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Thank you for the opportunity to read the manuscript.  I feel that this paper is a fairly well written paper and is a very interesting piece on the psychological functions of guns and that impact on gun owners.  I was quite intrigued by the manuscript and the thought-out studies, but I did have an issue with the methods/sample which I believe is a fundamental flaw and some questions about accuracy in the reporting of the prior literature.  However, the overall concept of the study is not flawed, and I would like to see other work published from it.  Hopefully, the author(s) will follow through.          

Minor points

P2 L2 – owers should be owners

P4 L1 – there should be an “&” prior to “Garcia-Ponce”

P5 L16 – Aprroximatey should be Approximately 

P6 L22 – poweful should be powerful

P14 L3 – Kivisto & Phalen (2018) reference seems to be missing from the reference page.  

Major Issues

The first major issue that I noticed when reading the manuscript was that some in-text citations did not accurately reflect the statements the author/s claimed.  I by no means checked all, but a few examples are below.  

P3 – The author/s write “Unlike other industrialized nations, the U.S. government currently has no federal laws that enforce strict gun purchase restrictions or background checks (Reinhart, 2018).”  The Reinhart reference is a Gallup poll writeup and just deals with the results.  Further, there are federal laws requiring background checks for gun purchases, with some loopholes.  

End of P3, Beginning of P4 – The author/s discuss the Dube, Dube, and Garcia-Ponce (2013) article.  The claims made by the current authors are that the previous paper points to increase in homicide after the Federal Assault Weapons Ban in Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas and a decrease in homicide in California (kept the state ban).  The Dube et al. (2013) paper points to increases in homicide rates for Mexican locales on the border by the three states (Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas) with a decrease in the Mexican locales on the border with California.  Very different findings than what is reported. 

Top of page 14 – The authors write “We added this item because several states (e.g., California, Florida, and Indiana) observed declines in suicide rates after introducing red-flag laws (Kivisto & Phalen, 2018).“  In addition to adding the citation to the reference page (see above), the Kivisto and Phalen (2018) article only examines Indiana and Connecticut, of which both show declines.  If there is research on California and Florida showing the declines claimed, please add that to the citation, otherwise those states should be removed, and Connecticut should be added.    

The second major issue is one that the authors mention as a limitation, but may need to be further examined, especially in light of the topic and/conclusions.     

Convenience sampling is useful for certain research questions.  However, I am unsure if this was the proper sampling technique for the current questions.  

Each sample was far more female, white, older, and educated than the general population.  It is likely that the same is true when compared to the typical gun owner as gun owners tend to be younger, white, males, with less than a college education, from rural areas, and southern states.  A breakdown of the demographics of the gun owners in the sample (vs. non-gun owners) would be helpful.  Based on the overall samples, it is likely that the gun owners in each sample are also different than the typical gun owner, which would further hurt the generalizability of the results.  

If it were a specific population being conveniently sampled, i.e. college students on campus, one could argue for justification a bit more.  As it stands, the samples are so far from the normal distribution for the US (38 avg age, 61.5% White, 0.97 male/female ratio, ~61% with some college or more) that the results cannot mean much beyond the studies.         

Overall, I really like the concepts of the studies and like the questions posed by the author/s but feel like it the current manuscript does not add much to the research at this point.  A better sample and more attention to detail in previous literature would help.      


