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Introduction: In the late 1980s, gun control groups realized that they had failed in their original goal—
getting handguns banned1—and began campaigning against semi-automatic firearms they called “assault
weapons,” most of which are rifles. As an anti-gun activist group put it:
[A]ssault weapons [will] strengthen the handgun restriction lobby for the following reasons: It will be a new
topic in what has become to the press and public an “old” debate. . . . [H]andgun restriction consistently
remains a non-issue with the vast majority of legislators, the press, and public. . . . Efforts to restrict
assault weapons are more likely to succeed than those to restrict handguns. . . . Although the opportunity
to restrict assault weapons exists, a question remains for the handgun restriction movement: How?” 2
Gun control supporters demanding a ban on “assault weapons” have also demanded a ban on
ammunition magazines that hold more than 10 rounds, most of which are designed for self-defense
handguns. These gun and magazine bans should be rejected because:
Reason #1: Semi-automatic firearms are not fully-automatic military machine guns. Gun control
supporters say that semi-automatic rifles like the AR-15 are “military-style assault weapons” designed for
“war” on “the battlefield.” But the military uses fully-automatic rifles, which are regulated as “machineguns”
by the National Firearms Act of 1934. The difference is that a fully-automatic firearm can fire repeatedly
and quickly as long as you hold down the trigger, but a semi-automatic, like any firearm other than a fullyautomatic, fires only once when you pull the trigger. To see videos showing the difference, and media
attempts to trick the public about it when gun-ban legislation is pending, visit this page on our
GunBanFacts website.
Reason #2: Semi-automatic firearms are not “more powerful” than other guns. Gun control
supporters call “assault weapons” (and all other firearms, for that matter) “high-powered.” However, a
firearm’s power is determined by the caliber (rifles and handguns) or gauge (shotguns) of its ammunition,
semi-automatic rifles and shotguns use the same ammunition as many other rifles and shotguns, and
semi-automatic handguns use ammunition comparable to revolver ammunition. So-called “assault
weapons” are much less powerful than many rifles used to hunt deer and other large game.
Reason #3: As the numbers of “assault weapons” and “large” magazines have soared to all-time
highs, violent crime has been cut in half. The nation’s total violent crime rate peaked in 1991. Since
then, it has decreased 49%, to a 41-year low, including a 52% drop in the nation’s murder rate, to a 48year low—nearly the lowest point in American history.3 Meanwhile, the number of the most popular
firearm that gun control supporters call an “assault weapon”—the AR-15 semi-automatic rifle—has risen
by 3.5 million, the number of all semi-automatic firearms has risen by about 50 million, and the total
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number of privately-owned firearms has risen by over 120 million. The number of new magazines that
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hold more than 10 rounds has risen by many tens of millions.
Reason #4: So-called “assault weapons” have never been used in more than a small percentage
of firearm-related violent crime. The study that Congress required of the federal “assault weapon” and
“large” magazine ban of 1994-2004 concluded that “the banned weapons and magazines were never
used in more than a modest fraction of all gun murders” even before the ban, and that the law’s 10-round
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limit on new ammunition magazines wasn’t a factor in multiple-victim or multiple-wound crimes. A followup study found “gunshot injury incidents involving pistols (which use magazines) were less likely to
produce a death than were those involving revolvers” (which don’t use magazines), and “the average
number of wounds for pistol victims was actually lower than that for revolver victims.”7 Police reports and
felon surveys have found that “assault weapons” are used in only 1%-2% of violent crimes.8 The vast

majority of firearms that gun control supporters call “assault weapons” are rifles, and there are 12 times
as many murders with knives, blunt objects (hammers, clubs, etc.), and “personal weapons” (hands, feet,
etc.), as with rifles of any type.9
Reason #5: “Assault weapon” and “large” magazine bans have not reduced crime. After its 1989
ban, California’s murder rate increased every year for five years, 26% overall. California banned more
guns in January 2000 and murder has since averaged 14% higher than the national rate. 10 The Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives says it can “in no way vouch for the validity”11 of Brady
Campaign’s claim12 –repeated by “assault weapon” ban campaigner Sen. Diane Feinstein (D-Calif.)13—
that the federal “assault weapon” law reduced crime. (Brady mischaracterized BATFE’s firearm chain-ofcommerce traces, which the Congressional Research Service says “are not accurate indicators” of
criminal gun use.14 Most guns that are traced have not been used to commit violent crimes, and most
guns used to commit violent crimes are never traced.15) Even the radical anti-gun group, Violence Policy
Center, said “You can’t argue with a straight face that the ban has been effective.” 16 The FBI does not list
guns or “gun control” as a “crime factor” and California doesn’t credit its “assault weapon” ban for the
state’s recent decrease in crime.17 Studies for the CDC, the National Academy of Sciences, and the
Library of Congress have found no evidence that “gun control” reduces crime. 18
Reason #6: Criminals could easily get around a limit on newly-manufactured magazines. As noted,
Americans already own tens of millions of magazines that hold more than 10 rounds. If the manufacture
of new such magazines were banned, the cost of pre-ban magazines would rise (as it did when the 1994
ban was imposed), but any criminal determined to have them would always be able to get them, including
by theft from law-abiding owners. A criminal could carry multiple limited-capacity magazines and use
them to reload a firearm quickly. A criminal could also carry multiple guns. A criminal could also resort to
a method other than a firearm.
Reason #7: Criminals could switch to more concealable guns. When the federal “large” magazine
ban of 1994-2004 was imposed, limiting the capacity of new magazines to 10 rounds, many gun owners
switched from full-size handguns holding between 13-17 rounds, to small “sub-compact” models holding
only 10 rounds. This is ironic, because the firearms that gun control supporters most wanted to see
banned from the 1970s until they refocused their energies on “assault weapons,” were compact
handguns, which (as a thinly veiled insult to the African-American community) they called “Saturday Night
Specials.”19
Reason #8: Criminals could switch to more powerful guns. Another response to the 1994 federal law
limiting new magazines to 10 rounds was the switch by many gun owners to handguns which, instead of
holding between 13-17 rounds of small-caliber handgun ammunition, held exactly 10 rounds of largecaliber handgun ammunition. As with the sub-compact 10-round models mentioned above, such
handguns are now commonplace.
Reason 9: The Second Amendment protects the right to semi-automatic firearms and magazines
designed for self-defense. Semi-automatic firearms were introduced in the late 1800s, and have been
popular for self-defense, hunting and target shooting for decades. As examples, the landmark KleckGertz survey of defensive firearms uses found that 40% of all such uses are performed with semiautomatic handguns,20 and all firearms used in the annual National Rifle and Pistol Matches are semiautomatic.21
Gun control supporters argue that the Founding Fathers could not have envisioned semi-automatic
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firearms, and thus the Second Amendment protects the right to own only 18 century firearms such as
muskets. However, the Supreme Court of the United States dismissed that notion in District of Columbia
v. Heller (2008), saying: “some have made the argument, bordering on the frivolous, that only those arms
in existence in the 18th century are protected by the Second Amendment. We do not interpret
constitutional rights that way. Just as the First Amendment protects modern forms of communication and
the Fourth Amendment applies to modern forms of search, the Second Amendment extends, prima facie,
to all instruments that constitute bearable arms, even those that were not in existence at the time of the

founding.”22 The court also declared that the Second Amendment guarantees “the individual right to
possess and carry weapons in case of confrontation,” and that a handgun ban was unconstitutional in
part because “handguns are the most popular weapon chosen by Americans for self-defense in the
home.” (Emphasis added.)
While a police officer can carry extra magazines on his duty belt, and have a rifle or shotgun in his patrol
car, and call for back-up, a private citizen attacked in a parking lot, or at home in the middle of the night,
will probably have only the magazine within the firearm. No one should be arbitrarily limited in the number
of rounds he or she can have for self-defense, especially when a police officer or sheriff’s deputy isn’t
there to help.
Reason 10: The slippery slope. Gun control supporters have attempted to apply the “assault weapon”
label to more and more semi-automatic firearms and, in some instances, even to pump-action firearms.23
California expanded its 1989 “assault weapon” ban in 2000. The 1989 ban’s sponsor in the state
assembly said that the 1989 ban "did what we wanted to do. We got our nose under the tent. We saw this
as a beginning.”24 As the federal “assault weapon” ban of 1994 was about to expire, a bill was introduced
in Congress to dramatically expand the number of firearms it banned, including all semi-automatic
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shotguns, the historic M1 Garand, and the M1 carbine. In 1993, Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.)
introduced “assault weapon” legislation to ban 19 firearms by name; in 2013, her bill proposes to ban
120.26 Some magazine limits have been arbitrarily set at 10 rounds, but limits of seven, six and even
three rounds have been suggested.27
For more information, visit www.GunBanFacts.com.
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