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			Advance Praise for The Armed Jew

			“Professor Adam Fuller’s The Armed Jew is a welcome contribution to buttress the truism that citizens have a right to protect themselves and their communities with firearms. Jews are a target of terrorist attacks in Israel, France, and, yes, the United States. This book explores why it is prudent and moral for American Jews to arm and defend themselves.”

			—Attorney Stephen P. Halbrook, 
Author of Gun Control in the Third Reich: 
Disarming the Jews and “Enemies of the State”

			“If you’re a Jew unsure about buying a gun, this book will help make up your mind. If you’re one of the vast majority of Jews for whom the Second Amendment is anathema, it will give you second thoughts. If you’re already an armed Jew, you’ll want to give copies to your friends in the first two categories: The Armed Jew is comprehensive, carefully documented, and convincing. It should be on every Jew’s night table, along with a .38 Special.”

			—Hesh Kestin, Prize-Winning Author of 
The Siege of Tel Aviv and The Wrong Jew—
Defeating Those Who Want Us Dead

			“Professor Fuller reminds all freedom-loving people to ‘Never Forget’ that firearms play a critical role in preserving individual and societal freedoms. The Jewish people’s historical relationship with firearms is important to understand when trying to make sense of the tragedies that befell them, but such lessons are too often absent from many educational institutions and rarely discussed in the mainstream media. The Armed Jew seeks to fill this void with important historical facts and memorable stories of Jewish heroism enabled by access to and use of firearms.”

			—Mark W. Smith, 
Bestselling Author, Israel Disarmed
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			Dedicated in memory of my favorite cousin, 
the late Bob Lubin (1950–2011), a proud Jew, proud American, and proud gun owner.

			 

		

	
		
			 

			 

			Jewish American Gun Laws

			If someone comes to kill you, rise and kill him first.

			—The Talmud

			A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.

			—The Constitution of the United States
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			Part 1

			Getting Serious About Self-Defense

		

	
		
			The Hamas terrorist attack on Israel on October 7, 2023, was the rude awakening I needed to start practicing what I had long been preaching. Like most American Jews, I grew up in a family that did not have guns in the house. Although I had a cousin who was a gun enthusiast, my immediate family never had firearms around. My dad was never opposed to them in concept but just never felt it necessary to get one in the house. As long as I can remember, my mother, a vocal opponent of hunting and private gun ownership, always considered guns to be symbolic more of death and destruction than of peace and freedom. So, for me, getting my first firearm felt like a significant breach of the family way of life.

			Before I became a gun owner myself, I was always a strong Second Amendment supporter. I liked the idea in theory, but in practice, it was for other people. I advocated for Jews in general to bear arms as a response to anti-Semitic assaults. In January 2020, after the winter 2019 outbreak of attacks on Jews in the American Northeast, I authored an opinion piece for The Jewish Press called, “Let’s Get Serious About Self-Defense.” In that article, I wrote:

			After the Pittsburgh Tree of Life and Poway Chabad shootings, and with the increasing number of attacks against Jews in New York, it is clear that Jews are not necessarily safer and freer in America than in illiberal countries. Anti-Semites exist in every society and we cannot escape them. What we can do, though, is be more prepared.1

			But it was not until four years later that I would take my own advice and properly prepare myself. After Operation Al-Aqsa Flood, called so by Hamas, when its terrorists murdered one thousand two hundred Israeli civilians and took hundreds of others hostage on October 7, it began to sink into my mind that I was in a perilous position even here in the seemingly quiet American heartland and Rust Belt city of Youngstown, Ohio. I had just been tapped to direct my university’s Jewish Studies program, and as the co-founder of the Jewish Studies Zionist Network, people in the community knew I was a Zionist activist. It started to dawn on me that with all the proliferating anti-Semitism in America, doing these things without a gun for personal defense is like jumping out of an airplane without a parachute.

			I teach political science. As the attack on Israel was a major international incident heavily covered in the news, I discussed it with my students. I remember listening in horror as one Palestinian student in that class spoke out tumultuously to justify the barbarism that Hamas had committed against innocent people. About a week or so after October 7, it was announced in the local newspapers that a chapter of Students for Justice in Palestine (SJP) would be launching a chapter on my campus. When the national SJP office declared the following Thursday to be a “National Day of Resistance,” and that Friday, Hamas planned its “National Day of Jihad,” I had to make sure I had campus police ready to escort me if I felt I needed them. Although I never did call them for protection, I was very jittery during those two days. I remember feeling overcome with panic when I went to the parking lot to go home and turned the ignition on of my car. I was paranoid that as soon as I turned that key, my car would explode and me along with it.

			Nothing happened to me, at least not physically. But mentally, the frightening week I endured obliterated my complacency. I decided then and there to get some guns for home protection and to carry one wherever it is legal. I called up Joe, one of my former students from years before, who I knew was a gun aficionado and a competitive pistol shooter. Excited to help me, he declared: “No problem! I’ll set you right up and teach you the ropes!” He took me to a local gun shop and helped me pick out my first gun, a Smith & Wesson revolver. Then, I started going to his farm for target practice.

			Not to toot my own horn, but I am a surprisingly good marksman. I say “surprisingly” because as more of a nerdy intellectual, I am not generally very adept at physical things. It came as a pleasant revelation to me that not only can I do this, but I can do it well. I later took the requisite training course and obtained my Ohio Concealed Carry Permit. I now carry a gun wherever I can do so legally.

			When I brought my first gun home, I felt an intense foreboding and feeling of shame for even having it in my possession, as if I was doing something very unscrupulous by keeping a deadly weapon. For the uninitiated in the “gun culture,” guns feel like treacherous poison, possessing a certain kind of evil agency of their own. When I started carrying it in public, it was constantly on my mind that I was carrying around unacceptable contraband, as if I had a golden calf under my coat that would offend the Almighty.

			But I want to set the minds at ease of my non–gun owning readers who have a notion of getting one. This misplaced apprehension will go away fast as you become more comfortable with your gun. I promise you that it will not take long for that to happen. Not only will the anxiety wither away, but you will also even feel much safer and more empowered when you have it. You will feel more control over your own survival.

			You will also begin to take the right to bear arms far more personally than you ever did before. While I was always a supporter of the Second Amendment, I never felt so moved to defend this freedom as vociferously as when I became a gun owner myself. When politicians and pundits want to come for the people’s guns or in any other way restrict our fundamental natural right to bear arms, they want to usurp my personal security and hinder my autonomy.

			Second, when you become a gun owner, you will want other people to exercise the right to bear arms too. You want there to be more gun owners along with you. I very much want as many good, responsible, law-abiding people as possible to bear arms in American society. Most gun owners I know feel the same way. We believe very strongly that an armed public is a safer public. And this is especially true in Jewish communities. The more responsible and trained gun owners we have in our congregations, community centers, day schools, yeshivas, and even just our homes, the less susceptible we will be to facing another tragic massacre against us. And likewise, Israel needs to stop disarming victims of terrorism. The Israeli government needs to lift its absurd restrictions on citizens’ gun ownership, or else there will be more deadly incursions like the one on October 7, 2023.

			As I will discuss at greater length in the forthcoming pages, when it comes to the political debate about firearms, American Jews overwhelmingly favor stricter gun control. In fact, I have talked to many throughout my life who even go so far as to say that the Second Amendment should be repealed in its entirety. That is deeply disturbing because the right to bear arms was enshrined in the Bill of Rights precisely for people like the Jews. By that, I mean minority populations who endure persecution both from other citizens and from their own governments. William Blackstone, who was arguably the most respected jurist by the Constitution’s framers, said in Commentaries on the Laws of England that people “having arms for their defense” is “the natural right of resistance and self-preservation when the sanctions of society and laws are found insufficient to restrain the violence of oppression.”2

			Thus, I seek to convince as many Jews as possible not to be afraid of firearms. I want more Jews to embrace them and become responsible gun owners. While guns may seem anathema to Jewish culture, they really are no less Jewish than lox and bagels. Guns have, in fact, been integral to the Jewish experience for centuries. They have protected Jews from persecution and have, in social scenarios, even been the basis of our unifying bond with each other. When you obtain a gun, you are not doing anything that is foreign to Jewish heritage or normative beliefs. On the contrary, it is a violation of the Jewish imperative of Pikuach Nefesh, “saving a life,” to allow irrational fear of an inanimate tool to stand in the way of your Jewish obligation to defend yourself, your family, and your community.

			
			
			
		

	
		
			Chapter 1

			The Unarmed Jew

			On the morning of August 10, 1999, white supremacist Buford O. Furrow, Jr., walked into a Jewish Community Center (JCC) in Granada Hills, California, carrying a machine gun and opened fire. His shooting spree wounded five people, including four minors. He was later apprehended by law enforcement in Nevada after he murdered a mailman with a pistol. The incident galvanized the gun control movement and directly inspired the grassroots “Million Mom March” that took place on the National Mall in Washington, DC, in May 2000.

			Since the shooting at the JCC in 1999, there have been countless mass shootings at Jewish facilities. There was a shooting at a JCC in Seattle in 2006, by Naveed Afzal Haq, who shouted, “I’m a Muslim American! I’m angry at Israel!” It led to one death and several wounded and a hostage standoff with a SWAT team. In 2009, there was a shooting by an eighty-eight-year-old white supremacist, James Wenneker von Brunn, at the Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington, DC, which caused the death of a police officer.

			The two shootings at Jewish institutions that were most notable for their size and scope were the massacres at the Tree of Life synagogue in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in October 2018, and the Chabad congregation in Poway, California, in April 2019. Taking place in Pittsburgh’s Squirrel Hill neighborhood during Shabbat services, the Tree of Life shooting was the deadliest of all single-day massacres against Jews in American history. Eleven people were murdered and six were badly wounded by white supremacist Robert Gregory Bowers, who had used three Glock .357 magnum pistols and a Colt AR-15. Five months later, during services on the final day of Passover in San Diego’s suburb, nineteen-year-old white supremacist John Earnest entered the Chabad Lubavitch synagogue, a shul I have prayed in myself, as it is just a few miles down the road from where I grew up, and killed a woman and badly injured another three people, including the rabbi, with an AR-15-style rifle.

			But Pittsburgh and Poway are not the first mass shootings motivated by anti-Semitism in recent years. In 2014, there was one at the JCC and Jewish retirement community in Overland Park, Kansas, in which three people died. A former Klansman and neo-Nazi Frazier Glenn Miller, Jr., had come in from nearby Missouri with a handgun and a Remington shotgun. On July 4, 2022, Robert Crimo III stood on the roof of a building in Highland Park, Illinois, with a Smith & Wesson M&P AR–style rifle and killed seven people and injured thirty more in an Independence Day parade. While the event was not specifically Jewish-related, there is good reason to believe that twenty-three-year-old Crimo had some anti-Semitic intentions due to the high concentration of Jews in this Chicago suburb and given some of Crimo’s social media posts in which he indicated that he did not like Jews. Five of the seven people killed were either Jewish or members of Jewish families. During Passover, Crimo had also been seen earlier inside Central Avenue Synagogue, where I have also prayed because my cousin Yossi is the rabbi. Crimo was deemed suspicious and asked to leave.1

			The list of shootings and other forms of physical assault is seemingly endless. The Tree of Life massacre was not the last time the Jewish community in Pittsburgh’s Squirrel Hill neighborhood were threatened with violent assault. In July 2024, a Lebanese and American dual citizen, Mohamad Hamad, and his accomplice Talya Lubit, acting as Hamas operatives, tested explosives in a plot to firebomb synagogues in Squirrel Hill. Luckily, their plot was thwarted by the FBI after they vandalized the Chabad facility there.2

			There have been countless other planned attacks, some that were carried out, and many that were foiled by intelligence agencies. Most of the incidents nationwide have been against individuals rather than large numbers of people, but all these incidents added together amount to high death and injury tolls. Moreover, not all victims of the shootings at Jewish institutions have been Jewish: All three victims of the Overland Park JCC shooting were gentiles.

			Such violent attacks are not carried out just with guns. Countless times, perpetrators used their hands, fists, and feet to attack innocent Jewish bystanders. There has also been a myriad of stabbings with knives, including the infamous 2019 machete attack by Grafton Thomas in a Hasidic synagogue in Monsey, New York, on the seventh night of Hanukkah, which critically injured five people. Jewish pedestrians have been deliberately hit by automobiles; there have been numerous assaults with blunt objects; and there was even an incident in which the assailants used fire extinguishers.3 Additionally, several credible bomb threats have been made against synagogues, JCCs, and Jewish day schools. Even a young Arab American doctor in Cleveland, Ohio, Lara Kollab, posted on social media that she would purposely give her Jewish patients the wrong medicines.4

			Why do people hate Jews? As interesting of a question as that is, this book does not seek to answer it. The fact of the matter is that anti-Semitism exists as a real problem in the world and Jews are in danger today. While solving the underlying problem of anti-Jewish bigotry is, indeed, a worthwhile goal, there is no indication that such efforts will succeed any time soon. No amount of education or social engineering is going to address this centuries-old problem and make Jewish communities any safer. Even in the United States, among the most tolerant and least xenophobic countries in the world, Jews are not out of harm’s way.

			Enhancing systems of law and order will not help either. There might be some marginal improvements, as cracking down on crime and making sure that lawbreakers are kept behind bars will certainly ensure that some of them cannot repeat their offenses. One glaring example of the opposite is the case of Tiffany Harris, a thirty-year-old woman who, in 2020, unprovoked, slapped three Orthodox women in the Crown Heights neighborhood of Brooklyn and repeatedly called them by anti-Semitic slurs. New York’s new bail reform law made her eligible for immediate release from police custody, provided she reported to a social worker for mental health treatment. She didn’t show up to see the social worker and was arrested again the next day for another assault on a Jewish bystander. Jewish Republican Congressman and 2022 New York gubernatorial candidate Lee Zeldin referred to the Harris case as an example of the “disaster” of bail reform. Attorney General William Barr elevated the case to the national level, suggesting that the federal government must show zero tolerance for these assaults if local authorities are unwilling to do so.5

			But the case of Tiffany Harris is unrepresentative of the vast bulk of these violent assaults against Jews. In most cases, they were carried out by people without prior offenses or, at least, none that were recent or similar. While reforming the criminal justice process may make a small inroad into better protecting Jewish lives, it is nowhere near a full solution to the problem. Nor is deploying more police to patrol Jewish neighborhoods. New York Governor Andrew Cuomo did this during a spate of violent anti-Semitic incidents in 2021, and New York City Mayor Eric Adams did the same thing after anti-Semitism intensified after October 7.6

			While those measures may have provided more safety for Jewish communities, it is impossible to know the extent of their success. How many crimes did not occur because of heightened police presence that otherwise would have occurred is immeasurable because it is not possible to count events that never transpired. While it is a policy that probably does some good, it certainly does not eliminate the problem of violence against Jews. The police cannot possibly be everywhere. More significantly, the police’s function is law enforcement; it is not to serve as the public’s bodyguards. Once a crime has been committed, cops can arrest violators, but they cannot prevent all crimes from taking place.

			Furthermore, the phenomenon exists nationwide. This is noteworthy, as there is no single sociological, political, or economic context for these occurrences. It is happening in large urban areas as well as in suburban communities. Anti-Semitic incidents take place in both red states and blue states, in the South, the Midwest, on the West Coast, and in the North Atlantic region. It does not matter whether the states or local municipalities in which they happen have strict gun laws or lax ones. There do not seem to be any special factors that give rise to these horrors. Perpetrators of these attacks also appear to be diverse politically, racially, and religiously. Some are on the far left; others are on the far right. Some are white neo-Nazis, and some are black followers of Louis Farrakhan or the Black Hebrew Israelites. There are Muslim attackers, as well as Christian and secular assailants. While most Americans do not hold anti-Semitic attitudes, there is certainly a contingent of people across a large demographic cross section of the population who do and intend to do harm to Jewish people.

			And it appears that the problem is getting exponentially worse. The Anti-Defamation League (ADL) reports that just in the three months after the October 7, 2023, attack on Israel, anti-Semitic incidents increased by a staggering 360 percent across the United States.7 Most of these incidents were nonviolent, but quite a few of those were calls for aggressive action against Jews. The problem is doubly worse in Canada, with a 670 percent increase in anti-Semitic attacks in 2024.8

			The slogan “Globalize the Intifada,” has come into even more common usage in anti-Israel rallies and protests on university campuses and elsewhere. Even before October 7, a frightening march took place in 2023 on the University of Michigan campus in which protesters from Students for Justice in Palestine chanted, “There is only one solution: Intifada! Revolution!”9 The “Free Palestine” encampments during the Israel–Hamas war in Gaza have called for the intifada to be globalized, which would mean bringing their anger to Jews even in the Diaspora. There were also calls for a global intifada as the “final solution,” an obvious Nazi reference, during the pro-Palestinian riots at the anti-NATO protest in Montreal, Quebec, in November 2024. In that melee, violent upheaval led to the firebombing of Jewish facilities and assault and battery of Canadian police.10

			Although apologists claim that an “intifada” merely means “shaking off” and does not necessarily construe aggressive action, terrorism was absolutely a major component of the second intifada in Israel from 2000 to 2005. Moreover, since there are documented cases of violence committed against American Jews by supporters of the “Free Palestine” movement, it would be foolhardy not to assume that “Global Intifada,” indeed, means inflicting physical harm to Jews.

			As stated, the purpose of this book is not to analyze the problem of anti-Semitism. It is, rather, to explain the need for Jewish gun ownership on a scale much larger than currently exists. As Liel Leibovitz writes in a Tablet magazine essay called “Sitting Ducks”: “Anyone wishing to keep Jews safe must first make sure that anti-Semitic attackers are held responsible for their violent acts of hatred, and then help amend the laws and allow Jews the right of self-protection.”11 By this latter point, Leibovitz means that Jews and everyone else must be permitted to freely exercise their Second Amendment right to bear arms.

			But Leibovitz is only partially correct. Jews, apparently, do not want to exercise their right of self-protection; therefore, it does not matter how easy or how difficult it is for them to keep and bear arms. Before all else, Jews need to be encouraged to see the necessity of firearms and experience the feeling of security and empowerment they bring to gun owners. In fact, the Jewish aversion to private civilian gun ownership is not unique to the Diaspora. Israel has stricter gun control than Canada or countries in Europe.

			In its first issue published after October 7, Guns & Ammo magazine praised the Israeli response. The magazine put the problem of gun control into the wider context of the proliferation of terrorism. Using Israel as an exemplar of the fact that only guns can be citizens’ first response when terrorist attacks occur in their communities, the magazine’s editorial staff wrote:

			In the wake of the Hamas invasion of Israel, we learned of extraordinary examples of heroism, where armed Israelis took on their attackers and defended their homeland. The Israeli government responded by ordering thousands of firearms with which to arm its residents, recognizing that they are the nation’s first line of defense.

			The editors went on to say: “One might think that our own leaders would see those examples of individual valor and conclude that attempting to disarm our population in the wake of a mass-migration of suspected terrorists might be a bad idea.”12

			The magazine’s staff likely did not know the details of Israel’s gun laws. As described later in this book, that perception of Israel’s response is far from accurate. In fact, Israel’s gun rights restrictions are far more draconian than America’s. As Mark W. Smith puts it in Israel Disarmed, “Israel adopted virtually the entire wish list of America’s anti-gun lobby.”13 So many Israeli lives were taken by Hamas on October 7 precisely because their government denied them the means to fight back. While there are, indeed, some stories of Israelis using their personal firearms to fight their Hamas attackers that day and taking out a good number of them, Israeli gun policy is hardly a testament to the benefits of allowing citizens to be their own first line of defense.

			Jews have a deep aversion to guns and tend to support disarmament of themselves and their fellow citizens. There is a word for this: “hoplophobia,” meaning irrational fear of weapons. Hoplophobia is interfering with Jews’ ability to protect themselves from violence. When these tragedies occur, the response from American Jewish organizations and communal leaders is often to blame the guns, not the people who used them. The last thing they want is for more guns to be added into their communities.

			Many Jewish figures and organizations have opposed Second Amendment rights for decades. For example, in 2020, Jewish historian Allan Lichtman, formerly the “Nostradamus” of presidential election forecasting, published his screed Repeal the Second Amendment: A Case for a Safer America. In it, Lichtman skews the purpose of the right to bear arms, ignoring the mountain of evidence that the American framers saw this right as fundamental to the safeguarding of liberty.

			In the February 1988 edition of American Rifleman magazine, Jewish attorney, state legislator, and gun rights activist Elliot C. Rothenberg highlighted with exasperation the preponderance of Jewish support for gun control in America. Among the coalitions he listed that have advocated tighter gun restrictions were the United Synagogue of America, the Union of American Hebrew Congregations, the American Jewish Committee (AJC), and the National Council of Jewish Women. Rothenberg went on to say that “no other religious body has…made such a sweeping commitment to the cause” of gun control than have Jews.14 Forty years later, Jewish opposition to gun rights stands at the same level as it did then.15

			 Gun control activism was, in fact, the reaction by many members of the Jewish community in Pittsburgh after the Tree of Life massacre when they founded the group Squirrel Hill Stands Against Gun Violence. A year after the horrific events of that day, the group’s spokesman, Dana Kellerman, called for stricter gun control and told CBS News, “I am angry that it has been a year since my synagogue was attacked by a man with assault-style weapons, who murdered 11 of my fellow congregants, and in the bloody year since our tragedy…there has been gun massacre after gun massacre.”16

			Others in the Pittsburgh Jewish community blamed a combination of the ubiquity of guns and the rhetoric of then-President Donald Trump. In his book on the Tree of Life shooting, Mark Oppenheimer chronicles the response from Squirrel Hill’s allies of the progressive Jewish organization Bend the Arc: Jewish Action. The group’s local representative, Tammy Hepps, wrote a statement insinuating that the violence against Jewish communities is the result of President Trump supposedly validating white supremacy. Hepps said, “President Trump, you are not welcome in Pittsburgh until you cease your assault on immigrants and refugees.”17 Increased gun control is also cited as one of Bend the Arc’s political objectives.

			However, violent attacks on Jews have occurred during every presidency and in states that have stricter gun control policies than Pennsylvania’s. As explained, there is no special context that creates these dangers for Jewish communities. Instead of focusing on irrelevant factors, the Jewish community in Squirrel Hill should focus on the failure of its own local security systems. It is possible that these discussions have, indeed, taken place by communal leaders in Squirrel Hill, but in Oppenheimer’s very well-researched, three hundred-page book on the event’s aftermath, there is no indication that they have.

			Likewise, after the shooting at the JCC in Granada Hills, a suburb of Los Angeles, in 1999, the outcry for increased gun control intensified from Jewish organizations. As stated, that tragedy was a catalyst for the Million Mom March, which many Jewish groups supported as, in their minds, the sensible solution to the growing problem of mass shootings. In 2019, Paul Koretz, a Jewish city councilman in Los Angeles, was asked by a reporter what the message was twenty years after the Granada Hills massacre. He replied:

			We let it happen. We haven’t taken the obvious actions to reduce these occurrences, like banning assault weapons which have no real purpose in society, not really used for sport, not really used for defense. It’s really only used for mass shootings…. We won’t stop every mass event, but we can greatly reduce the number and we can greatly reduce the number of deaths and injuries as a result.18

			The reporter then pushed Koretz to explain how additional laws will prevent criminals and outlaws, who ignore laws, from committing crimes. Koretz responded that states with stricter gun control laws have fewer shootings, which is factually incorrect.19 Koretz also said:

			Not everyone that commits a mass shooting is a criminal. They can be relatively normal until they reach that point. By having guns everywhere in society that are created for massive casualties, we’ve enabled that to occur. Were we to take these actions, there’s no doubt there’d be fewer massacres and there’d be less damage.20

			In addition to Koretz’s false data that there are fewer gun deaths in states with stricter gun regulations, he makes several common claims made by the gun control lobby that are inaccurate. An “assault weapon” is a dubious term. If he means AR-15-style rifles, those are made for sport and self-defense. People are also simply misinformed in thinking that “AR” stands for “assault rifle.” It stands for “ArmaLite rifle,” after the small arms company that designed it. Furthermore, most homicides in the United States are committed with handguns, not rifles with high-capacity magazines. In fact, AR-15-style weapons are non-conducive to mass shootings because they are not easily concealable. And perhaps the most significant problem of all with Koretz’s assertion is that the Uzi used by Furrow at the Granada Hills JCC had already been illegal in California for ten years at the time of the shooting, under the Roberti–Roos Assault Weapons Control Act of 1989. Furrow brought his Uzi into California from the State of Washington.

			Another response from Jewish communities is to hold gun manufacturers and dealers legally responsible for the homicides committed with the weapons they sold to the assailants. In 2022, for instance, survivors of the Highland Park shooting in Illinois filed a lawsuit against Smith & Wesson and the Red Dot Arms gun retailer for alleged culpability in the deaths of the seven people at the July Fourth parade. According to the press release from Everytown for Gun Safety, the lawsuit accused Smith & Wesson of responsibility “because it knew that its marketing and sales practices promote and sell an image that caters to and attracts individuals like the shooter.”21

			By and large, American Jews know very little about guns, yet many Jewish public figures who know little or nothing about them are at the forefront of the anti-gun lobby. This is true of non-Jews, as well. People with the most confidence in their solutions to gun violence tend to be those with the least knowledge about guns. On which other public policy issue would one think it wise to follow the lead of the most ignorant people on the subject? They do not understand the difference between an automatic and a semiautomatic rifle. They do not know the distinctions between the different types of firearms and ammunition calibers. They also falsely assume that rifles are more commonly used in mass shootings than handguns. The anti-gun lobby talks as if no gun regulations exist and that background checks are not already required to purchase one. Gun owners, in fact, must follow very strict rules and need to be cognizant of the local gun ordinances wherever they travel.

			Jewish comedian Jon Stewart’s ignorance was on full display when he barked endlessly at a gun-rights advocate, Oklahoma State Senator Nathan Dahm. In what was supposed to be a civil discussion, Stewart absurdly claimed that guns are the leading cause of children’s deaths in America. That bizarre statistic is based on a study that defined a child as a person between the ages of one and nineteen. As most of the youth victims of gun violence are at the upper end of that age spectrum and are usually murdered in inner-city, gang-related activities using guns obtained illegally, the data that Stewart cited does not tell much of anything about how more gun control would help to mitigate child deaths in most places in America. Jewish schoolchildren were put in harm’s way at the suburban Granada Hills JCC in 1999, not because Los Angeles had no gun-control laws but because there were no armed guards there to protect them.

			Even some prominent Jews who are associated with the political Right endorse gun control as a solution to these violent episodes. After the mass shooting on the Las Vegas Strip in 2017, calling the conservative interest in guns a “fetish,” New York Times columnist Bret Stephens advocated the repeal of the Second Amendment.22 So did Charles Krauthammer, who in 2013, after the Sandy Hook school shooting in Connecticut, said on Fox News that any “honest debate” about solving the dilemma of gun violence would have to be about rescinding the constitutional right to bear arms. He said that lesser measures are only “placebos” with no hope of ending the epidemic of gun violence.23 It is not uncommon for even politically conservative American Jews to prefer that guns are kept out of the hands of civilians.

			A study commissioned in 2005 by the AJC revealed that Jewish support for private gun possession is lower than among any other ethnic, racial, or religious group in the United States. The same report showed that Jews have the highest level of fear of guns and, among religious groups, the lowest rate of personal firearms ownership. According to the data, Jewish gun ownership is at 10 percent while the percentage is 26 percent for non-Jews.24 These numbers are based on 2005 data, so it is possible that by now the Jewish gun ownership rate may have fluctuated, but if so, it is only likely to be changed to a small degree. According to a chart published in 2023 by political scientist Ryan Burge, evangelicals, mainline protestants, and Mormons have the highest gun ownership rates of all religious denominations.25

			While there are certainly some very dedicated Jewish gun owners in the US, it is safe to say that Jewish American enmity toward firearms runs deep. At the same time, according to FBI hate crime statistics, Jews are targeted at significantly higher rates than any other religious group in the country.26 Ironically, then, the group with by far the greatest need of self-protection has among the lowest interest in obtaining arms for self-defense.

			To understand Jewish American antipathy toward firearms, it is important to conceptualize gun ownership as an attribute of culture. In fact, firearms are just as much a part of some people’s culture as food and music. In America, guns are seen as a part of the heritage of the gentiles, not the Jewish way of life. The physical objects that Jews feel connected to are books, not guns. Jews believe that problems can be solved with their minds, not with their fists. This view of guns as “goyish” even has a biblical origin. In Genesis 25:27, Jewish forefather Jacob is compared with his brother Esau: “The lads grew up and Esau became one who knows trapping, a man of the field; but Jacob was a wholesome man, abiding in tents.”27

			Jews see themselves as intellectual rather than physical. Their forte is learning, not soldiering or hunting. This trait of Jewish identity has become ingrained in almost every aspect of Yiddishkeit, with the important exception of modern Zionism. Historically, Jews have almost exclusively, although not entirely, resided in cities and towns rather than in large, open rural areas. The kinds of Jews who carry guns are the “black sheep of the family,” like the Jewish gangsters, who have remained both a curiosity and an embarrassment to much of American Jewry. In the modern Jewish perception, guns are for the goyim, not for the people of their tribe.

			The centrality of guns to cultural identity cannot be overstated. It is difficult for non–gun owners to understand this, which is why there is such a deep polarization in America on issues relating to the Second Amendment. To many gun owners, these are not simply tools used for some practical end, nor are they solely about self-defense or a weapon against tyranny. Nor are guns simply a hobby. All that is true, of course, but to many gun owners, these objects go beyond all that and comprise a heritage. Quite a few gun owners have fond childhood memories of going out hunting or target shooting with their parents and grandparents. Many remember family outings that revolved around guns. They grew up in homes with guns hanging on the living room walls, some of them held by the family for generations.

			To many gun owners, guns have been an integral part of their social world for as long as they can remember. As Ryan Davis notes in Why It’s OK to Own a Gun:

			These two ideas—the capacity to act and security of having a place in the world—go into giving a life meaning. For some people, these two essential constituents of meaning are closely tied to a way of life that centers on guns. Guns can help people to act, and to have status in a world of their own creating. So, guns can help people to create meaning in their lives.28

			Conversely, many progressives have a completely diametric view of guns. They oppose the ethos of gun culture with great hostility. They view the symbolism of the gun as representative of death and destruction, nothing else. As many Jews are overwhelmingly progressive, many Jews share that interpretation of the symbolic meaning of guns. Their hatred for pistols and rifles goes well beyond the objects themselves or the damage their use has ever done. Guns are not considered “kosher” to use or own. To many Jewish progressives, guns have even come to be a symbol of anti-Semitism and racism.

			For an example of this sentiment, soon after the Granada Hills JCC shooting, Newsweek responded with an editorial titled “The Psyche Of A ‘Gunocracy.’” In it, the weekly castigated the American “cult of the gun” for feigning an egalitarian mythology while really serving a white racist ideology.29 There is likely, to a certain degree, a sense among many American Jews that because guns have been the instruments of the slaughtering of millions of Jews, they are in and of themselves the tool of the anti-Semite. If Nazis, skinheads, and Klansmen have been using guns in their reigns of terror against Jews, African Americans, and gay people, they do not want any part of those infernal contraptions. There is, also, a sense among Jews who are influenced by feminist ideas that guns brew “toxic masculinity.”

			There have been attempts at convincing American Jews that their enemies not only have historically used guns in their atrocities but have also confiscated guns from Jews to get away with their pogroms and exterminations. In his 1988 article in American Rifleman magazine, Elliot Rothenberg began with Joseph Goebbels’s personal diary entry after the Warsaw uprising: “This just shows what you can expect from Jews when they lay hands on weapons.”30

			In an accompanying two-page article within the same issue, Jewish constitutional scholar David Caplan ruminated further on the importance of guns in the Warsaw ghetto. Caplan cited one of the Jewish leaders from the ghetto, who said:

			The shock of encountering resistance evidently forced the Germans to reconsider their work in order to make more thorough preparations. They must have overestimated our strength, and thought that they were dealing with a well-organized, well-armed movement. Little did they know that our insurrection was nothing but a feeble beginning out of which a really organized, well-armed fighting force would eventually develop. At the time we had only 10 pistols. Had the Germans known the truth, they would probably have continued the raids.31

			It is probably safe to say that American Rifleman magazine, which is the flagship periodical of the National Rifle Association, does not circulate much among Jewish readers. Thus, it is unlikely that Rothenberg and Caplan reached much of their intended audience. More articles of that kind need to appear in publications more widely read by American Jews, but except for a small handful of grassroots gun-advocacy organizations like Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership and Jews Can Shoot, and at one time the more controversial Jewish Defense League, there are few groups or individuals educating Jewish Americans on how gun control has been used to weaken the Jews’ ability to resist their oppressors.

			In fact, it is very often gentiles who are the ones making this case. At a conference of the Alaska Municipal League in 2018, then-Representative Don Young from Alaska asked, “How many Jews were put in ovens because they were unarmed?”32 Former Housing and Urban Development Secretary Ben Carson made the same point when he ran for president in 2015.33 Neither Young nor Carson are Jewish.

			Stephen Halbrook of the Independent Institute wrote an entire book on the subject titled Gun Control in the Third Reich. Again, the facts and figures presented in this book need to reach a wider Jewish audience. Halbrook extensively presents the Nazis’ use of gun-control measures and gun registries to disarm both Jews and enemies of the state. Most significant is Halbrook’s answer to the commonly made argument that the armament of Jews in Eastern Europe would not have made any significant difference to the saving of lives: “But the Nazi regime certainly did not act on that premise.” He continues:

			While many historically unique factors ultimately led to the Holocaust, Nazi policies prohibiting possession of firearms helped to consolidate Hitler’s power at home, exacerbated the persecution of Jews, aiding their arrest and deportation, and foreshadowed some of the more severe policies undertaken during the war.34

			When, after the 2012 Sandy Hook Elementary School shooting in Newtown, Connecticut, President Barack Obama issued several tendentious executive orders on gun control, there was an extensive backlash from conservative pundits, especially on Fox News from Lars Larson, Sean Hannity, and Andrew Napolitano. Even former baseball player, John Rocker—already controversial for bigoted statements in 1999 he made about minorities in New York—penned a column for WorldNetDaily asserting the position that gun control in Hitler’s Germany made it easier for Jews to be victimized.35

			Absent from the chorus agreeing with this framework were very many Jews or Jewish organizations. Abraham Foxman, then-president of the ADL, issued a statement, declaring:

			We know that the national debate over gun control is one of the most divisive issues in the land, and while Americans are entitled to have strong opinions, there is also language that is inappropriate and offensive in any such discussion. The idea that supporters of gun control are doing something akin to what Hitler’s Germany did to strip citizens of guns in the run-up to the Second World War is historically inaccurate and offensive, especially to Holocaust survivors and their families.36

			But whether more Jews bearing arms during the Third Reich would have made any significant impact in staving off the slaughter of millions of people or not, the central point in the Holocaust analogy is that guns in the hands of citizens aid in their defense against government tyranny. Given how often in history Jews have been victim to government tyranny, it is strange that American Jews have such little concern about their own government becoming their enemy. Oddly, Jews have a very high level of trust in government institutions. This was another one of the findings in the AJC’s 2005 study. Although Jewish confidence in the military, labor unions, private companies, and organized religion is lower than among non-Jews, the AJC study suggests that Jews have generally positive attitudes about science, the media, and nonmilitary state agencies.37 This includes the executive, legislative, and judicial branches of government and law enforcement.

			Jewish confidence in law enforcement and the judicial process are especially significant to the issue of their aversion to private gun ownership. They trust the police to serve their defense needs and they trust the judicial system to hold criminals accountable for their actions. In his book Squirrel Hill, about the aftermath of the Pittsburgh Tree of Life shooting, Mark Oppenheimer reflects:

			Hence it was a relief—not unexpected, but still gratifying and reassuring—when the police, medics, FBI agents and firefighters, the whole apparatus of the state, rushed to the defense of Pittsburgh’s Jews. As melodramatic as it sounds, there was a feeling that whereas once upon a time world governments rounded up Jews, and whereas today they can seem indifferent to their plight, here in America the state was still on Jews’ side.38

			Oppenheimer also interviews Mollie Butler, one of the residents of Squirrel Hill. She says: “We obviously are so grateful it wasn’t any more tragic than it already was. And that’s because of our first responders. That’s because of our great police officers here in the city.” Butler later adds that she told her children “[t]hat while a crazy man did a terrible, hateful thing, and there are terrible, hateful people everywhere…we live in a place where our policemen care about us, and they come right away.”39

			It seems strange, though, that after a mass shooting of that magnitude, with eleven people killed and so many others injured, that anyone from the community where it happened would think the fact of it not having been even worse is a testament to the reliability of the police department. If law enforcement is so dependable, then why did so many people die? If anything, the Pittsburgh Tree of Life tragedy proves that the publicly appointed first responders cannot always be there to protect you.

			In The Wrong Jew: Defeating Those Who Want Us Dead, the American-Israeli journalist Hesh Kestin perfectly encapsulates the obtuseness of Jewry on this issue. He writes:

			Jews abhor guns while their own synagogues, schools, homes and persons are increasingly subject to armed attack. In this we are like those extreme animal rights advocates who would venture naked and unarmed into a jungle: When the rights of wild beasts to eat us is greater than our right to defend ourselves we have entered a fantasyland where desire for a perfect world has neutralized our ability to see the world as it is.40

			The “wild beasts” in this case are the anti-Semites seeking to harm Jews. They do not care what the gun laws are, so they will forever be armed. The police cannot possibly be everywhere to protect Jews from such savages.

			With such a high level of confidence in institutions like the police and the court system, Jews do not feel so compelled to be their own first responders. There were eleven casualties from the shooting because the first responders were unable to get to the synagogue in time to prevent that much bloodshed, but had there been armed congregants inside the shul that day while the shooting was in progress, the number of people murdered would have probably been much smaller than eleven. And yet, at least one community member said that she is grateful for the police who came to the scene way too late.

			Jews’ inverse perspectives about government institutions and private gun ownership need to be contrasted with those of African Americans. For them, these attitudes are reversed. They have among the highest levels of private gun ownership and among the lowest trust in law enforcement. According to a 2021 Gallup poll, only 27 percent of African Americans say that they have “a lot of confidence” in police. This is well below the national average, which is 51 percent.41 The percentage was even lower in 2020 at 19 percent when George Floyd was killed during an arrest.42 African American gun ownership has apparently doubled since 2017, when according to a Pew poll, roughly 24 percent of black respondents said they owned a gun.43

			According to surveys conducted in 2021, the rate of black gun ownership is 58 percent.44 At the same time, however, and this is hard to interpret, despite black gun ownership apparently rising dramatically, black support for stricter gun laws is the highest of any racial demographic at 77 percent.45 On this point, it is difficult to compare Jews and blacks because the data sets categorize them differently: Jews are considered a religious group, while blacks are classified as a race. It is sufficient to say, though, that both blacks and Jews support tighter gun restrictions, but a significantly larger number of blacks are bearing arms anyway.

			Gun-policy researcher John Lott notes this odd inconsistency in More Guns, Less Crime: “While many blacks want to make guns harder to get, the irony is that blacks benefit more than any other group from concealed handgun laws. Allowing potential victims a means for self-defense is more important in crime-prone neighborhoods.”46 Lott adds: “Even more strikingly, the history of gun control in the United States has often been a series of attempts to disarm blacks.”47

			It is also the case that far more blacks live in inner-city neighborhoods with high crime rates and thus feel more endangered than Jews. But for all sorts of reasons, African American experience with guns for self-protection is substantially more prevalent than it has been for Jews. Chapter 8 of this book deals with the Jewish Defense League (JDL), but it was not nearly as communally acceptable as similar African American organizations were in the black communities, as Jews generally distanced their views from the JDL while similar black groups like the Black Panthers garnered more support. This is likely because blacks had far fewer options for help within the normal political and legal channels.

			There is a longer and more robust history of blacks using guns for self-defense against racist attackers. Most notably, this happened with the Black Panthers and their open carry patrols. While Martin Luther King, Jr., advocated civil disobedience, there were others who promoted armed resistance. There were also those like Robert Williams, who advocated a mixture of means. In Negroes with Guns, Williams promoted a combination of peaceful protest and armed defense, arguing that King was right that there was a time for pacifism, but also that blacks must “meet violence with violence.”48 An excellent scholarly book about the history of black armed resistance is Akinyele Omowale Umoja’s We Will Shoot Back, which chronicles these stories in detail.

			In Monroe, North Carolina, Williams was the president of the local National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) chapter, an organization that is committed to nonviolence in its national mission. He was granted a charter from the National Rifle Association and transformed the local NAACP chapter into a rifle club informally called the Black Armed Guard. As he explains in Negroes with Guns:

			Since the city
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