BARBER - REM DOCSB0012068

approach should apply to firearms. In fact, the emotionak fline rush
associated with using a gun, especially in lawful self-defensa;i y potential
defect in design or manufacture doubly hazardous.

Unfortunately, the gun industry continues to avoid fes
and often blames the consumer for accidents and p
many safety innovations for firearms, in the abse
the power to mandate their inclusion they have b

ety regulation
ion. While there are
latory agency with
incorporated episodically, if at all.

Firearms and automobiles really are like two péas | re is no more reason to
allow firearm manufacturers to make guns that'fire unexpec edly, killing and injuring
bystanders and users, than there is to allow s bile manufacturers to sell cars that
suddenly burst into flameo or have faulty br avstems. But what separates these
two peas in a pod is that, unlike cars, there is no igency that has health and
safety authority over gun makers. The fi k] &ft to self-regulate and
decide what, if any, safety mechanisms hits products. The result, as
revealed in the naxt section, can be de: '-.consumer.

Section Three: The Most Co

The following firearm models hav;
of the high number of complain
aware of the safety issues associat

Glock Pistols

n 45 lawsuits'® relating to unintentional
e market only since the late 1980’s. Many

pistols inadvertently dig
unresisting suspeacts

wounded by a Tampa police off|cer in Apnl 2002.
[ to knock on the driver's window. According to

Additionally, beca
involved innu
January 2004
his 3-year-old son.

. Tenn ssee police officer was unlntenhonally shot to death by
abbed his father's .40-caliber Glock service weapon fram

ion Clearinghouse, December 13, 2004.

Subject to Protective O ms v. Remington
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