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Please remember that when using any of the ORSA Ranges, safety should be your number one concern. Everyone must be diligent in observing and correcting unsafe 
actions by anyone on the ranges. Also remember that you should always wear proper EYE and EAR protection regardless of whether you are shooting or just watching.

APPROXIMATELY 3000 MEMBERS

Range Work Rules
As a reminder regarding work being completed on the grounds at ORSA: 

If you are on a range shooting, or show up to a range to shoot, you are required to yield 
to anyone working on the ranges or property. This includes contractors and/or volunteers. 

Under no circumstances should you begin shooting, or continue shooting, on any range 
where a contractor or volunteer is working or shows up to perform any work activity - 

mowing, weed eating, maintenance, etc. 
HP maintenance Monday 8am-2pm and LR maintenance Monday 2pm-dusk. 

Thank you for your cooperation and abiding by this rule. -  ORSA BOD
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The ORSA Rifle and Pistol Club is Pleased to offer 
the NRA Certified Range Safety Officer Course

This course is open to all ORSA members who would like to earn this certificate and 
are willing to volunteer to serve as a RSO on the Rifle and Pistol Club ranges. 

The class will be held on Saturday, October 10  2026, from 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 
Part of the course will include Stop the Bleed, AED/CPR, and First Aid. John Barone, 

an NRA Chief RSO with decades of experience as well as Angi Agle, ORSA Chief RSO, 
will serve as instructors for this course. The Stop the Bleed and AED Training will be 

conducted by certified medical professional(s).

Applicants for the training must agree to commit to working at least one four-hour RSO tour each month 
on the Indoor Range and/or on the four Outdoor Ranges near the Indoor Range. Depending on the number 
of available RSO's, an additional tour may occasionally be necessary during a month.  The course will also 

include a detailed training in ORSA Rifle and Pistol Standard Operating Procedures on each range.
 

Class is limited to 20 participants on a first come-first served basis. Cost for the class is $30.00  which will 
include the training manual, and all materials. Drinks are available at the Indoor Range.  In addition, be sure 
to bring a snack lunch and some snacks as it will be a long day.  Upon completion of the class, you may or 
may not  elect to register your certificate with the NRA. NRA members pay a nominal fee.  Non-members 

will be able to register for a higher fee.

We may be outside for at least an hour, so dress accordingly.

For more information or to register please contact the course facilitator, 
John Barone, at johnnyb19@me.com.  Registration closes October 7, 2026.

https://www.orsaonline.org/
https://www.orsaonline.org/
https://www.orsaonline.org/become-a-member/
mailto:johnnyb19%40me.com?subject=
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Vice President Candidate 

My name is Alan Strachn, and I am running for the 
position of Vice President of ORSA.  I have a long 
history with ORSA having competed in my first 
High Power rifle match at ORSA in 1982 and joining 
ORSA in 1989.  Since joining, I have become a 
bondholder, have been the membership secretary 
for one year, and the President of the Rifle and 
Pistol Club for 8 years.  I have served as a match 
director, chief line officer, chief pit officer in our 
High Power rifles matches, currently serve as the 
Range Steward for the 1000 yard range, represent 
R&P in our new member orientations, and am an 
RSO at our sporting clays range.

I have held the following:
Master Classification NRA High Power Rifle
Master Classification NRA Long Range Rifle
AA Classification National Sporting Clays 
Association (not current)
Distinguished Marksman #1462
Level 2 Range Officer CMP

I competed in Action Pistol (before IDPA was 
created), have competed in Trap, and am still an 
active Skeet shooter.  As a business owner for 
45 years and employing up to 180 people, I also 
understand the business side of ORSA.

I would appreciate your consideration for Vice 
President of ORSA for the next two years.

Training Officer Candidate

Tom Little
ORSA # 46486      

I am asking for your support to be the Training 
Officer for ORSA. I really enjoy helping people 
have fun shooting and doing it safely.  We have 
an extraordinary facility to use.  I will work with 
leadership to help all of us have a safe and friendly 
place to shoot. I will work with all shooting 
disciplines to have classes to improve safety and 
proficiency. I have been teaching RSO classes at 
ORSA that are NRA certified as a Chief RSO.

•	 Life member NRA
•	 Chief Range Safety Officer NRA certified
•	 Pistol Instructor NRA  certified
•	 Rifle Instructor NRA certified
•	 Sporting Clays RSO
•	 Skeet RSO
•	 Captain US Army – 6 years’ service
•	 Hawk Missile Battery Commander
•	 S-3 of a Hawk Battalion
•	 Officer Advance course graduate 

	 ORSA holds elections every two years for the Board positions. The elections in the past were held 
at the annual Christmas Party. When our membership increased, the Christmas Party elections were 
not functional. In recent years we have mailed individual ballots with return postage paid envelopes 
to every member. The cost was large for printing and postage. So we have a policy that if there are no 
contested elections, then we don’t waste the funds for a mail in ballot. 
	 This year the President, Secretary, Treasurer, Membership Secretary, Roads & Grounds, Ex Officio 
members are all returning and unopposed.  The Vice President, Mike Madden and Training Officer, Ed 
Allen are stepping down. The two bios for each of the gentleman seeking those offices is included. 
They are running unopposed so there are no contested offices. 
	 Please if you see Mike Madden or Ed Allen, please pat them on the back for years of faithful 
service as Volunteers for ORSA. We wouldn’t have the club we do without the work of them and 
other volunteers. 
	  
	 -ORSA Board

ORSA Elections

https://www.orsaonline.org/
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ORSA Rifle and Pistol
“Open Range Day” at Highpower Range

Since becoming President, I have received several 
emails each month with requests “ How can I learn 
more about Long Range Shooting and what is 
required to shoot on the Long Range/Highpower 
Range (otherwise known as Charlie Smart Facility). 
As some may know, the range is open ONLY TO 
DOCUMENTED COMETITORS for competition or 
practice for competitions.  These competitions 
typically include NRA and/or Civilian Marksmanship 
Program (CMP) Games, Highpower rifle (service 
rifle), and Long Range(600-1000 yard) rifle matches.  
All are excellent but inherently different; an ORSA 
member MAY NOT simply go to the Highpower 
Range unless accompanied by at least one ORSA 
R & P Member who is a documented Competitor.

With that background, ORSA Rifle and Pistol 
is pleased to offer an “Open Range Day” on 14 
November which would allow Long Range Hunters or 
Members who might want to experience Highpower 
and/or Long Range beyond the 200yd Benchrest 
Range as an endeavor they might want to invest time 
and money.

The format will be as follows:

We will conduct a qualifying/mentoring clinic at 
the Benchrest Range on 7 November commencing 
at 0900.  This is designed to assist you with any 
questions about the capabilities of your equipment 
and assist you in development of your “DOPE” sheet. 
This is an excellent venue to ascertain if you and your 
equipment are ready to “make the jump” to the realm 
of Long Range Marksmanship. This is an important 
step as you must understand your equipment: 
ballistics, optics, and your own physical Limitations.

On the day of the day of the event:

1.	 Orientation at 0800; We will not hold up the 
Clinic for latecomers. 

2.	 18 participants max. Six squads of three (One 
Shooter, One Scorer, One Pulling Targets in the 
Pits). Each Squad will have a certified competitor 
mentoring each position on the firing line.

3.	 All shooting will be at 600-yd line. Be prepared to 
bring at least 20 rounds which have been tested 
at 200yd; this is not a place or time to “Sight-In 
Your Rifle!”

4.	 You will be required to rotate as Shooter, Scorer, 
and Target Puller.

5.	 At the end of the shooting portion of the event we 
will have grilled hamburgers, hot dogs, and Brats 
at the Club House! This will be a great opportunity 
to network with true competitors and discuss 
Programs, Gear and Gadgets, and network with 
fellow shooters.

6.	 After lunch, Volunteers will be shooting at the 
600-yard line. Participants are welcome to watch 
or “Work The Pits” and actually see the electronic 
ShotMarker target system in real time. This will a 
great opportunity to “watch the Experts”.

Prior to registering for this “Clinic”, it is incumbent 
for all to understand the following: Safety is NUMBER 
ONE; It is mandatory you bring an empty chamber 
indicator safety flag (ECI), as well as Eye and Ear 
Protection. In addition, you must follow the directions 
of the “Match Director” with no exceptions. 

We will only provide a benchrest: You will be required 
to bring your own chair, shooting accessories, and 
bags (or bipod) as well as a mat if you chose to shoot 
prone. (we do have club mats and sandbags for your 
use, but you will need to request these prior to the 
event (highly recommended). ORSA and coaches will 
supply spotting scopes.  All attendees are required to 
rotate as Shooter, Scorer, and Target Puller.

If interested or if you have questions, please send 
an email to Frank Ashby, ORSA R & P President; 
orsariflepistol@gmail.com

https://www.orsaonline.org/
mailto:orsariflepistol%40gmail.com?subject=


Junior Rifle Team Starting at ORSA

Rimfire Basic Rifle Clinic

ORSA will host a CMP Basic Rifle Clinic on 
Saturday, October 10th designed to help 
developing shooters build solid marksmanship 
fundamentals. Participants will learn how to 
improve shooting in the prone, sitting, and 
standing positions, along with basic sling use, 
sight alignment, and safe range procedures 
during sanctioned matches.
 
After the classroom portion, shooters head to 
the range for hands‑on instruction and guided 

firing in all three positions by participating in a 
Rimfire Sporter Match.

Space is limited. If you want to sharpen your 
skills, learn proper technique, or get started in 
CMP competition, this clinic is a great place to 
begin. 

For details, rifle eligibility, or registration, 
contact David at orsaclinic@gmail.com.

ORSA is preparing to restart a Junior Rifle 
Team for the 2026 and 2027 seasons. For 
competition purposes, juniors are defined as 
ages 12 to 20. Families considering participation 
should understand that team‑oriented shooting 
sports require regular practice, commitment to 
team activities, and steady hard work to make 
meaningful progress.
 
An initial informational meeting for interested 
juniors and parents will be held this fall. At that 
meeting, we will cover:

•	Team goals for the upcoming seasons
•	Practice schedules and training expectations
•	Equipment needs and what ORSA can provide

•	Coaching structure and safety requirements
•	Opportunities to compete at local, regional, 

and national events  
	  
Our goal is to build a program that develops safe 
gun‑handling skills, marksmanship fundamentals, 
personal discipline, and teamwork. No prior 
competitive experience is required, only a 
willingness to learn and participate.
 
More details, including the meeting date and 
registration information, will be announced soon. 
Families who would like to be added to the 
interest list can contact the program organizers 
directly at orsaclinic@gmail.com.

•	 Access to the Action Pistol range for practice requires participants to attend 
an AP Orientation session. Classes are held monthly at the AP building.

•	 Due to limited seating and health restrictions Walk-ins are not allowed.
•	 Use the link below to register for the AP orientation class of your choice.

https://practiscore.com/clubs/oak-ridge-sportsman-association

• • • ACTION PISTOL NEWS • • •
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mailto:orsaclinic%40gmail.com?subject=
mailto:orsaclinic%40gmail.com?subject=
https://practiscore.com/clubs/oak-ridge-sportsman-association
https://www.orsaonline.org/
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Rifle and Pistol is pleased to offer, 

Ladies’ Day at the Indoor Range 

Fridays from 9 a.m. to noon 
This is open to all women age 16 and up, beginner to expert.

For too long, many considered shooting sports 

to be a male-dominated arena. But we're here to 

tell you that's changing, and there's never been a 

better time for women to get involved.

Why Should Women Get Involved? 

•	 Empowerment: Mastering a firearm 

and hitting your target is an incredibly 

empowering experience. It builds self-

assurance and a sense of capability that 

extends beyond the range. 

•	 Focus and Concentration: Shooting 

sports require intense focus and mental 

discipline. It's a fantastic way to sharpen your 

concentration skills and clear your mind. 

 

•	 Community: The shooting sports community 

is welcoming and supportive. You'll find 

opportunities to connect with like-minded 

individuals, build friendships, and learn from 

experienced shooters.  Ladies’ Day is an ideal 

opportunity for us to make friends and help 

each other learn and improve at the range. 

•	 Self-Defense Skills: Whether your interest 

is sport shooting or self-defense training, 

familiarity with firearms and safe gun 

handling is a valuable foundation. Anyone 

who lives in a home with firearms should 

have a basic knowledge of how to safely load, 

clear, and use the weapon if needed. 

•	 It's Plain Fun! Let's be honest, hitting a target 

is satisfying! Shooting sports offer a unique 

and enjoyable way to challenge yourself, 

whether you choose to compete with others 

or simply improve your own score.

For more information, contact Angi Agle, 
865-272-9215 or ORSAladies@gmail.com

Attention Muzzleloader Enthusiasts

The ORSA Black Powder League is making some changes. We are taking the summer off. 
Starting in September we will resume on Saturday mornings. Our dates are as follows: 

10:00 a.m. on the competition range - September 26, October 24, and November 24.
We will shoot 4 flights of 5 rounds each at assorted National Muzzle Loading Rifle Association 

targets. We will be using both traditional muzzleloaders as well as modern in-line. 
We hope you can join us. 

For more information, please contact John Barone at johnnyb19@me.com

https://www.orsaonline.org/
mailto:ORSAladies%40gmail.com?subject=
mailto:johnnyb19%40me.com?subject=
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The Supreme Court is preparing to decide whether 
state and local governments may ban possession of 
the most popular rifle platform in America, the AR-
15.  Obviously, this is an extremely important case for 
Second Amendment supporters.  Justice Thomas has 
been pushing for the court to take up a case like this 
for years.  We begin with an article about how Justice 
Thomas views the Second Amendment.  The second 
article is long but offers a very comprehensive look at 
the arguments that will be made when the Supreme 
Court meets in December to consider this case.  

My last point for this month is to VOTE in the 
November elections.  If you care about how your state 
is run and how the last two years under President 
Trump continues, then YOU MUST VOTE. We must 
vote for keeping those that believe in the Constitution 
and the rule of law in office.  We must vote for state 
representatives that will finally make Tennessee a 
constitutional carry state and for a governor that is 
truly a Second Amendment supporter and who is not 
afraid to Lead the Tennessee Legislature to finally take 
action to support Tennessee gun owners.    

Clarence Thomas: The Second 
Amendment Assumes a Right— 
It Does Not Grant One
Ammoland Inc. Posted on September 16, 
2026 by Duncan Johnson Editor in Chief

Supreme Court Justice Clarence 
Thomas needed only a few sentences to expose the 
fundamental error behind most modern gun-control 
arguments: The right to keep and bear arms does not 
come from government.

Speaking with Senator Ted Cruz on the Verdict 
podcast, around minute 29, Thomas explained that 
the Constitution established the federal government, 
but it did not create the individual rights government 
was formed to protect.

“The Second Amendment says the right to bear arms 
shall not be infringed,” Thomas told Cruz. “It assumes 
a right. It doesn’t grant a right.”

The exchange was recently highlighted in a video 
published by Colion Noir. It is a short statement, 
but it draws a clear line between the American 
understanding of liberty and the permission-based 
system demanded by the gun-control lobby.

Americans do not receive the right to own or 
carry firearms from Congress, a state legislature, a 
licensing official or a judge. The right existed before 
those institutions. The Second Amendment tells the 
government what it may not do: infringe upon it.

Rights Come Before Government

Thomas made the statement while discussing why 
the Declaration of Independence remains essential to 
understanding the Constitution.

The Declaration establishes that rights come 
from God—or “nature’s God”—rather than from 
government. Individuals possess those rights first 
and then delegate limited authority to a government 
created to protect them.

If government grants a right, government can 
redefine, ration or revoke it. That is the theory behind 
firearm licensing systems, “may-issue” carry laws, 
discretionary permitting, bans on commonly owned 

firearms and endless lists of supposedly 
acceptable gun owners.

Under the Founders’ understanding, 
however, government is not the grantor. It 
is the party being restrained.

Thomas summarized the difference during 
the full interview with Cruz: Either citizens 

receive their rights and benefits from government, or 
citizens already possess their rights and government 
receives its authority from them.

Only the second view is compatible with the American 
constitutional system.

Thomas’s Point Is Already Part of Second Amendment 
Law

Thomas was not introducing a new legal theory. He 
was explaining in plain English what the Supreme 
Court has already recognized.

In District of Columbia v. Heller, the Court held that 
the Second Amendment codified a pre-existing 
individual right. It did not manufacture a new privilege 
in 1791 or limit arms to government-organized militia 
service.

https://www.orsaonline.org/
https://www.ammoland.com/2026/09/clarence-thomas-second-amendment-preexisting-right/
https://www.ammoland.com/2026/09/clarence-thomas-second-amendment-preexisting-right/
https://www.ammoland.com/author/duncan/
https://youtu.be/-f96Jk2AeSY?si=T4-f310rerhMI762&t=1740
https://www.youtube.com/shorts/7eeeNTwY3s0
https://www.youtube.com/shorts/7eeeNTwY3s0
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Thomas later wrote the majority opinion in New York 
State Rifle & Pistol Association v. Bruen, which held 
that ordinary, law-abiding Americans have the right to 
carry handguns publicly for self-defense.

Bruen also rejected the interest-balancing tests lower 
courts had used to uphold virtually any gun restriction 
placed before them. Once the Second Amendment’s 
text covers an individual’s conduct, that conduct is 
presumptively protected. The government must then 
prove that its restriction is consistent with the nation’s 
historical tradition of firearm regulation.

That burden follows naturally from Thomas’s 
explanation. Citizens do not have to prove that they 
need their rights. Government must justify its attempt 
to interfere with them.

The Court reinforced that principle in its 2026 
decision in Wolford v. Lopez, again describing self-
defense as the Second Amendment’s central concern 
and rejecting judge-created interest balancing.

Reconstruction Shows Why Armed Citizenship 
Matters

Thomas also connected the right to bear arms with 
Reconstruction and the adoption of the Fourteenth 
Amendment.

Following the Civil War, newly freed Black Americans 
faced intimidation, beatings, lynchings and murder 
from former Confederates and white-supremacist 
organizations. Thomas explained that the Radical 
Republicans understood that citizenship meant little 
if freedmen could not defend themselves from violent 
marauders.

The right to bear arms was not an abstract political 
theory. It was the practical means by which vulnerable 
Americans could protect their lives and families when 
authorities could not—or would not—protect them.

That history also destroys the gun-control movement’s 
effort to portray the Second Amendment as an 
obsolete privilege belonging only to militias or rural 
sportsmen. Armed self-defense was an indispensable 
civil right for Americans whose government 
repeatedly failed them.

Thomas closed the gun discussion with a story 

involving former Justice Stephen Breyer. After 
Breyer described a hypothetical confrontation with 
a machete-wielding robber and asked what Thomas 
would be doing on his porch, Thomas answered that 
he would be “cleaning my guns.”

The remark was humorous, but the underlying 
principle was not. Self-defense begins with the 
individual because criminals do not wait for 
government permission, police response times or 
licensing decisions.

Thomas’s podcast comments are not a new Supreme 
Court ruling or a prediction about any pending 
case. They are something equally valuable: a direct 
explanation of the principle that should govern every 
Second Amendment dispute.

The government did not give Americans the right to 
keep and bear arms. The Constitution commands the 
government to leave that right alone.

About Duncan Johnson:
Duncan Johnson is a lifelong firearms enthusiast and 
unwavering defender of the Second Amendment—
where “shall not be infringed” means exactly what it 
says.

Every Amicus Brief in Viramontes and Grant: 
Supreme Court Fight Over AR-15 Bans
Ammoland Inc. Posted on September 16, 2026 by 
Duncan Johnson Editor in Chief

This master article covers every amicus brief or 
corrected submission currently appearing on the 
Supreme Court dockets for Viramontes v. Cook 
County and Grant v. Higgins. It will be updated when 
briefs supporting Cook County and Connecticut are 
filed. 

The Supreme Court is preparing to decide whether 
state and local governments may ban possession of 
the most popular rifle platform in America.

In the consolidated cases of Viramontes v. Cook 
County and Grant v. Higgins, the Court will answer a 
direct question: “Whether the Second and Fourteenth 
Amendments guarantee the right to possess AR-15 
platform and similar semiautomatic rifles.”

The answer should be equally direct. AR-15-style rifles

https://www.orsaonline.org/
https://www.ammoland.com/2026/09/viramontes-grant-supreme-court-ar-15-amicus-briefs/
https://www.ammoland.com/author/duncan/
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are bearable arms, they are overwhelmingly owned 
for lawful purposes, and they are unquestionably 
in common use. That should end the constitutional 
inquiry.

Cook County, Illinois, and Connecticut nevertheless 
claim authority to prohibit these rifles based largely 
on cosmetic and ergonomic features such as pistol 
grips, adjustable stocks, barrel shrouds, and muzzle 
devices. Those features do not turn a semiautomatic 
rifle into a machine gun. They generally make a rifle 
easier, safer, or more comfortable for its lawful owner 
to operate.

The Supreme Court granted both petitions on June 
30, 2026, consolidated the cases, and directed that 
subsequent filings appear under Viramontes, No. 
25-238. Oral argument is scheduled for December 2, 
2026.

The challengers filed their opening merits brief on 
August 28. They argue that AR-15s are “arms” under 
the Second Amendment’s plain text, are commonly 
possessed by law-abiding Americans, and cannot be 
supported by any historical tradition of banning an 
entire class of ordinary rifles.

That position has received remarkable support. As of 
September 16, the docket contains over 40 merits-
stage amicus submission.

Here is what every amicus brief filed so far tells the 
Court:

	 The United States and Elected Officials

1.	 The United States 
 
The United States’ brief, filed by Solicitor General 
D. John Sauer, argues that AR-15s are “arms” 
and that history and Supreme Court precedent 
foreclose categorical bans on weapons in common 
lawful use. 
 
The government emphasizes that the longstanding 
and widespread legality of a type of arm is 
powerful evidence that law-abiding citizens 
possess it for lawful purposes. The Solicitor 
General has also asked to participate in oral 
argument, making the federal government’s 
support especially significant. 

2.	 Tennessee, Kansas and 25 Other States 
 
The 27-state brief argues that millions of 
Americans lawfully own AR-15s and comparable 
semiautomatic rifles for self-defense, hunting, 
sport, and other protected purposes. 
 
The states also point out that rifles are used in 
crime far less often than handguns and many 
other weapons. The states imposing these bans 
are the outliers—not the tens of millions of 
Americans who own the prohibited rifles. 

3.	 Senators Ted Cruz, Jim Justice, Mike Lee, Cynthia 
Lummis and Jim Risch 
 
The brief filed by five U.S. senators and two state 
legislators draws an essential distinction: “Assault 
weapon” is a statutory label, while “arms” is a 
constitutional category. 
 
A legislature may classify firearms for regulatory 
purposes, but it cannot define protected rifles 
out of the Second Amendment by attaching a 
politically loaded name to them. Constitutional 
protection depends on the firearm’s actual 
character and use—not a label invented by anti-
gun lawmakers. 

4.	 Members of Congress and the American Center 
for Law and Justice 
 
The ACLJ and congressional brief focuses on the 
Second Amendment’s militia language. 
 
It argues that military usefulness has historically 
supported constitutional protection. Ordinary 
citizens were expected to keep arms suitable for 
the common defense. Lower courts have turned 
that principle upside down by treating a rifle’s 
military utility as a reason to prohibit it. 
 
Law Enforcement and Public Safety 

5.	 National Sheriffs’ Association and Western States 
Sheriffs’ Association 
 
The sheriffs’ brief argues that law-abiding citizens 
need reliable defensive firearms and that AR-15s 
are among the most commonly owned rifles in the

https://www.orsaonline.org/
https://www.supremecourt.gov/docket/docketfiles/html/public/25-238.html
https://www.supremecourt.gov/docket/docketfiles/html/public/25-238.html
https://www.ammoland.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/08/Viramontes-Brief.pdf
https://www.ammoland.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/09/GovtAmicusBr-Viramontes.pdf
https://www.ammoland.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/09/Pro-gun-States-Amici-Brief-Viramontes.pdf
https://www.ammoland.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/09/Ted-Cruz-et-al-Amici-Brief.pdf
https://www.ammoland.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/09/Ted-Cruz-et-al-Amici-Brief.pdf
https://www.ammoland.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/09/Amicus-Brief-of-The-American-Center-for-Law-and-Justice.pdf
https://www.ammoland.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/09/National-Sheriffs-Assoc-Viramontes_Amicus-Document-August-31-2026-EFile.pdf
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country.
 
The associations warn that banning popular defensive 
arms also creates problems for law enforcement. 
Officers depend on armed citizens for cooperation, 
emergency assistance, and the immediate defense of 
homes and communities when police cannot arrive in 
time. 

6.	 Peace Officers Research Association of California 
and Other Law-Enforcement Groups 
 
The peace-officer brief attacks the claimed public-
safety justification for the bans. 
 
It argues that prohibited rifles account for an 
insignificant share of homicides and that credible 
studies have not established that “assault weapon” 
bans reduce violent crime, mass shootings, 
or threats to police officers. Criminals also 
overwhelmingly obtain firearms through sources 
unaffected by feature-based bans imposed on 
lawful purchasers. 
 
Firearms Data, Common Use and Criminal Misuse 

7.	 Professor William English and the Center for 
Human Liberty 
 
Professor William English’s amicus brief provides 
some of the strongest evidence that the targeted 
rifles are in common use. 
 
His 2026 National Firearms Survey estimates that 
25 percent of gun owners possess an AR-15-type 
rifle, while approximately 26.4 million adults own 
an AR-15 or a similarly styled semiautomatic rifle. 
The survey estimates that Americans possess 
approximately 60 million rifles falling within those 
combined categories. 
 
There is no honest way to describe an arm owned 
by tens of millions of Americans as “unusual.” 

8.	 National Shooting Sports Foundation 
 
The NSSF brief supplies manufacturing, 
ownership, and lawful-use evidence from the 
firearms industry. 
 
NSSF argues that semiautomatic rifles are widely 

owned for target shooting, competition, hunting, 
and defense. Because the rifles are plainly arms 
and commonly possessed for lawful purposes, 
the government cannot satisfy its burden by 
presenting policy objections to the Supreme 
Court’s common-use test. 

9.	 Professor Gary Kleck and FPC Action Foundation 
 
The Kleck and FPC Action Foundation brief warns 
courts against conflating semiautomatic-rifle bans 
with magazine restrictions. 
 
An AR-15 has one magazine well capable of 
accepting detachable magazines of different 
capacities. Its ability to accept a standard-capacity 
magazine does not create a separate class of 
rifle. The brief also argues that empirical evidence 
fails to support claims commonly made about 
magazine capacity and mass shootings. 

10.	The Buckeye Institute 
 
The Buckeye Institute’s brief attacks the 
fiction that repeating firearms and larger-
capacity magazines are unprecedented modern 
developments beyond the Second Amendment’s 
protection. 
 
The brief traces multishot firearms back 
approximately 400 years, documents the growth 
of magazine capacity during the 19th century, and 
discusses the invention of detachable magazines 
in the 1860s. Its broader point is straightforward: 
the Founders understood that arms technology 
would improve. The Constitution does not protect 
only the firearms technology available in 1791, 
and governments cannot strip a modern rifle of 
protection by portraying its capacity or operating 
system as historically unimaginable. 
 
Technical and Defensive-Use Evidence 

11.	 Ballistics Experts and Second Amendment Law 
Professors 
 
The ballistics brief directly confronts some of the 
most sensational claims made about AR-15s. 
 
The experts explain that semiautomatic rifles do 
not fire at the rate of machine guns, that common
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	 .223/5.56 ammunition is less powerful than many 	
	 traditional rifle cartridges, and that certain 		
	 centerfire rifle loads may penetrate common  
	 building materials less than handgun or shotgun 	
	 projectiles.
 
	 The brief also challenges the Second Circuit’s lurid  
	 claims about wound size and alleged decapitation.  
	 Constitutional analysis cannot rest on ballistics  
	 mythology. 

12.	 California Gun Rights Foundation, Danielle 
Jaymes and Use-of-Force Experts 
 
The use-of-force brief explains why Americans 
choose AR-15s for defense. 
 
The platform is controllable, accurate, easy to 
learn, and adaptable to shooters of different 
sizes and physical abilities. Those qualities can be 
particularly valuable to women, older gun owners, 
and people with limited upper-body strength. The 
brief notes that law enforcement selects similar 
rifles for many of the same practical reasons. 

13.	 Dr. Javier Herrera 
 
Dr. Javier Herrera’s brief places the individual gun 
owner at the center of the dispute. 
 
Herrera argues that the Second Amendment’s 
plain text protects his possession of commonly 
owned rifles inside his home. Historical regulations 
concerning unusual weapons or the manner in 
which arms were carried cannot justify a modern 
ban on keeping a common rifle on private 
property. 

14.	National African American Gun Association and 
Other Minority Gun-Owner Organizations 
 
The National African American Gun Association 
brief was joined by the Asian Pacific American 
Gun Owners Association, Liberal Gun Club, and 
Operation Blazing Sword–Pink Pistols. 
 
These organizations argue that members of 
minority communities have an especially strong 
interest in being able to defend themselves and 
their families. The same features demonized by 
gun-control advocates—including adjustable 

stocks and pistol grips—make rifles more useful 
to ordinary citizens defending themselves against 
violent attack. 
 
The Second Amendment’s Original Meaning 

15.	 Second Amendment Law Center 
 
The Second Amendment Law Center brief, 
authored by Stephen Halbrook, traces the AR-15 
through more than a century of semiautomatic-
rifle development. 
 
It explains that the civilian Colt AR-15 Sporter was 
classified as a semiautomatic rifle—not a machine 
gun—and argues that “assault weapon” has no 
objective or constitutional meaning. The historical 
record contains no tradition of banning ordinary 
rifles possessed by the public. 

16.	Second Amendment Institute, Tyler Yzaguirre 
and Carlos Ayala 
 
The Second Amendment Institute brief argues that 
the militia purpose confirms rather than narrows 
the individual right. 
 
The common defense includes resistance to 
invasion, insurrection, and usurpation. Arms 
suitable for that purpose sit near the core of the 
Second Amendment. Lower courts inverted Miller 
by treating an arm’s suitability for militia service as 
a reason to ban it. 

17.	 Dr. Angus McClellan and Original-Meaning 
Organizations 
 
The McClellan brief examines the historical 
meaning of “dangerous and unusual.” 
 
The phrase generally concerned the threatening 
manner in which arms were carried or displayed, 
not a legislative power to prohibit possession 
of whatever weapons politicians considered 
dangerous. At the Founding, ordinary militia arms 
could not be banned merely because they were 
effective. 

18.	 Hawaii Rifle Association 
 
The Hawaii Rifle Association brief similarly argues
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that “dangerous and unusual” historically 
described conduct with weapons rather than an 
intrinsic category of prohibited arms.

Affray laws punished going armed in a manner 
calculated to terrorize the public. They did not 
authorize the government to outlaw possession of 
a common weapon inside the home.

19.	Hawaii Firearms Coalition 
 
The Hawaii Firearms Coalition brief argues that 
AR-15s are weapons citizens may possess, train 
with, and use for self-defense or militia service. 
 
The coalition also maintains that the Second 
Amendment’s textual coverage extends to arms 
and the equipment necessary to use them. 
Historical affray restrictions regulated misconduct, 
not ownership. 

20.	G. Antaeus B. Edelsohn 
 
Edelsohn’s amicus brief emphasizes the 
military and militia purposes recognized in the 
constitutional text. 
 
It documents America’s longstanding practice of 
encouraging citizens to possess and train with 
rifles suitable for militia duty, including through 
civilian-marksmanship programs. The brief also 
explains why technological development does 
not remove modern arms from constitutional 
protection. 

21.	 Cato Institute 
 
The Cato Institute brief argues that AR-15s are 
overwhelmingly chosen for lawful purposes and 
are particularly suitable for service in the reserve 
militia. 
 
Cato rejects the notion that military usefulness 
becomes constitutionally disqualifying. A common 
rifle useful for both individual defense and the 
common defense falls squarely within the Second 
Amendment. 

22.	Landmark Legal Foundation 
 
The Landmark Legal Foundation brief argues that 

both lower courts misapplied Bruen by refusing 
to treat AR-15s as arms and by relieving the 
governments of their historical burden. 
 
Founding-era affray laws and other restrictions on 
carrying weapons cannot support prohibitions on 
possessing an entire category of common rifles. 

23.	Michigan Coalition for Responsible Gun Owners 
 
The MCRGO brief stresses that the Second 
Amendment recognizes a preexisting right and 
limits government power. 
 
Reconstruction-era laws disarming particular 
people do not establish a historical tradition 
of banning classes of arms. Neither military 
resemblance nor generalized claims of 
dangerousness can carry the governments’ 
burden. 

24.	Minnesota Gun Owners and Colorado State 
Shooting Association 
 
The Minnesota and Colorado organizations’ 
brief examines the AR-15’s military origin and 
subsequent civilian development. 
 
It argues that American small-arms development 
has always crossed between military, commercial, 
and civilian use. The AR-15’s lineage and 
usefulness are evidence supporting constitutional 
protection—not an excuse for prohibition. 
 
Common Use and the Lower Courts 

25.	NRA Civil Rights Defense Fund 
 
The NRA Civil Rights Defense Fund brief presents 
a straightforward argument: the AR-15 is an “arm,” 
and the Second Amendment precludes bans on 
arms in common use for lawful purposes. 
 
Lower courts have manufactured additional 
tests to avoid that result. Nothing in Heller 
authorizes judges to decide that a popular arm is 
insufficiently necessary for self-defense. 

26.	National Rifle Association, American Suppressor 
Association and Independence Institute
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The NRA-led brief traces five centuries of 
development in repeating firearms.
 
It demonstrates that the Founders knew weapons 
technology would improve and did not freeze the 
Second Amendment at the single-shot musket. 
Modern semiautomatic rifles remain protected just 
as modern communications remain covered by the 
First Amendment.

27.	Gun Owners of America and Allied Organizations 
 
The GOA-led brief argues that modern 
semiautomatic rifles are indisputably in common 
use and that the case can be resolved under 
existing Supreme Court precedent. 
 
Once the rifles are shown to be bearable 
arms possessed by ordinary Americans, the 
governments must identify a historical tradition 
supporting their bans. Policy arguments and 
judicial interest balancing cannot substitute for 
that missing history. 

28.	National Association for Gun Rights and Texas 
Gun Rights 
 
The NAGR brief addresses attempts to prohibit 
protected arms indirectly by banning their 
components. 
 
The Second Amendment necessarily protects 
magazines and functional firearm parts that 
facilitate the lawful exercise of the right. A 
government cannot evade the Constitution by 
dividing a protected rifle into components and 
regulating them separately. 

29.	New York State Rifle & Pistol Association and 
Allied Organizations 
 
The NYSRPA brief argues that Miller and Heller 
already decide the case. 
 
Common use and militia utility describe 
overlapping characteristics of protected arms. 
The brief rejects attempts to transform Heller’s 
discussion of M16 rifles into a rule disfavoring 
every civilian firearm with military ancestry. 

30.	Illinois State Rifle Association 

The ISRA brief documents the Seventh Circuit’s 
continued reliance on tests incompatible with 
Heller and Bruen. 
 
Those judicial inventions include asking whether 
the arm was common at the Founding, whether 
citizens have alternative means of self-defense, 
and whether judges perceive a sufficient militia 
connection. The Constitution allows none of those 
escape routes. 

31.	 Second Amendment Defense and Education 
Coalition and Aurora Sportsmen’s Club 
 
The SADEC brief openly addresses lower-court 
resistance to Supreme Court precedent. 
 
It asks the Court to provide unmistakable 
instructions to the Second and Seventh Circuits 
and to use its supervisory authority when lower 
courts continue applying doctrines incompatible 
with Heller, Bruen, and the Court’s other Second 
Amendment decisions. 

32.	Eleven State-Based Firearms Advocacy 
Organizations 
 
The state-organization brief asks the Court to 
clarify the common-use test. 
 
It argues that the term “arms” must first be 
defined according to the Second Amendment’s 
text. Courts may not use a distorted version of the 
“dangerous and unusual” doctrine to erase textual 
coverage or place the burden on gun owners. 

33.	Advancing American Freedom and Allied 
Organizations 
 
The Advancing American Freedom brief 
emphasizes that the Second Amendment is a limit 
on government power—not an obstacle officials 
may balance away. 
 
The brief asks for a clear decision defining the 
protection owed to common rifles so states and 
lower courts cannot continue inventing new 
workarounds. 
 
Feature-Based Bans and Legislative Evasion
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34.	Knox Williams of the America First Policy 
Institute 
 
Williams’ amicus brief explains how feature tests 
draw nonsensical distinctions between functionally 
identical rifles. 
 
Stocks, bayonet lugs, pistol grips, and other 
targeted characteristics are not modern inventions 
unknown to American history. Lawmakers use 
these features to manufacture a prohibited 
category without showing that the resulting 
firearms operate differently from other lawful 
semiautomatic rifles. 

35.	Palmetto State Armory and Firearms Regulatory 
Accountability Coalition 
 
The PSA and FRAC brief explains that the AR-15 
is a family of rifles incorporating commonly used 
components and configurations. 
 
The Court must prevent governments from 
formally recognizing constitutional protection 
for the AR-15 while effectively banning it through 
restrictions on its ordinary features. Otherwise, 
hostile lawmakers will simply prohibit the rifle 
piece by piece. 

36.	American Firearms Association and State 
Affiliates 
 
The American Firearms Association brief argues 
that the challenged laws ban numerous firearms 
that were already commonly owned before the 
prohibitions took effect. 
 
It also urges the Court to treat the laws as facially 
unconstitutional. Narrow relief for individual 
models or plaintiffs would leave the same 
unconstitutional machinery in place. 

37.	California Rifle & Pistol Association and Allied 
Plaintiffs 
 
The CRPA brief argues that constitutional 
protection includes the ordinary means of keeping, 
using, feeding, and maintaining a firearm. 
 
Because AR-15s are designed to use detachable 
magazines, courts cannot pretend the rifles and 

their magazines are constitutionally unrelated. 
CRPA asks the Court to provide guidance 
applicable to pending magazine-ban litigation, 
including Duncan v. Bonta. 

38.	Association of New Jersey Rifle & Pistol Clubs, 
GOAL and New Jersey Firearms Owners 
Syndicate 
 
The ANJRPC-led brief addresses similar 
prohibitions in New Jersey and Massachusetts. 
 
It asks the Court to clarify how the ruling applies 
to magazine bans and to control the level of 
abstraction courts use when searching for 
historical analogues. A restriction on carrying a 
weapon in a particular manner cannot be inflated 
into historical support for banning possession 
altogether. 

39.	Commonwealth Second Amendment 
 
The Commonwealth Second Amendment 
brief uses Massachusetts’ expanding “copies 
or duplicates” ban to illustrate the real target: 
firearms development and innovation. 
 
The brief warns against allowing governments 
to label modern improvements exceptionally 
dangerous. Protection cannot disappear every 
time a manufacturer makes a lawful arm more 
accurate, adaptable, or effective. 

40.	Rocky Mountain Gun Owners 
 
The Rocky Mountain Gun Owners submission 
warns that governments may replace direct bans 
with licensing and prior-permission schemes. 
 
Using Colorado’s permit-to-purchase system as 
an example, RMGO argues that states cannot 
accomplish indirectly what the Constitution 
forbids them from doing directly. The Court 
must issue an administrable rule that blocks both 
outright bans and transparent evasions. 

41.	Huang Tiange, Corey Biazzo and Other Individual 
Amici 
 
The corrected Huang and Biazzo submission 
argues that legislative “assault weapon”
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classifications do not describe a distinct functional 
category of arms.
 
Feature-based definitions do not reliably track 
firing function, lethality, or rate of fire. The brief 
also places the dispute within the Supreme Court’s 
continuing correction of decades in which lower 
courts underprotected the Second Amendment.
 
Hunting and Protection for Other Arms

42.	U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance Foundation and Safari 
Club International 
 
The sportsmen’s brief documents the lawful use 
of semiautomatic rifles for hunting and wildlife 
management. 
 
Hunters have used semiautomatic rifles for more 
than a century. AR-15s are particularly useful 
for predator control, varmints, and many forms 
of medium-game hunting. Hunting is a lawful 
purpose protected by the Second Amendment, 
even though self-defense remains its central 
component. 

43.	Knife Rights and Knife Rights Foundation 
 
The Knife Rights brief stresses that the Court’s 
common-use rule applies to every arm covered by 
the Second Amendment—not firearms alone. 
 
Commonality should be measured nationally, 
and the government bears the burden of proving 
that an arm is both dangerous and unusual. The 
constitutional principle decided here will affect 
knives and other bearable arms as well as rifles. 
 
Anti-Gun Briefs Styled as Supporting Neither 
Party 

44.	Professor Akhil Reed Amar 
 
Professor Akhil Reed Amar formally filed his 
brief in support of neither party, but its proposed 
constitutional framework is hostile to the full 
protection of the right to keep and bear arms. 
 
Amar does recommend reversing the judgment 
against the Viramontes challengers. He concludes 
that AR-15s are proper weapons for lawful self-

defense and notes that most states do not 
seriously restrict them. That conclusion, however, 
comes attached to a request that the Court 
abandon or substantially weaken the Bruen 
framework. 
 
Instead of enforcing the Second Amendment as 
an enumerated right according to its text and 
historical meaning, Amar would place heavy 
weight on contemporary state-law counting. 
Under his approach, constitutional protection 
could depend on how many state legislatures 
currently respect a particular exercise of the right. 
 
The danger becomes unmistakable when Amar 
turns to magazines. He claims that an ordinary 
citizen does not need a 30-round magazine 
for “ordinary self-protection,” urges the Court 
to consider how many states currently impose 
magazine limits, and suggests allowing additional 
states to join what he calls the “magazine-
restricting club.” He even warns the Court to 
“think twice” before striking down magazine bans 
nationwide. 

45.	United States Conference of Catholic Bishops 
 
The United States Conference of Catholic Bishops 
also labels its brief as supporting neither party. 
In substance, it is an anti-gun brief defending the 
power of state and local governments to restrict 
firearms. 
 
The USCCB argues that historical tradition and 
Catholic social teaching support allowing elected 
officials to impose “focused regulation” on 
weapons they believe create exceptional dangers 
to innocent life and public peace. It praises 
local authority, characterizes certain firearms 
as exceptionally lethal, and cites lower-court 
decisions that upheld bans on commonly owned 
semiautomatic rifles. 
 
The bishops never squarely ask the Court to 
uphold the Cook County and Connecticut bans, 
but the argument supplies those governments 
with precisely the interest-balancing rationale 
they need. Whether a legislature believes a rifle 
is unusually dangerous cannot displace the 
constitutional test. The Second Amendment is not 
subject to a local-government veto, and Catholic
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social teaching cannot alter the original public 
meaning of “shall not be infringed.”
 
Whatever position appears on the cover, the 
USCCB brief asks the Court to preserve legislative 
discretion over constitutionally protected arms.

 
The Constitutional Case Is Overwhelming
 
The 45 briefs differ in emphasis, but the core case 
against AR-15 bans is remarkably consistent.
 
AR-15s are arms. Tens of millions of Americans own 
them. They are used for defense, training, competition, 
hunting, recreation, and the common defense. 
Semiautomatic rifles have been lawfully possessed 
for generations, and the government cannot produce 
a historical tradition of banning ordinary rifles from 
American homes.
 
The rifles are not machine guns. A pistol grip does 
not change their rate of fire. An adjustable stock does 
not make them uniquely lethal. A muzzle brake does 
not erase constitutional protection. A detachable 
magazine is not a loophole in the Bill of Rights.
 
The lower courts reached the opposite result by 
avoiding the Supreme Court’s precedents. Some 
treated military utility as a constitutional defect. 
Others imported interest balancing, exaggerated 
the rifles’ ballistics, or compared possession bans to 
historical laws regulating the threatening misuse or 
public carry of weapons.
 
Those approaches cannot be reconciled with Heller 
or Bruen. Nor can they be reconciled with the text the 
Justices will confront when oral argument begins on 
December 2: “the right of the people to keep and bear 
Arms, shall not be infringed.”
 
Cook County and Connecticut’s supporting amici will 
have their opportunity to defend the bans after the 
respondents file their merits briefs. This article will be 
updated to include those filings.
 
But the first wave has already established the central 
fact of these cases: the AR-15 is not some exotic arm 
lurking beyond the Second Amendment’s boundaries. 
It is the modern American rifle, commonly chosen 
by the very people whose right the Constitution 
commands the government to respect.

About Duncan Johnson:
Duncan Johnson is a lifelong firearms enthusiast and 
unwavering defender of the Second Amendment—
where “shall not be infringed” means exactly what it 
says.
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