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“‘Saturday Night Special” equals a
handgun that is ‘‘cheap, easily concealable,
unsafe, readily obtainable, non-sporting, and
preferred by criminals.” _

We've all heard that before. But what
do those words mean? '

CHEAP—What is cheap? Is it $507 Is |

it $140? What prevents a cheap handgun from
becoming an expensive handgun through a
simple price rise? Wherever the line is drawn,
any law that banned a particular make and
model of handgun on the basis of its low price
would discriminate against the poor. It would
allow only the people who could afford an
“expensive handgun’” the means to self-
defense in their home, while denying those of
little wealth that same means to defend them-
selves, their family, and their homes. Such a
measure denies a large segment of law-
abiding citizens the right to equal protection
under the law.

EASILY CONCEALABLE—Literally any
handgun made today is easily concealable. If
concealability has anything to do with bulk,

barrel length, or weight, any of those factors
can be altered within minutes by criminals.
Any criminal could make a firearm more con-
cealable by sawing the barrel or altering its
other features. The provisions of any such
arbitrary length or size requirement definition
would only apply to the law-abiding.

The pitfall of accepting ‘““‘concealabil-
ity”’ as a criterion for banning any category
of handgun was recently demonstrated by the
U.S. Supreme Court. In U.S. v. Powell (No. 74-
844), handed down December 2, 1975, the
Court held that a sawed-off shotgun with an
overall length of 22 inches was a firearm ‘‘ca-
pable of being concealed’ on an average per-
son and is therefore covered by a Federal

law forbidding the mailing of concealable
weapons.







NONSPORTING—This is perhaps the
most meaningless and misleading of any of
the so-called definitions of “Saturday Night
Special’”’ proposed. It makes the assumption
that there is no lawful reason to own a firearm
for self-defense. In the Second Amendment of
the Constitution there is no mention of “‘sport-
ing arms.”” The drafters of the Constitution—
had they meant for Americans to hold the right
to private ownership of firearms only for sport-
iIng purposes—would have put it that way: “A
well regulated militia, being necessary to the
security of a free state, the right of the people

to keep and bear sporting arms only shall not
be infringed.”” They didn’t say it that way.
The majority of the 50-million handguns
now held by individual Americans are owned
for the purpose of self defense. It has been
estimated that nearly 2.5-million new hand-
guns are manufactured and sold (under care-
ful Federal scrutiny) into legal channels. Most
of those firearms are bought by law-abiding

- citizens for the lawful purpose of defending

themselves and their families against deadly
force in their homes. Any such “nonsporting”
designation would deny them that right.
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FOR CRIMINAL USE—This phrase, or
the phrases, “often used in crime,” or “pre-
ferred by criminals,” is simply not supportable.

Criminals will use whatever weapons they can

get—whether they be long-barreled, heavy,
safe, large caliber, pistols or revolvers—or |if
they be small caliber, alloy-frame, low melting

point guns.
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All hand guns, then . . . all firearms.
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