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Chairwoman Moller and members of the Committee, 

 

My name is Amy Swearer, and I am a Senior Legal Fellow in the Edwin Meese III Institute for 

the Rule of Law at Advancing American Freedom Foundation.1 My areas of scholarship and 

expertise include, among other things, the Second Amendment, firearms policy, and 

overcriminalization. I have testified numerous times on firearms policy at both the state and 

federal level, analyzing an array of proposed gun control measures.2 

 

Today, this Committee is considering two proposals that would severely infringe upon the rights 

of countless law-abiding and peaceable Minnesotans, while failing to meaningfully increase 

public safety. HF 3433 seeks to ban future civilian sales and transfers of semiautomatic firearms 

with certain features arbitrarily deemed to turn the gun into an “assault weapon.” The tens of 

thousands of Minnesotans who currently possess these weapons would, under threat of felony 

conviction, be forced into a draconian registration scheme that, in effect, would render them the 

last generation of lawful possessors of these firearms in Minnesota. HF 3402, meanwhile, would 

outright ban the possession of magazines capable of holding more than 10 rounds, even though 

such magazines have long been factory standard in many of the most popular firearm models on 

the civilian market.  

 

Ordinary lawful Minnesotan gun owners are remarkably law-abiding and have done nothing to 

deserve this level of scapegoating. These bills threaten to turn countless peaceable Minnesotans 

into felons. Instead, Minnesota should focus on utilizing the tools already at its disposal to keep 

guns out of the hands of the small subset of repeat violent offenders responsible for the majority 

of gun violence in this state. Better yet, Minnesota’s public officials should focus on rescinding 

its many soft-on-crime policies that allow far too many violent offenders to terrorize local 

communities with near impunity.  

 

I. The Regulations Proposed in HF 3433 and HF 3402 Would Clearly Violate the 

Second Amendment Rights of Ordinary Minnesotans. 

 

The Supreme Court has never reviewed a challenge to laws criminalizing the civilian possession 

of so-called assault weapons, including the federal prohibition on new sales of such weapons 

between 1994 and 2004. The Court is, however, almost certain to take up such a case in the next 

 
1 The title and affiliation are for identification purposes. Members of Advancing American Freedom Foundation staff 

testify as individuals discussing their own independent research. The views expressed here are my own and should 

not be understood as necessarily reflecting an institutional position taken by or on behalf of Advancing American 

Freedom Foundation. Advancing American Freedom Foundation is a public policy, research, and education 

organization recognized as exempt under section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code. It is privately supported 

and receives no funds from any government at any level, nor does it perform any government or contract work.  
2 See, e.g., Amy Swearer, Bruen Promotes Public Safety Far More Than the Unconstitutional Gun Laws It 

Threatens, Testimony before the U.S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary (March 15, 2023), 

https://www.heritage.org/testimony/bruen-promotes-public-safety-far-more-the-unconstitutional-gun-laws-it-

threatens#_ftnref127; Amy Swearer, The Kids Are Not Alright—But Not For The Reasons You Think, Testimony 

before the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee (June 15, 2022), https://www.heritage.org/testimony/the-kids-are-not-

alright-not-thereasons-you-think; Amy Swearer, What Economists Can’t Tell You About The Costs of Gun Violence, 

Testimony before the Joint Economic Committee (July 20, 2022), https://www.heritage.org/firearms/report/what-

economistscant-tell-you-about-the-costs-gun-violence.  

https://www.heritage.org/testimony/bruen-promotes-public-safety-far-more-the-unconstitutional-gun-laws-it-threatens#_ftnref127
https://www.heritage.org/testimony/bruen-promotes-public-safety-far-more-the-unconstitutional-gun-laws-it-threatens#_ftnref127
https://www.heritage.org/testimony/the-kids-are-not-alright-not-thereasons-you-think
https://www.heritage.org/testimony/the-kids-are-not-alright-not-thereasons-you-think
https://www.heritage.org/firearms/report/what-economistscant-tell-you-about-the-costs-gun-violence
https://www.heritage.org/firearms/report/what-economistscant-tell-you-about-the-costs-gun-violence
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few terms.3 It is difficult to see how the Supreme Court (or any court) could uphold these types 

of prohibitions while also remaining faithful to District of Columbia v. Heller,4 McDonald v. 

Chicago,5 and New York State Rifle & Pistol Association v. Bruen.6  

 

In Heller, the Court reasoned that the Second Amendment’s protection “extends, prima facie, to 

all instruments that constitute bearable arms,” and are not limited only to the specific types of 

arms in existence at the time of ratification. While “dangerous and unusual” arms may fall 

outside the Amendment’s scope, it certainly protects small arms that, like handguns, are 

“typically possessed by law-abiding citizens for lawful purposes,” including self-defense. More 

recently, in Bruen, the Supreme Court explained that judicial analyses of Second Amendment 

challenges must be based on text, history, and tradition, and not on any interest-balancing tests 

that allow courts to determine whether the government has a sufficiently compelling reason for 

the regulation. Bruen didn’t specifically delve into what types of arms are protected, but the case 

is nonetheless instructive about how courts must go about discerning the answer to that question: 

When the law regulates conduct that is protected by the plain language of the amendment, the 

government must demonstrate that the law is consistent with the nation’s historical tradition of 

firearms regulation. 

 

Under the Bruen test, the government doesn’t have to show a historical doppelganger for its 

modern law, but at the very least, it needs to provide evidence of historical laws that were 

relevantly similar both in how they burden the right to keep and bear arms, and in the reason 

for why the laws burden that right. Additionally, the historical tradition must be formed by more 

than a handful of late-in-time historical outliers. Neither HF 3433 nor HF 3402 is consistent with 

this Second Amendment jurisprudence, which requires the government to demonstrate a 

longstanding national tradition of not only banning the civilian possession of semiautomatic 

rifles like the AR-15, but banning them because they are a type of weapon that is so inherently 

dangerous and unusual that it’s not commonly possessed by law-abiding citizens for lawful 

purposes.  

 

Semiautomatic rifles—with or without the features HF 3433 seeks to ban—are the exact type of 

bearable small arms protected by the Second Amendment for civilian possession and use. There 

is no serious doubt that they constitute a firearm that is commonly possessed by law-abiding 

citizens for lawful purposes, including self-defense. Even as early as 1994, the Supreme Court 

recognized in Staples v. United States that semiautomatic rifles with these features “traditionally 

have been accepted as lawful possessions.”7 Thirty years later, even the dissenting Justices in 

Garland v. Cargill affirmed that semiautomatic rifles are “commonly available” to ordinary 

citizens.8  

 

 
3 Three Justices have expressed their desire for the Court to take up a relevant “assault weapons” case in dissents 

from denial of certiorari, explicitly lamenting the Court’s post-Heller avoidance of the issue. Justice Kavanaugh, 

meanwhile, all but promised in a concurrence from the last term’s denial in Snope v. Brown that the Court would 

take up the issue “in the next term or two.” 
4 554 U.S. 570 (2008). 
5 561 U.S. 742 (2010). 
6 597 U.S. 1 (2022). 
7 Staples v. United States, 511 U.S. 600, 614 (1994). 
8 602 U.S. 406, 429–430 (2024) (Sotomayor, J., dissenting). 
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Today, tens of millions of ordinary and peaceable Americans—including, at minimum, tens of 

thousands of Minnesotans—own these firearms for precisely the same reasons that police 

departments in Minnesota and around the nation routinely issue them to their peace officers: in 

short, they are incredibly useful tools against criminal threats that commonly arise in a civilian 

context.9 The features banned by HF 3433 do not render a semiautomatic rifle uniquely 

dangerous or ill-suited for lawful civilian purposes, particularly when compared to their “non-

assault” or “featureless” counterparts. Indeed, as explained below, this fact is underscored by the 

exemption HF 3433 would make for law enforcement officers, who anticipate using them against 

the same ordinary criminal threats faced by civilians.   

 

Importantly, there is no evidence of a national historic tradition of banning civilians from 

acquiring or possessing semiautomatic rifles, either generally or when combined with the 

presence of features like those specified in HF 3433. Semiautomatic rifles like the AR-15 or AK-

47 are hardly new inventions. The first successful semiautomatic rifle design was produced 

nearly 150 years ago, in the 1880s.10 Subsequent models achieved widespread commercial 

success by the earliest years of the 20th century.11  

 

And yet, restrictions on semiautomatic rifles are a strikingly recent phenomenon—the first 

attempt to meaningfully regulate their civilian possession did not occur until 1989, when 

California passed a law that is, compared to HF 3433, quite narrow and moderate. The federal 

government in 1994 imposed a 10-year ban on the civilian purchase of certain semiautomatic 

weapons, but that law did not involve the type of stringent registration requirements of HR 3433. 

Congress ultimately allowed the statute to “sunset” in 2004. Almost forty years after California 

first restricted civilian possession of certain semiautomatic rifles, the majority of states and the 

federal government continue to allow ordinary Americans to freely purchase and possess these 

firearms. In other words, laws like that proposed by HR 3433 are not just historical outliers, but 

modern outliers, as well. This is particularly true when compared to the civilian possession of 

fully automatic machine guns and “select-fire” assault rifles, which has been heavily regulated 

for nearly a century. 

 

HF 3402’s proposed limit on magazine capacity fairs no better under Heller, McDonald, and 

Bruen. Magazines capable of holding more than 10 rounds are even more commonly possessed 

by civilians today than are semiautomatic rifles.12 The Founding generation was quite familiar 

with multi-shot firearms, and trends in firearm manufacturing toward increased ammunition 

capacity were already well underway by the time the Second Amendment was ratified.13 Rifles 

with magazines capable of holding more than 10 rounds of ammunition first achieved mass-

 
9 William English, 2021 National Firearms Survey: Updated Analysis Including Types of Firearms Owned, 

Georgetown McDonough School of Business Research Paper No. 4109494 (last revised Sept. 28, 

2022). Importantly, owners of these rifles widely report owning them for perfectly lawful purposes, including home 

defense, participation in competitive shooting sports, hunting, and recreational target shooting. Id. at 33–34. 
10 For an extensive analysis of the history of so-called “assault weapons” and the usefulness of their features to 

civilian gun owners, see STEPHEN P. HALBROOK, AMERICA’S RIFLE: THE CASE FOR THE AR-15 (2022). 
11 Id.  
12 See English, supra note 12.  
13 See David B. Kopel, The History of Firearm Magazines and Magazine Prohibitions, 78 ALBANY L. REV. 849, 

852–53 (2015); Clayton E. Cramer & Joseph Edward Olson, Pistols, Crime, and Public Safety In Early America, 44 

WILLAMETTE L. REV. 699, 716–21 (2008). 
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market success in the years following the Civil War, and handguns with such magazines first 

became popular on the civilian market nearly a century ago.14 Advancements in magazine 

technology ensured that, by the 1960s and 1970s, the most popular firearms on the civilian 

market came with factory standard magazines capable of holding more than 10 rounds.15 

 

As with bans on semiautomatic rifles, restrictions on magazine capacity for civilians are both 

historical and modern outliers. Far from being rooted in some historical tradition of regulation, 

the first laws even remotely resembling modern bans on large-capacity magazines did not arise 

until the 1930s—and two of the three were repealed within decades.16 Even today, magazine 

capacity limits exist in only a minority of states, most of which did not impose those limitations 

until well into the 21st century.17 

 

II. The Regulations Proposed in HF 3433 and HF 3402 Represent an Irrational and 

Ineffective Approach to Public Safety. 

 

 

A. HF 3433 would criminalize common features and attachments that serve legitimate 

purposes for lawful civilian gun owners.  

 

The features HF 3433 defines to distinguish “assault-style” weapons from their “non-assault” 

counterparts have no bearing whatsoever on the gun’s lethality, functionality, or concealment. 

Like all “assault weapon” bans, HF 3433 does not purport to regulate certain firearms based on 

their caliber, muzzle velocity, or rate of fire. Instead, it regulates based on the presence of 

features like pistol grips, barrel shrouds, and foregrips that actually increase the lawful user’s 

safety, accuracy, and ease of handling.18 Far from turning these guns into “weapons of war” that 

“have no place outside of battlefield”—as their proponents often assert—the banned features 

make the guns even better suited for lawful civilian use. That is precisely why they’re commonly 

issued to peace officers who, by definition, are not engaged in offensive warfare, and who 

respond to the same criminal threats faced by civilians on suburban streets. 

 

Consider, for instance, the University of Minnesota Police Department, which has, for more than 

a quarter-century, armed its officers with semiautomatic “assault-style” rifles. UMPD readily 

admits that these rifles are not for offensive warfare against enemy combatants, but “to ensure 

officers are equally or better equipped for potential shoot-outs” with ordinary common 

criminals.19 In over 25 years, no UMPD officer has ever had to fire one of these rifles in the line 

of duty, much less fire 30 rounds in quick succession at a criminal threat. And yet, the 

Department defends the continued issuance of these rifles because of potential threats that 

officers could face in a civilian context where the rifles are “an extra advantage to [officers] 

instead of a handgun”—threats like “armed burglaries,” situations where a criminal is wearing 

 
14 Kopel, id. at 854–57. 
15 Id. at 859–66. 
16 Id.  
17 https://giffords.org/lawcenter/gun-laws/policy-areas/hardware-ammunition/large-capacity-magazines/. 
18 See generally STEPHEN P. HALBROOK, AMERICA’S RIFLE: THE CASE FOR THE AR-15 (2022). 
19 See David Litlin, UMPD Stays Safe With Heavy Weaponry, THE MINNESOTA DAILY (Sept. 5, 2013), 

https://mndaily.com/uncategorized/umpd-stays-safe-heavy-weaponry/09/05/2013/  

https://giffords.org/lawcenter/gun-laws/policy-areas/hardware-ammunition/large-capacity-magazines/
https://mndaily.com/uncategorized/umpd-stays-safe-heavy-weaponry/09/05/2013/
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body armor, or other scenarios where the rifles give officers a tactical advantage.20 Why is it that, 

in these common scenarios of criminal victimization, law enforcement officers “must win in all 

situations” and be armed with tactically advantageous semiautomatic rifles, but civilians must be 

kept to a lesser level of preparedness against those same criminal threats? 

 

B. Neither semiautomatic rifles with banned features nor standard capacity magazines 

play a significant role in most violent crimes. 

 

Not only are the semiautomatic rifles and standard capacity magazines singled out by these bills 

constitutionally protected for possession and use by ordinary law-abiding Americans, but their 

role in criminal activity is far less significant than gun control advocates contend. According to 

federal data, handguns are by far the weapon of choice for both homicides and non-fatal firearm 

crimes.21 On average, rifles of any kind are known to have been used in only 3 to 4 percent of 

homicides in any given year, without any clarity on how many rifles were “assault-style” 

compared to their “non-assault” or “featureless” counterparts.22 Additionally, virtually all of the 

crimes committed with “assault-style” weapons could just as easily be carried out with “non-

assault” versions of the same gun, or with alternative types of firearms—including mass public 

shootings. 

 

It is unclear how much magazine capacity limits would impact the ability of criminals to carry 

out most crimes, even if the state could guarantee that enforcement of the new statute would be 

immediate and total. Most gun crimes are not targeted shooting attempts, but rather robberies and 

aggravated assaults in which the perpetrator brandishes but does not fire the gun.23 The type of 

crime most likely to require a perpetrator to fire more than 10 rounds is a multiple-victim 

homicide, but only a small percentage of homicides involve more than one victim.24  

 

The official analysis of the 1994 federal law prohibiting the sale of magazines capable of holding 

more than 10 rounds found that “banned…magazines were used in only a modest fraction of gun 

crimes before the law.”25 Later analyses of the ban’s effect found that the proportion of all 

multiple-victim homicides actually increased slightly during the first half of the federal ban, 

 
20 Id.  
21 FBI Crime Data Explorer, Murder Victims by Weapon, https://cde.ucr.cjis.gov/LATEST/webapp/#/pages/explorer

/crime/shr. 
22 FBI Crime Data Explorer, Murder Victims by Weapon, https://cde.ucr.cjis.gov/LATEST/webapp/#/pages/explorer

/crime/shr.  
23 See Grace Kena & Jennifer L. Truman, Trends and Patterns in Firearm Violence, 1993–2018, Bureau Justice 

Statistics Special Report NCJ 251663 (Apr. 2022), https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/tpfv9318.pdf. There are far 

more non-fatal firearm victimizations than firearm homicides every year. Between 2014 and 2018, only 9 percent of 

all non-fatal firearm victimizations involved an offender who actually fired a weapon, and only 2 percent resulted a 

victim being shot. Id. at 10. 
24 Alexia Cooper & Erica L. Smith, Homicide Trends in the United States, 1980–2008, Annual Rates for 2009 and 

2010, Bureau of Justice Statistics NCJ 236018 at 24 (Nov. 2011), https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/htus8008.pdf. 

Of course, offenders may fire more than 10 rounds in a single-victim homicide, but it is far more likely in such cases 

that rounds 11 and above were “overkill” and not necessary to offender’s ability to kill the victim. 
25 Christopher Koper & Jeffrey Roth, The Impact of the 1994 Federal Assault Weapon Ban on Gun Violence 

Outcomes: An Assessment of Multiple Outcome Measures and Some Lessons for Policy Evaluation, 17 J. 

Quantitative Criminology 33 (2001). 
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before stabilizing at around 4.5 percent between 2000 and 2008, when the most recently report 

appears to have been published.26 

 

Magazine capacity limitations are unlikely to meaningfully lower casualty rates even in mass 

public shootings, which are by far the least common type of firearm violence in the United 

States. Analyses of mass public shootings demonstrate that most perpetrators do not actually use 

magazines capable of holding more than 10 rounds, and typically do not fire at fast enough rates 

for casualty counts to be meaningfully attributed to magazine capacity.27 Moreover, perpetrators 

of mass public shootings can (and routinely do) easily sidestep magazine capacity limitations by 

bringing several firearms and extra loaded magazines, easily replacing empty magazines within 

seconds.28 High casualty counts regularly occur in mass public shootings involving only “limited 

capacity” magazines.29 

 

This reality plays out in Minnesota’s own crime data. Consider the state’s Uniform Crime Report 

for 2024, which is the most recent data available online. Minnesota recorded 170 criminal 

homicides. Only three of those criminal homicides involved the known use of a rifle, compared 

to 60 that were known to involve the use of a handgun.30  

 

Minnesota has experienced very few actual or attempted mass public shootings, as that term is 

typically defined in criminological settings to indicate “a single attack in a public place” 

resulting in some minimum number of victims other than the shooter, and excluding violence 

facilitated for the purpose of furthering some other criminal goal. Only three obvious candidates 

for analysis emerge: the Red Lake school shooting in 2005 (9 dead and 9 injured), the 2012 

Minneapolis workplace shooting (6 dead and 2 injured), and the 2025 shooting at Annunciation 

Church (2 dead, 27 wounded).  

 
26 Alexia Cooper & Erica L. Smith, Homicide Trends in the United States, 1980–2008, Annual Rates for 2009 and 

2010, Bureau of Justice Statistics NCJ 236018 at 24 (Nov. 2011), https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/htus8008.pdf. 
27 Gary Kleck, Large-Capacity Magazines and the Casualty Counts in Mass Shootings: The Plausibility of Linkages, 

17 Justice Research & Pol’y (2016). 
28 Roughly half of mass public shootings between 2012 and 2022 involved perpetrators who possessed more than 

one firearm while carrying out their crimes. See Mark Follman et al., US Mass Shootings, 1982–2022: Data From 

Mother Jones’ Investigation, Mother Jones (last accessed Feb. 22, 2026), 

https://www.motherjones.com/politics/2012/12/mass-shootings-mother-jones-full-data/. Even if magazine capacity 

laws are taken to the most extreme and entirely prohibit the use of detachable magazines, mass public shooters or 

other criminals could still quickly reload a fixed magazine by using pre-loaded stripper or en bloc clips. Or, as was 

the case in the 2022 mass public shooting at a supermarket in Buffalo, New York, “compliant” non-detachable low-

capacity magazines can easily and quickly be illegally modified by would-be mass shooters with access to the 

internet and a screwdriver. Joshua Eaton, YouTube Videos That Taught Buffalo Suspect to Modify His Gun Are Still 

Online, NBC News (Updated May 20, 2022), https://www.nbcnews.com/tech/internet/buffalo-shooting-shooter-

payton-gendronvideo-youtube-gun-rcna29709.    
29 VA. TECH. REVIEW PANEL, MASS SHOOTINGS AT VIRGINIA TECH: ADDENDUM TO THE REPORT OF 

THE REVIEW PANEL  30–A, https://scholar.lib.vt.edu/prevail/docs/April16ReportRev20091204.pdf. The worst 

school shooting in U.S. history—at Virginia Tech in 2009—was carried out by an individual using two handguns 

and 19 extra magazines with capacities of 10 and 15 rounds. Id. In 1967, a gunman perched in a clock tower killed 

17 at the University of Texas while primarily shooting a bolt-action hunting rifle that had, at maximum, a 5-round 

magazine. In 2018, a gunman at Santa Fe High School in Texas killed 10 with only a shotgun and revolver—and 

would almost certainly have killed far more but-for the quick interventions of armed school resource officers.   
30 2024 Uniform Crime Report, Minnesota Bureau of Criminal Apprehension (Oct. 16, 2025), 

https://assets.dps.mn.gov/files/bca/2024-Uniform-Crime-Report.pdf.  

https://assets.dps.mn.gov/files/bca/2024-Uniform-Crime-Report.pdf
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Only one of these incidents—the 2025 shooting at Annunciation Church—involved the use of 

semiautomatic weapon that would be arguably prohibited under HF 3433. The two deadliest 

shootings involved the use of relatively low-caliber handguns, and, in the case of the Red Lake 

shooting, a pump-action shotgun. Meanwhile, the Annunciation gunman’s use of an “assault-

style” semiautomatic rifle—as opposed to a featureless semiautomatic rifle—played virtually no 

role in the fatalities or injuries sustained by victims. As discussed previously, the features banned 

by HF 3433 benefit operators of the rifle by helping to increase accuracy and ease of handling. 

The reality, however, is that the Annunciation gunman was firing blindly through stained glass 

windows and walls at victims he could not see, and was not attempting to target individual 

victims with precision in the first place.  

 

There is no evidence that magazine capacity limits would have meaningfully affected the carnage 

of any of these three shootings. Both the Red Lake and Minneapolis workplace gunman appear 

to have used handguns that come with a factory-standard 15-round magazine. However, 

magazine capacity did not appear to play a significant role in either gunman’s ability to carry out 

his massacre. All involved the use of multiple magazines, and two of the three involved the pre-

planned use of multiple firearms. The Red Lake gunman fired a total of 59 rounds from three 

different guns, 45 of which were fired from at least two different guns at the school and during a 

nine-minute span.31 Unlike the Red Lake gunman, the Minneapolis workplace gunman was 

immediately confronted by resistance in the form of two victims who struggled with him over 

the gun. The sad reality is, however, that the gunman fired nine shots during that struggle, which 

were sufficient to overcome efforts by his victims to subdue him.32 It is difficult to see how a 10-

round magazine capacity limit would have affected the outcome of a struggle in which only nine 

rounds were sufficient to overcome victim resistance.  

 

The Annunciation gunman fired 116 rounds from his rifle, but even then, he still had to switch 

out magazines at least four times, and had an additional six loaded rifle magazines that went 

unused before he committed suicide.33 There is no reason to believe that limiting his magazine 

capacity to 10 rounds would have resulted in any difference in the number of rounds he 

ultimately fired, or that forcing him to spread 116 rounds across 12 loaded magazines instead of 

four would have meaningfully altered the outcome.  

 

C. Minnesota already has the tools necessary to combat gun violence—it just refuses to 

use them.   

 

It does not appear that Minnesota tracks offender information on multiple-victim shootings, or at 

least it does not make such information public. But a review of publicly available reports 

compiled by Gun Violence Archive, which tracks incidents in which four or more people other 

than the gunman are shot under any circumstances, demonstrates that Minnesota’s primary 

 
31 Art Hughes, Feds: Assault at Red Lake Over in Nine Minutes, Minn. Pub. Radio (Apr. 18, 2005), 

https://news.minnesota.publicradio.org/features/2005/04/18_hughesa_redlakeupdate/.  
32 Steve Karnovski, Andrew Engeldinger, Minnesota Gunman, Said ‘Oh Really’ Before He Started Shooting, 

Huffington Post (Oct. 6, 2012), archived at https://murderpedia.org/male.E/e/engeldinger-andrew.htm.  
33 Kyle Brown & Ryan Raiche, Warrants: Annunciation Church Shooter Used Up 4 Magazines of Ammo, Had More 

to Spare, KSTP Eyewitness News (Aug. 29, 2025), https://kstp.com/kstp-news/top-news/warrants-annunciation-

church-shooter-used-up-4-magazines-of-ammo-had-more-to-spare/.  

https://news.minnesota.publicradio.org/features/2005/04/18_hughesa_redlakeupdate/
https://murderpedia.org/male.E/e/engeldinger-andrew.htm
https://kstp.com/kstp-news/top-news/warrants-annunciation-church-shooter-used-up-4-magazines-of-ammo-had-more-to-spare/
https://kstp.com/kstp-news/top-news/warrants-annunciation-church-shooter-used-up-4-magazines-of-ammo-had-more-to-spare/
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problem is not lawful gun owners. According to Gun Violence Archive queries, Minnesota 

experienced 19 “mass shootings” between January 1, 2024, and February 22, 2026.34 Only one of 

these—the Annunciation Church shooting—constituted an act of truly indiscriminate violence 

intended to kill large numbers of people in a public place. Few of them clearly involved the use 

of an “assault-style” weapon. Most of them clearly revolved around gang- or drug-related 

disputes and involve perpetrators who were either already prohibited from owning firearms, or 

who could have (and should have) been prevented from committing their crimes by the 

enforcement of existing laws. 

 

Far from demonstrating why ordinary, law-abiding Minnesotan gun owners should have their 

right to keep and bear arms further restricted, these incidents demonstrate the abject failure of 

state and local officials to properly enforce existing laws, to the detriment of the very law-

abiding gun owners the state now seeks to punish. 

  

Consider the following incidents recorded as mass shootings by the database: 

 

• On October 7, 2025, a perpetrator bypassed security screening measures to bring an 

illegally possessed handgun into a crowded Minneapolis bar, firing 13 rounds at a 

specific victim at close range on the dance floor, killing him in a targeted shooting and 

wounding three others with errant rounds.35 The perpetrator was a prohibited person with 

four prior felony convictions, including for armed robbery.36 The known gang affiliations 

of the offender and victim suggest that this was a targeted, gang-related attack.37 

• On September 15, 2025, a dispute over drug sales within a homeless encampment 

sparked an exchange of gunfire between two groups of competing drug dealers. The 

shootout involved multiple armed parties using several different firearms to fire a total of 

roughly 30 rounds, ultimately killing one person and injuring seven others. The lone 

suspect arrested for his involvement in the shooting had been on parole since January 

2025, stemming from felony convictions in Illinois. He remained free on parole despite 

being charged in Minnesota in June 2025 with drug crimes.38 Two days before the 

shooting, he had been arrested again in Minnesota (this time for DWI), only to be 

released yet again the morning before the shooting.39 

• On August 26, 2025, a gunman in Minneapolis fired 27 rounds from a rifle at a group of 

people standing on a sidewalk, killing one and injuring another six people. The attack 

 
34 The query for mass shootings in Minnesota can recreated at the Gun Violence Archive website, or its results as of 

today can be viewed here: https://www.gunviolencearchive.org/query/9d02feb1-7ca1-4d35-8395-cb47c5d3599f.  
35 Paul Walsh, Prosecutors Allege Security Lapses as Downtown Minneapolis Bar Where Shooting Killed 1, 

Wounded 3, Minn. Star Trib. (Nov. 7, 2025), https://archive.ph/tLUc7. 
36 Id. 
37 Charges: Man Accused of Fatally Shooting 1, Injuring 3 Others in Minneapolis Bar, KSTP Eyewitness News 

(Nov. 4, 2025), https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/charges-man-accused-of-fatally-shooting-1-injuring-3-others-

in-minneapolis-bar/.  
38 Drug Dispute at Encampment Led to Deadly Shootout, Charges Say, MN Crime (Sept. 28, 2025), 

https://www.mncrime.com/latest/drug-dispute-at-encampment-led-to-deadly-shootout-charges-say.  
39 Id. 

https://www.gunviolencearchive.org/query/9d02feb1-7ca1-4d35-8395-cb47c5d3599f
https://archive.ph/tLUc7
https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/charges-man-accused-of-fatally-shooting-1-injuring-3-others-in-minneapolis-bar/
https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/charges-man-accused-of-fatally-shooting-1-injuring-3-others-in-minneapolis-bar/
https://www.mncrime.com/latest/drug-dispute-at-encampment-led-to-deadly-shootout-charges-say
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was apparently intended to target a specific victim and had drug-related motivations.40 At 

the time of the shooting, the perpetrator had an open criminal case from January 2025, in 

which he was charged with possessing 41 grams of fentanyl.41 He was, apparently, not 

detained pending trial. He was arrested again in February 2025 and charged with selling 

fentanyl and illegally possessing a machinegun, but was nonetheless granted conditional 

release after posting $100,000 bond.42 

• On June 1, 2025, a gang-related shooting targeting a birthday party in a public park 

turned into a chaotic shootout that killed one person and injured another five. The 

shootout ultimately involved an unknown number of shooters using at least nine different 

firearms to fire more than 130 rounds between all weapons.43 Of the four 23-year-old 

suspects since charged for their roles in the shootout, one had multiple prior felony 

convictions, another was on probation in Hennepin County for illegally possessing a 

firearm, and a third was somehow also still out on probation despite four previous felony 

convictions in the prior four years—including several weapons offenses.44  

• On April 29, 2025, a felon in illegal possession of a handgun murdered four men in a 

targeted gang-related attack, shooting all four victims in the head at close range as they 

sat pinned in a vehicle.45 

• On November 11, 2024, a man with a history of schizophrenia-induced violent behaviors 

fatally shot four family members in two different locations before killing himself. The 

perpetrator had managed to get a permit to purchase a firearm just two months prior, 

despite a recent history of significant mental health problems.46 He had been placed on a 

temporary mental health hold in July after he admitted to officers that he was suicidal and 

had held a knife to his wife’s throat. The incident report includes evidence that the 

perpetrator told officers he believed “the Russians had control of his mind” and that he 

had stated multiples times that he had an explicit desire and plan to fatally shoot himself 

and his family members over political paranoia.47 

 

 
40 Louis Krauss, Man Charged in Minneapolis Mass Shooting Near High School, as Slain Victim’s Sister Laments 

Violence, https://www.msn.com/en-us/news/crime/man-charged-in-minneapolis-mass-shooting-near-high-school-as-

slain-victim-s-sister-laments-violence/ar-AA1N9rwA.  
41 Id. 
42 Id. 
43 Madison Hunter, Boom Island Mass Shooting Charges: 130 Shell Casings Found, 9 Guns Fired, Fox 9 KMSR 

(June 27, 2025), https://www.fox9.com/news/boom-island-mass-shooting-charges.  
44 Nick Lentz, 2 Men Charged with Illegally Possessing a Firearm in Boom Island Park Mass Shooting, CBS News 

(July 28, 2025), https://www.cbsnews.com/minnesota/news/man-charges-boom-island-shooting-illegal-firearm/; 

David Zimmer, The Boom Island Mass Shooter and A Court System that has Failed Us All, AMERICAN EXPERIMENT 

(July 1, 2025), https://www.americanexperiment.org/the-boom-island-mass-shooter-and-a-court-system-that-has-

failed-us-all/.  
45 Bail is Set at $2 Million for a Man Charged with Killing Four People in Minneapolis, ICT News (May 6, 2025), 

https://ictnews.org/news/bail-is-set-at-2-million-for-a-man-charged-with-killing-four-people-in-minneapolis/; Evan 

Ramon Denny et al., Minneapolis Shooting Suspect is Charged in 4 Homicides, Click 2 Houston (May 2, 2025), 

https://www.click2houston.com/news/national/2025/05/02/minneapolis-shooting-suspect-is-charged-with-four-

homicides-the-native-american-community-is-shaken/.  
46 Christa Lawler, Police: Duluth Man Suspected of Killing Family, Himself Got Gun Permit in September, Minn. 

Star Trib. (Nov. 15, 2024), https://archive.ph/C8vJ6.  
47 Id.  

https://www.msn.com/en-us/news/crime/man-charged-in-minneapolis-mass-shooting-near-high-school-as-slain-victim-s-sister-laments-violence/ar-AA1N9rwA
https://www.msn.com/en-us/news/crime/man-charged-in-minneapolis-mass-shooting-near-high-school-as-slain-victim-s-sister-laments-violence/ar-AA1N9rwA
https://www.fox9.com/news/boom-island-mass-shooting-charges
https://www.cbsnews.com/minnesota/news/man-charges-boom-island-shooting-illegal-firearm/
https://www.americanexperiment.org/the-boom-island-mass-shooter-and-a-court-system-that-has-failed-us-all/
https://www.americanexperiment.org/the-boom-island-mass-shooter-and-a-court-system-that-has-failed-us-all/
https://ictnews.org/news/bail-is-set-at-2-million-for-a-man-charged-with-killing-four-people-in-minneapolis/
https://www.click2houston.com/news/national/2025/05/02/minneapolis-shooting-suspect-is-charged-with-four-homicides-the-native-american-community-is-shaken/
https://www.click2houston.com/news/national/2025/05/02/minneapolis-shooting-suspect-is-charged-with-four-homicides-the-native-american-community-is-shaken/
https://archive.ph/C8vJ6
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When the Gun Violence Archive data is filtered for non-mass shootings incidents in Minnesota 

over the past few years that were otherwise known to involve the use of “assault-style” weapons 

covered by HF 3433, the result is the same: virtually all of them involve perpetrators who were 

already prohibited from owning firearms (many of whom should still have been in police 

custody), or occurred in situations where the “assault-style” features did not play a significant 

role in the perpetrator’s ability to carry out the criminal assault. 

 

Relevant examples include: 

 

• A September 9, 2025, fatal shooting over a drug-related dispute, where the perpetrator 

fired three to six shots from a “Draco”-style weapon at the driver of a vehicle, striking the 

victim in the neck.48 The perpetrator had been arrested the previous year and charged 

with several violent felony offenses after he allegedly broke into a woman’s home and 

threatened her with a gun—just one day after he slashed the same woman’s tires and tried 

to strangle her.49 

• A July, 12, 2025, shooting during a drug-deal-turned-armed-robbery that involved one 

shot fired from an AR-style pistol, and which left one person paralyzed.50 The 18-year-

old perpetrator was already a longtime prohibited person, having been charged in 2024 

with being a felon-in-possession of a firearm.51 The original disqualifying convictions 

appear to have stemmed from the perpetrator having been caught bringing a loaded and 

illegally modified gun to school at the age of 16.52 

• An April 11, 2025, homicide in which an elderly man’s live-in caretaker fatally shot his 

charge with one round to the head from an AR-15 rifle. The perpetrator had a criminal 

history for illicit drug possession and DUI.53 

• A March 22, 2025, domestic violence and mental health-related shooting in which a man, 

under the influence of drugs and suffering from psychotic delusions, fired numerous 

rounds from his AK-pattern rifle into the floor of his daughter’s room, shot his wife in the 

 
48 Mankato Man Accused of Shooting Driver Over Unpaid THC Cartridges, KSTP (Nov. 12, 2025), 

https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/mankato-man-accused-of-shooting-driver-over-unpaid-thc-cartridges/.  
49 https://www.cnhi.com/rss_feed/warrant-out-for-mans-arrest-after-alleged-burglary-involving-gun/; 

https://archive.ph/scugL  
50 Court documents available: https://criminalcomplaints.blueearthcountymn.gov/uploads/5efe2fb0-1f1e-4465-af05-

e1630b7ea706.pdf  
51 Court documents available: https://criminalcomplaints.blueearthcountymn.gov/uploads/a99bd0f1-8904-488d-

a46d-623ad7dc0f04.pdf 
52 Felony Charges Filed Against Teen Accused of Bringing Loaded Gun to Mankato West, Southern Minn. News 

(May 16, 2023), https://www.southernminnesotanews.com/felony-charges-filed-against-teen-accused-of-bringing-

loaded-gun-to-mankato-west/.  
53 Grand Jury Indicts Man Accused of Killing Roommate in South St. Paul Apartment, KSTP Eyewitness News 

(Sept. 11, 2025), https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/grand-jury-indicts-man-accused-of-killing-roommate-in-

south-st-paul-apartment/; Paul Walsh, Gunshot to Head Kills Man in His South St. Paul Home, Officials Say, Minn. 

Star Trib. (April 14, 2025), https://www.startribune.com/man-fatally-shot-in-south-st-paul-home-officials-

say/601330679. 

https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/mankato-man-accused-of-shooting-driver-over-unpaid-thc-cartridges/
https://www.cnhi.com/rss_feed/warrant-out-for-mans-arrest-after-alleged-burglary-involving-gun/
https://archive.ph/scugL
https://criminalcomplaints.blueearthcountymn.gov/uploads/5efe2fb0-1f1e-4465-af05-e1630b7ea706.pdf
https://criminalcomplaints.blueearthcountymn.gov/uploads/5efe2fb0-1f1e-4465-af05-e1630b7ea706.pdf
https://criminalcomplaints.blueearthcountymn.gov/uploads/a99bd0f1-8904-488d-a46d-623ad7dc0f04.pdf
https://criminalcomplaints.blueearthcountymn.gov/uploads/a99bd0f1-8904-488d-a46d-623ad7dc0f04.pdf
https://www.southernminnesotanews.com/felony-charges-filed-against-teen-accused-of-bringing-loaded-gun-to-mankato-west/
https://www.southernminnesotanews.com/felony-charges-filed-against-teen-accused-of-bringing-loaded-gun-to-mankato-west/
https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/grand-jury-indicts-man-accused-of-killing-roommate-in-south-st-paul-apartment/
https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/grand-jury-indicts-man-accused-of-killing-roommate-in-south-st-paul-apartment/
https://www.startribune.com/man-fatally-shot-in-south-st-paul-home-officials-say/601330679
https://www.startribune.com/man-fatally-shot-in-south-st-paul-home-officials-say/601330679
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leg, and tried to burn the family’s home down. The man’s mental health had clearly been 

deteriorating over previous days, and he had numerous other firearms in the home.54 

 

Additionally, some of these incidents were ultimately ended by law enforcement officers relying 

on their own department-issued “assault weapons” to swiftly and efficiently end the threat to 

themselves and the public, ironically demonstrating just how useful these firearms are against 

ordinary criminal threats in a civilian context.  

 

There is perhaps no better example of this than a September 7, 2024, encounter between 

Minneapolis police officers and a man who, for inexplicable reasons, began repeatedly firing his 

rifle in his apartment and the surrounding hallways in the middle of the night. When officers 

confronted the gunman, he was crouched in a stairwell and holding the rifle, which he refused to 

put down.55 The officer who finally shot the gunman did so with his own “assault-style” rifle, 

which proved remarkably efficient and effective at ending a criminal threat in an urban, civilian 

environment. And, far from being some ultra-lethal weapon, the rifle round in that instance was 

not even lethal to the gunman, despite striking him directly in the jaw.  

 

Another example is an April 10, 2024, incident in Minnetonka, where officers attempting to 

serve a warrant at a home encountered a completely unrelated individual who opened fire on 

them with a rifle. During the ensuing shootout, three of the four officers who ultimately returned 

fire did so with their own equivalent patrol rifles.56 Body camera footage shows those officers 

racing back to their squad cars after the suspect fired two rounds at them to ensure that they 

could engage him with a firearm that did not leave them at a disadvantage. One officer clearly 

grabbed multiple full-size magazines for the rifle—an amount of firepower upon which neither 

he nor any of his fellow officers ultimately had to rely.57 Minnesota is rightly willing to concede 

the utility of these firearms and standard capacity magazines for peace officers when they face 

ordinary criminal threats. It should acknowledge their utility for civilians facing those exact same 

threats, as well.   

 

III. Conclusion 

 

Minnesota has nothing to gain from its endeavor to strip ordinary and peaceable citizens of their 

right to keep and bear many of the nation’s most commonly possessed semiautomatic firearms 

and standard capacity magazines. The lawful gun owners who already possess these weapons 

rarely constitute a threat to public safety. To the limited extent that otherwise lawful gun owners 

are responsible for violent gun crimes, those crimes are rarely facilitated by the use of “assault-

style” weapons or standard capacity magazines, and those crimes could be just as easily have 

been carried out with their “non-assault” counterparts or limited capacity magazines. To save 

lives, Minnesota does not need to scapegoat ordinary peaceable gun owners, further restrict their 

 
54 Cory Knudsen, Man Who ‘Believed the Devil was in the Walls’ Charged for Shooting, Fire at Minneapolis Home, 

KSTP (March 26, 2025), https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/man-who-believed-the-devil-was-in-the-walls-

charged-for-shooting-fire-at-minneapolis-home/.  
55 BCA IDs Man Shot by Police After Firing AK-47 in Minneapolis Apartment Building, Fox 9 (Sept. 9, 2024), 

https://www.fox9.com/news/minnesota-bca-ids-man-who-opened-fire-ak-47-minneapolis-neighborhood  
56 BCA identifies deputies who used force during Minnetonka incident, Minn. Bureau of Criminal Apprehension 

(April 16, 2024), https://dps.mn.gov/news/bca/bca-identifies-deputies-who-used-force-during-minnetonka-incident  
57 Video available: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=s36infll2Ok  

https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/man-who-believed-the-devil-was-in-the-walls-charged-for-shooting-fire-at-minneapolis-home/
https://kstp.com/kstp-news/local-news/man-who-believed-the-devil-was-in-the-walls-charged-for-shooting-fire-at-minneapolis-home/
https://www.fox9.com/news/minnesota-bca-ids-man-who-opened-fire-ak-47-minneapolis-neighborhood
https://dps.mn.gov/news/bca/bca-identifies-deputies-who-used-force-during-minnetonka-incident
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=s36infll2Ok
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rights, or threaten them with felony weapons offenses. The state need only do a better job of 

protecting Minnesotans from the small subset of violent repeat offenders that currently prey upon 

them. It can start by re-evaluating the soft-on-crime policies that refuse to hold these offenders 

accountable, and that offer them a revolving door right out of jail every time they are detained 

for another serious offense.  


