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Introduction
Readers began reading the articles I write several years ago when concealed carry became a big thing on the Internet. I wrote plenty of gear reviews. I got to try out some of the best as well as some of the not so good products. This was before the Internet had evolved into blog style websites for even the major retailers who allow comments to be posted about their products. If one wanted to read about a product before this Internet born way of free expression of opinions, it was either advertising text or a published review that would be found. Now everyone can post their opinions. Sometimes that is good. Sometimes it is not. Some reviews are posted out of anger or ignorance. Others are done by those who want Ferrari performance out of a used Yugo.

The American consumer has a mindset of getting the best for the lowest price. That is good until one forgets that though there are exceptions, the rule is that we get what we pay for. This same exact principal carries over into our tactical abilities—we get what we put the time into to learn, practice and retain. The problem comes in with civilians wanting to be too much like law enforcement and military personnel. Functionally it presents a problem because civilians are not held to a standard of professionalism that requires them to practice and prove proficiency.

 

Civilian Versus Professional – Training
One thing that I have noticed is that there does exist a small segment of the civilian population more highly trained and practiced than some law enforcement and military personnel. These folks are not extremists or even fringe elements you would not want around your kids or grandmother. They have just taken the “self” of self-defense and have applied it well within all of the other things that comprise daily life. However, they are the exception.

One example I have brings to mind a police officer I knew who said that he did not like guns and would never touch one again if it wasn't for his job. I do not know if he ever had to use the gun as a tool to survive or bring about compliance of an armed threat on the job, nor do I know if he ever had to use any of the tactics typically taught to those who go about armed. I know he was on the scene when another officer was forced to use lethal force to save his own life from a man wielding a firearm. The contrast is another man who is a civilian and has been carrying a handgun practically every day for over 20 years. This man is not law enforcement but has learned the applicable laws of use of force and is very adept at the manipulation and use of many types of weapons including firearms. Plus, he is of a mindset and demeanor that should make him an asset rather than a hindrance in an encounter with a criminal intent on doing harm.

The police officer was required to demonstrate a minimally accepted level of proficiency on a regular basis. The civilian was not. The police officer would receive regular briefings about changes in law and policies that reflected trends in the use of force that may not be technically illegal but were problematic when brought up in court. (Such as when it is both legally and socially appropriate to use less-than-lethal weapons). The civilian was not. The police officer was consistently trained in new technology and methods by professional teachers as a matter of course for his job. The civilian had to pay to be taught. The police officer, though he did not like guns, had a much higher chance of being put into situations where his training and current skill levels were put to the test. The civilian on one occasion was put in a position of having to get ready to respond to an escalating situation that eventually diffused before physical force was necessary.

Now this brings to mind a question that may bring it all into perspective. That is, if we think about the aforementioned when the question is asked. That question is, if I learned to drive but never drive, am I a good driver? How about another one? If I learned to be a surgeon but never operate, am I a good surgeon? Maybe we can switch it up a bit more. If I learned everything there was on how to be a good father but never raised a child, am I a good father? We could go on and on with this. The answer is that we can only assume based on data present of how we may perform if we have never yet had to perform.

In other words, we can get a good idea on what we might do and be able to do, but the actual outcome will have to wait for a scenario to unfold. Logic says that a surgeon who never operates will still be a whole lot better at it than someone who has never learned the skill. However, who would we trust to do that bypass or take out that gallbladder? The surgeon who does it all the time, or the guy who never has on a living person but has all of the technical requirements met to be able to do it?

Many civilian concealed carry permit holders have the mechanics of training learned at some point but do not have them put to the test. This gives a false confidence that could end up being a problem in threat situations later on.

 

Civilian Versus Professional – Performance
There are things that concern me about ordinary citizens carrying guns. Readers about now are probably doing a, “Hold on a minute mister, aren't you a Second Amendment advocate?” Yes, I certainly am. However, my concern is the amount of things I have been seeing as more and more people get permits to carry a concealed handgun. What I see being missed is common sense and taking personal responsibility. This then leads to eventual legislation. On a fundamental level—think about this one—if no one ever made a mistake with a gun, there would be no laws concerning them. Laws are made when someone messes up. There never was a law about air until people started causing problems with the air we breathe. There wouldn't be those old laws on the books such as not spitting on the sidewalk if no one ever spat on a sidewalk.

Real professionals learn rules and procedures. Real professionals are also held accountable for rule and procedural infractions—even minor ones. Civilians are not. The rule is that professionals follow the rules and procedures sanctioned by their professional group. Civilians are pretty much on their own. An example in this area could be something as simple as keeping the finger off of the trigger. If a civilian violates the rule during practice, there will probably be no one around to hold him or her accountable. A professional being trained could get removed from duty or otherwise punished to enforce the necessity of abiding by the rules. Are there exceptions? Of course. There are always exceptions. The exceptions are the mistakes we hear about on the news that professionals have made. A good thing to remember is if pros make mistakes, how much more likely is it that regular folks might?

Because the Second Amendment is the guarantee that the federal government will not infringe upon the already recognized right of the people to keep and bear arms, there is little now in the requirement of proving any level of proficiency in order to possess and carry a concealed firearm. We have strict rules on the licensing of drivers of motor vehicles, yet thousands die each year in traffic accidents. So don't get the idea that I am clamoring for a federal mandate on civilian training to possess or carry a gun. That would not be true. What I am saying is that it would be highly beneficial to all of us who legally carry concealed if we police our own ranks to prevent more legislation being brought about because of “accidents” that happen when the rules are ignored.

Here is something to watch for in the future. The good statistics we have enjoyed as a segment of the population that goes about armed with very low incidents of failure to abide by common sense and legislated rules will be put in jeopardy as millions more begin to carry guns. It is just a simple law of numbers and human behavior. So far the bulk of us who have chosen to carry concealed weapons are, by our very natures, exceptionally safety minded. I see the very mindset that is concerned with safety and security being what leads most of us to the decision to go about armed in the first place.

It is not paranoia. It is not fear. It is a mindset of being prepared for whatever man, beast or nature can bring. It spills over into all areas of our lives with the gun only being a tiny piece of our whole integrated system of safety and security protocols. Sort of how the gun is only a tiny part of the police officer's or soldier's whole repertoire of skills and tools that allow him to do his job well.

 

It's The Basics I See Being Ignored Now
I began to wonder a long time ago when concealed carry information began to really hit the Internet on blogs and websites and in articles like this one when we would begin to fall into the deep end of endless excess. The buying public wants more, more, more! That is until they grow weary. The typical American consumer is an example of attention deficit disorder in action. My apologies to those who suffer with real ADD. When this all started it was topics such as holsters, trigger control, ammo and safety. Then it evolved until we have schools and websites espousing how important it is to learn their military style skills.

I was still on board when we went into the proper use of tactical illumination tools that light up the night and criminals. I even liked the idea of all us regular folks learning how to “Get off the X” (The spot where we would be a standing target if in a gunfight). Then more and more law enforcement and military tactics were added, and most of it would have been okay except for what I said earlier about training, proficiency testing and accountability. A professional has to do it correctly or that pro will get fired, reassigned or at least retrained. A civilian can be an armchair tactical commando up until the point he is shot dead by a criminal or even law enforcement who mistakes him for one.

To make the point, I just read about a civilian with a concealed carry permit that carries handcuffs because he says it makes the public less nervous if his concealed carry weapon should be spotted. The thinking behind it, as was revealed, is that the public will assume he is law enforcement and will be more at ease about him having a gun. There is so much potential error in that mindset of that real person who has a permit to go about legally armed. Another example is the public purchase of breaching shotguns and breaching shells. I don't think that they should be made illegal, but I certainly do wonder why one of those guns would be on any civilian's Christmas list. On a real life probability scale, I cannot think of any valid scenario where I would need a breaching shotgun and breaching shells.

I realize that exploring the areas of what should and should not be when it comes to bearing arms is a touchy subject. My whole reason for mentioning it is simple. I have had conversations with people who talk up the amount of and the quality of the self defense gear they carry every day. There are some that carry so much ammo and even a backup gun with spare ammo that I wonder how they can actually walk in public. These people talk about being an expert in this and a master at that, and I strongly suspect that they would wet themselves if a shootout started while we were talking. I do not even know what to say during such encounters with this type of person. They are convinced.

Then I hear from some folks who tell me how they can't run and have a difficult time manipulating a semi-auto pistol. They tell me how they don't see as good as they used to and how they would like to become a better judge of people and situations and be a better and quicker shot. They tell me about their disappointment with many of the things they have been reading and seeing about concealed carry training that is more like military training. Some guys and gals get around just fine and want to know how to just be skilled enough, and that is the variable that causes all the issues. What is enough?

I keep it simple. Something that can be assimilated and maintained as well as built upon if it is ever desired. The following is a rough outline of the order I establish when instructing most regular folks.

 
1. Absolute muzzle control.

2. Finger off the trigger unless shooting.

3. Perfect manipulation of all controls and features of the firearm. (Including disassembly, cleaning and reassembly. If not, get a gun that fits.)

4. Unload and reload smoothly.

5. Proper holster.

6. Avoid.

7. Evade.

8. Escape.

9. Is there no other choice?

10. Smooth fast draw and presentation to target.

11. Use the sights unless you can't use the sights.

12. Move out of the way if you can.

13. The best trigger control you can muster.

14. Center mass hits until threat ceases to be a threat.

15. Back to number one.

 
Sure there are a lot of other things that can be touched upon in teaching the basics and they usually will be mentioned between any of the fundamental points. Would I push grandma to learn how to clear a room or her whole house? Probably not. Would I teach grandma to fight her way to a safe room? Would I instill in her the pattern of always keeping a cell phone handy? Yes. When at someone's home it takes only a few brief seconds to show them how quickly I can disable their phone lines or even electricity. Some people do have a hard time understanding how fast their home can be breached without actually busting their door down. However, a couple of videos usually suffice to get that point across.

A problem comes in when the questions start about advanced things even before there has been mastery of the fundamentals. The questions begin. How do I handle multiple attackers? What rifle should I use for shooting targets (criminals) at long distances if I would ever have to? How do I get a license to own a fully automatic weapon? Do you think ten thousand rounds of ammo is enough? To which I try to bring them back down to this planet by pointing out how they need to become much better at some of the specific points above before moving on to any of that other stuff.

You probably know or have at least heard of the ones who cannot hit the broadside of a barn who are bragging about their upcoming trip to the Super Duper Hero Shooting Academy to learn theUber Shooter Tactical Superstar Method of Firearm Self-Defense. These are the ones that I would be very happy to get to go through some calm and slow fundamental retraining. Seriously folks, out of all the concealed carry permit holders you know, how many of them can flawlessly get through the ordered list above? Do your skills break down anywhere in that format?

If you are a professional who is active in a professional capacity at this time, these articles obviously are not for you. They are for the regular guys and gals who may be slightly or grossly enamored by the glitz and glamor of more, more, more when they have not perfected the basics yet. My goal is to get them back to the table of fundamentals. To undo incorrectly trained skills and instill strong fundamental firearm self-defense skills. However, how does one grab the attention of the masses to see if they can do 15 points when you can go over there and get 30 points taught in half the time?
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