolver, even J-frame, is perfectly capable of dealing with almost all
of the incidents. The ones which were beyond the capabilities of a five
shot revolver would be best deal with by a shotgun, anyway. 
For those who do not practice, a revolver is far preferable to the
autoloader because of the revolver's simpler manual of arms. Eighty
per cent of gunshot wounds are self-inflicted. Guns are handled many
times more than they are shot and so safe gunhandling qualities are
much more important characteristics than its ability to be shot
accurately and reloaded quickly. Revolvers are much less likely than
autoloaders to AD in the hands of novices. 
The perceived need for massive quantities of ammo, reloading, and
precision shooting at distance is largely a figbar of people's
imaginations. There is simply no evidence to support the contention
that any of those conditions occur during armed confrontation
involving the Private Citizen. 
The Armed Citizen - A Five Year Analysis 

M Y T H O L O G Y  A N D  R E A L I T Y

Like all human activites and actions,
there are many stories about firearms
and their use. And like all human
activities and actions, many of the
stories are just that, stories, without
any factual basis. Sometimes these
stories become a part of the activity
itself, and thus is born a myth. Our
goal is to identify the myths, and
discuss a rational understanding of
the facts.
Target focus or aimed fire?
9mm or .45ACP?
Chamber empty or chamber loaded?
Shoot when you can or shoot when
you must?
Civil rights or acting civil?
Liberty or law?
All these and more are a part of the
mythology of the firearms world.
What do you think, and what are the
facts? Let the games begin!

W E L C O M E !

Welcome aboard, folks. Our goal here
is to provide an informational site
that will help people think about a
very important issue, the use of
firearms for personal protection and
safety. There is a lot of hype, a lot of
nonsense, a lot of posturing, a lot of
misinformation, and just a lot of bad
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T H E  T H I N K I N G  G U N F I G H T E R
A  P L A C E  W H E R E  P E O P L E  C A N  D I S C U S S  D E F E N S I V E  F I R E A R M S  O W N E R S H I P  A N D  U S E  I N  A

T H O U G H T F U L  A N D  R A T I O N A L  M A N N E R ,  W H E R E  F A C T S  M E A N  M O R E  T H A N  P E R C E P T I O N  A N D
O P I N I O N S  F A L L  T O  T H E  T R U T H .
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Executive Summary 
For the period 1997 – 2001, reports of 482 incidents were examined.
All involved the use of firearms by private citizens in self defense or
defense of others. No law enforcement related incidents were included. 
The majority of incidents (52%) took place in the home. Next most
common locale (32%) was in a business. Incidents took place in public
places in 9% of reports and 7% occurred in or around vehicles. The
most common initial crimes were armed robbery (32%), home invasion
(30%), and burglary (18%). 
Overall, shots were fired by the defender in 72% of incidents. The
average and median number of shots fired was 2. When more than 2
shots were fired, it generally appeared that the defender’s initial
response was to fire until empty. 
Handguns were used in 78% of incidents while long guns were used in
13%; in the balance the type of firearm was not reported. The most
common size of handgun was the .35 caliber family (.38, .357, 9mm) at
61%, with most .38s apparently being of the 5 shot variety. Mouseguns
(.380s and below) were at 23%, and .40 caliber and up at 15%. 
The range of most incidents appears to be short but in excess of
touching distance. It appears that most defenders will make the shoot
decision shortly before the criminal comes within arm's length.
Defenders frequently communicate with their attackers before
shooting. 
The firearm was carried on the body of the defender in only 20% of
incidents. In 80% of cases, the firearm was obtained from a place of
storage, frequently in another room. 
Reloading was required in only 3 incidents. One of those involved
killing an escaped lion with a .32 caliber revolver, which was eventually
successful after 13 shots. 
Multiple conspirators were involved in 36% of the incidents. However,
there are no apparent cases of drivers or lookouts acting as
reinforcements for the criminal actor(s) once shooting starts.
Immediate flight is the most common response for drivers and
lookouts at the sound of gunfire. 
The largest group of violent criminal actors was 7, who committed
serial home invasions in Rochester NY. An alert and prepared
homeowner dispatched them (2 killed and 1 seriously wounded) with a
shotgun when they broke in his door. 
Incidents rarely occurred in reaction time (i.e., ¼ second increments).
Most commonly, criminals acted in a shark-like fashion, slowly circling
and alerting their intended victims. The defender(s) then had time to
access even weapons that were stored in other rooms and bring them to
bear. 

advice out there on this issue. This
site will help you understand the
reality of defensive firearms use from
a legal and logical point, and help you
become A THINKING
GUNFIGHTER!
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A B O U T  M E

DAVID ARMSTRONG

I have served in the military and law
enforcement, and for over 30 years
have been a firearms instructor and
trainer for law enforcement, the
military, and civilians. In addition to
20+ years in the field I also have
earned a Ph.D. in Criminal Justice
and have done extensive research in
the area of firearms use for self
defense. Along with military and
police instruction I have received
training from such noted figures as
Clint Smith, John Farnam, Bank
Miller, Mas Ayoob, Bill Jeans, Greg
Morrison, Paul Abel, Bill Rogers, and
many more. I provide training and
consulting to others, and have been
recognized in court as an expert in
training, tactics, and DUI detection
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The most common responses of criminals upon being shot were to flee
immediately or expire. With few exceptions, criminals ceased their
advances immediately upon being shot. Even mouseguns displayed a
significant degree of immediate lethality (30% immediate one shot
kills) when employed at close range. Many criminal actors vocally
expressed their fear of being shot when the defender displayed a
weapon. Upon the criminals' flight, the "victims" frequently chased and
captured or shot the criminals and held them for the authorities. 
Analysis by Claude Werner

POSTED BY DAVID ARMSTRONG AT 12:42 PM 

1 4  C O M M E N T S :

and apprehension. I hold Instructor
ratings in multiple disciplines and
provide CCW classes for interested
parties in Louisiana. "THE MORE I
LEARN, THE MORE I REALIZE
HOW MUCH MORE THERE IS TO
LEARN."

VIEW MY COMPLETE PROFILE

Jim Carmody Mar 3, 2012 11:30 AM

I've been waiting for another post here. Welcome back; good
post.

Reply

David Armstrong Mar 3, 2012 11:56 AM

Thanks, Jim. Please feel free to suggest aticles that you have
seen or issues you think we should discuss, or any other ideas
you (or others) may have. I've got a couple of things
percolating in the background for this year, but input is always
welcome.

Reply

Anonymous Mar 3, 2012 12:42 PM

How about actually posting the #'s?

Reply

David Armstrong Mar 4, 2012 07:22 AM

The total number of incidents was 482, so you can get any of
the actual numbers by figuring the percentage from that
number. I'll speak to Claude and see if he has something like a
spreadsheet or file we can post with the various raw numbers
for convenience.

Reply

Greg Tag Mar 4, 2012 11:31 PM
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David

Thanks- glad you have returned.

I appreciate the work you have done to shed some additional
light on this contentious situation - namely " how much is
enough"?

I am concerned that the sample size is so small that a general
conclusion cannot be supported.

Data set - while Armed Citizen is a valuable source, was it
selected for ease of access?

My concern is that AC represents a "cherry picked" sample. I
dont know how the editorial decision at AC is made - to
include or exclude- but it is possible that the more mundane
incidents are over-sampled. Also, at the local news level, many
defensive firearms uses simply dont make it to print or
broadcast, in spite of being suitable - perhaps the news editor
didnt want to cover a "good" firearms use, or a looming
deadline prevented following the story, etc.

482 incidents over 4 years is about 10 incidents reported in AC
per month. Obviously, a great number of incidents are left out-
I personally have seen self-defense shootings reported in
College Station, Texas, as well as DFW that never made it to
Armed Citizen.

I would also like to see data within the last 3 or 4 years - bad
guy behavior may have changed, and with it the environment
for good guy armed citizen. What was true ten years ago, may
not be true now.

Before I develop a training regime around 2 shots max, no
reloads needed, I would prefer a bigger sample.

Regards

GKT

Reply

David Armstrong Mar 5, 2012 08:58 AM

No disagreement with any of your points, Greg. When it comes
to data like this I like say "it is what it is." One of the problems
working in the social science area, such as this, is that you
pretty well get stuck with what is available. And often what is
available is not so much a "this is what you need to do" as it is
a "this really is not as needed as we thought." The best way to
use information like this, in my opinion, is to look at it as one
part of the puzzle and see how it fits with other pieces. How
does this data relate to what we found from SOP-9 from NYPD,
or the Police Marksman report, or whatever else we can find?
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Since there is not anything like a central repository of shooting
data there will always be problems with the material at hand. I
don't hink Claude was suggesting anyone whould develop a
training regime around this information, and I certainly am
not. But it might help us decide, for example, is this extra 3
hours of training time I have better spent working on reloads
or shooting from unusual positions or quick-draw, or
something else.

Reply

Anonymous Mar 5, 2012 09:20 AM

Interesting read, though I have to admit, "figbar of people's
imaginations" gave me a good laugh.

I think many people focus on training for extended
engagements because it represents a skill set that can be
practiced easily and conveniently. Developing the skills (and in
time, habits) of situational awareness and clear thinking under
stress aren't so straightforward, and so don't get nearly the
attention they deserve.

Reply

George Mar 5, 2012 02:38 PM

Hi Dave: As a fellow academician, and an NRA Instructor in
multiple disciplines, I certainly understand the problem with
the data set, or more properly stated, the lack of data. That
being said, I have some confirmation bias here as your
conclusions correspond with what I have being preaching for
years. John Lott and I had a discussion on some of this when
he presented his findings at my University a couple years ago. I
don't know if John has some other, or better data. He's a pretty
good guy and you may find it helpful to contact him to see
what he has. I smell a great academic journal article in here
somewhere. 

George R.

Reply

David Armstrong Mar 6, 2012 06:40 AM

Thanks for the feedback, George. And giving credit where
credit is due, the conclusions belong to Mr. Werner, not me,
although my personal conclusions do largely coincide with his,
and apparently also yours. That is what I mean when talking
about pieces of the puzzle fitting together. When different
researchers using different data sources come to similar
conclusions, and those findings are repeated over and over,
there is a strong likelihood that the findings are fairly accurate.
As for a journal article....I'm always open to a collaboration if
you're interested!
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Reply

David Armstrong Mar 6, 2012 06:44 AM

Anonymous said: "I think many people focus on training for
extended engagements because it represents a skill set that can
be practiced easily and conveniently."
So true. There is a tendency for many to practice what is easy
or what they are already good at, and not practice what is
needed.

Reply

KR Mar 6, 2012 08:12 AM

The Armed Citizen data doesn't agree with the data that Tom
Givens presents, on the 56 shootings his students have been
involved in. Distances are 5 yards or less, but total rounds fired
ranged from 1-11. 

If you take the analysis literally, it encourages people NOT to
carry, since it shows that they are at little risk outside the
home, which is BS. Most of Givens' student-involved shootings
occurred outside the home. There were 1130 carjackings in
Houston last year. Violent crime in downtown Austin, Texas is
up 83% - that's all 'outside the home' down in the tourist area.

If 2 rounds is the "average" number, so what? Training to the
average means that 50% of the time you will come up short.
What's much more important is the 90% level - how many
total rounds were fired in 90% of the incidents in which the
armed citizen prevailed? 

The vast majority of people involved in "Armed Citizen"
incidents are untrained, so using the analysis as a roadmap for
what we "should do" is flawed thinking -- like the people that
tell us we shouldn't use the sights because untrained people,
under stress, don't use their sights.

The high number of self-inflicted gunshot wounds shows a
need for better training, particularly in safe gun handling.
Long heavy trigger pulls make a gun idiotproof but also make
it harder to shoot. I've been training students for 20+ years
and haven't had any students shoot themselves. Again, the
actions of the untrained should not define best practices for
the skilled.

Reply

David Armstrong Mar 6, 2012 04:02 PM

I debated publishing the above post, but then decided I would
as it seems to me to be a good example of a big problem I have
seen in the shooting world. That problem is failing to read
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what is written, or trying to read into something things that are
not written. Either is bad from the perspective of the Thinking
Gunfighter. Due to length this response is broken into two
parts.
*********************************

"The Armed Citizen data doesn't agree with the data that Tom
Givens presents, on the 56 shootings his students have been
involved in. Distances are 5 yards or less, but total rounds fired
ranged from 1-11. "
Actually that does not say that Tom's data disagrees. I've heard
Tom's data tossed around a lot, but have yet to see anything
close to a good analysis of the information. This is a good
example. "Total rounds fired ranged from 1-11" may or may not
mean the average was about 2 rounds. We don't know. We
know that in at least one incedent only 1 round was fired and
that in at least one incident 11 rounds were fired. We don't
know what the mean or the median number is.

"If you take the analysis literally, it encourages people NOT to
carry, since it shows that they are at little risk outside the
home, which is BS. Most of Givens' student-involved shootings
occurred outside the home. There were 1130 carjackings in
Houston last year. Violent crime in downtown Austin, Texas is
up 83% - that's all 'outside the home' down in the tourist area."
I'm not sure where you are getting that idea. Nothing in
Claude's work says not to carry outside of the home. On the
contrary, it suggest that one should carry in the home as well
as outside as your home as the need is about equally high, 52%
versus 48%. At least that is what I get out of it, and again that
tends to agree with most other findings, that a high percentage
of attacks occur in and around the home.

"If 2 rounds is the "average" number, so what? Training to the
average means that 50% of the time you will come up short.
What's much more important is the 90% level - how many
total rounds were fired in 90% of the incidents in which the
armed citizen prevailed?"
First, that is mathematically incorrect and includes a rather
strange assumption. First, the assumption that one would only
train to the average is unwarranted and unrealistic. I'm not
aware of anyone in any discipline who trains to the average.
Second, even if one trains to the average it does not mean they
will come up short. One round may be sufficient to handle
most cases, in which case training to twice that level may be
adequate for 75% or 95% of the cases. 2 rounds is the average
does not automatically mean that on average it takes two
rounds to accomplish the task. Very different issues!

Reply

David Armstrong Mar 6, 2012 04:03 PM

RESPONSE CONTINUED:
*****************************
"The vast majority of people involved in "Armed Citizen"
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incidents are untrained, so using the analysis as a roadmap for
what we "should do" is flawed thinking -- like the people that
tell us we shouldn't use the sights because untrained people,
under stress, don't use their sights."
Again, I'm not sure where you are getting some of this stuff,
but it is certainly not from this article. There is no roadmap for
what we should do, there is simply information to consider.
The author clearly states at the beginning **You decide what
suits your needs best ** not this is what you should do. As for
the people who say we shouldn't use the sights, I've been doing
this a long time and I'm not aware of anyone of any credibility
in the target-focus camp who says that. What is more accurate
seems to be that one should use the sights whenever the
situation allows it, but one should also be able to shoot without
the sights when necessary.

"The high number of self-inflicted gunshot wounds shows a
need for better training, particularly in safe gun handling.
Long heavy trigger pulls make a gun idiotproof but also make
it harder to shoot. I've been training students for 20+ years
and haven't had any students shoot themselves. Again, the
actions of the untrained should not define best practices for
the skilled."
Agreed. But since that is not happening here I'm not sure what
the point is, given that some of the best trained folks out there
have had NDs (and a few have managed to shoot themselves!)
and there are no best practices offered, be it for skilled or
unskilled.

Reply

Anonymous Mar 7, 2012 08:53 AM

Thank for the article. It was very helpful. I'm looking forward
to seeing more articles here at "The Thinking Gunfighter."
--JM

Reply
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