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Abstract: Motivated by disparities in gun vio-
lence, sharp increases in gun ownership, and a
changing gun policy landscape, we conducted a
nationally representative survey of U.S. adults
(n=2,778) in 2021 to compare safety-related views
of white, Black, and Hispanic gun owners and
non-owners. Black gun owners were most aware
of homicide disparities and least expecting of per-
sonal safety improvements from gun ownership or
more permissive gun carrying. Non-owner views
differed. Health equity and policy opportunities
are discussed.

personal acts of gun violence in the United States,

including through community violence, police vio-
lence, and intimate partner violence.! This represents
an age-adjusted, single-year increase of 35%, despite
a greater than 5% decline in overall crime during the
same period.? Gun violence and the psychological bur-
den imposed by gun violence disproportionately affect
minoritized communities. Nationally, the U.S. gun
homicide rate (per 100,000 people) in 2020 was 26.6
for people identified as Non-Hispanic Black, compared
to 2.2 for those identified as Non-Hispanic white and
4.5 for Hispanic individuals of any race.? Additionally,
Black men are estimated to be 2.5 times more likely
to be killed by police than white men; Latino men are
1.3-1.4 times more likely.* For women, the highest rates
of homicide in the U.S. are among Black or Native
American women.’ Surveys by the Pew Research Cen-
ter conducted since 2018 have consistently found that
alarge majority (78-82%) of Black Americans consider
gun violence to be “a very big problem” in the United
States. In comparison, 42-47% of white Americans
and 57-59% of Hispanic Americans responded the

I n 2020, nearly 20,000 people were killed by inter-
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same, indicative of disparities in both gun violence and
perceptions of gun violence.¢

One response to violence-related concerns could
be to purchase a gun, as millions of Americans did
in 2020.7 For more than 90% of gun buyers in 2020,
protection from other people was a primary motivator
of the purchase.? However, gun possession also poses
risks, by introducing highly lethal means for suicide,
increasing the potential lethality of violence in the
home, raising the possibility of unintentional injury, or
amplifying perceived aggression and threat assessed
by police or other armed individuals.® Research sug-

personal safety consequences of gun possession and
carrying, and 2) assess differences in these views by
racial subgroups of gun owners and non-owners using
a nationally representative sample of U.S. adults.

Methods

Data

The National Survey of Gun Policy has been admin-
istered every two years since 2013, using NORC’s
Amerispeak Panel. The 2021 survey was fielded Janu-
ary 4-20, 2021. The biennial survey consists of a core
module of gun policy questions repeated over time.'

Perceptions of risk for victimization, beliefs about guns, and feelings of
personal safety are likely to be interrelated and informed by racialized
experiences of violence and gun ownership. However, the skewed racial
distribution of gun ownership often prohibits researchers of gun-related risk
perception from examining potentially important social nuance stemming
from both race and gun ownership. The objectives of this study were to
1) assess perceptions of disparities in gun violence victimization alongside
views on the personal safety consequences of gun possession and carrying,
and 2) assess differences in these views by racial subgroups of gun owners
and non-owners using a nationally representative sample of U.S. adults.

gests that gun acquisition, though often motivated by
personal safety interests, frequently leads to incom-
plete resolution of safety-related concerns.™
Perceptions of risk for victimization, beliefs about
guns, and feelings of personal safety are likely to be
interrelated and informed by racialized experiences of
violence and gun ownership."" However, the skewed
racial distribution of gun ownership often prohibits
researchers of gun-related risk perception from exam-
ining potentially important social nuance stemming
from both race and gun ownership.’? The objectives of
this study were to 1) assess perceptions of disparities
in gun violence victimization alongside views on the

In 2021, a supplemental module containing items
related to public safety and violence prevention was
also included.* NORC’s Amerispeak Panel is a nation-
wide probability-based sample of 97% of U.S. house-
holds, drawn from the U.S. Postal Service Delivery
Sequence File with supplementation by NORC field
surveillance for improved rural area coverage. The
panel’s recruitment rate is 34%. Survey participation
is encouraged through modest cash incentives, with
the typical panel member participating in 2-3 surveys
per month.” For this survey, invited panelists were
18 years or older and Spanish- or English-speaking.
Respondents could complete the survey online or by
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telephone in their preferred language. To enable com-
parisons of underrepresented groups, we oversampled
Black Americans, Hispanic Americans, and gun own-
ers. Respondents self-identified their race or ethnicity
as “White, non-Hispanic;” “Black, non-Hispanic;” or
“Hispanic.” “Other, non-Hispanic;” “Multiple, non-
Hispanic;” and “Asian, non-Hispanic” were additional
response options that are not discussed in this paper
due to insufficient sample size. Gun owners were iden-
tified through affirmative responses to 2 questions:
“Do you happen to have in your home or garage any
guns or revolvers?” and “Do any of these guns person-
ally belong to you?”

Measures

For this study, we examined two sets of questions from
the new public safety module. The first set of ques-
tions assessed agreement with statements describing
disparities in gun homicides (i.e., “Latino/a people are
more likely to die from gun homicide than white peo-
ple” and “Black people are more likely to die from gun
homicide than white people”). The second set of ques-
tions assessed expectations of personal safety benefits
associated with gun ownership or more permissive
gun carrying (i.e., “Personally owning a gun will make
me safer” and “I would feel safer if more people were
allowed to legally carry guns”). Survey questions were
asked in random order.

Responses were collected on a 5-point Likert scale
ranging from “strongly agree” to “strongly disagree.”
Responses were examined and then dichotomized to
compare “agree” and “strongly agree” to “neither agree
nor disagree,” “disagree,” and “strongly disagree.” Survey
weights were applied to adjust for known selection devi-
ations and survey nonresponse and to enable nationally
representative comparisons by race/ethnicity.

Analyses

Descriptive statistics were calculated. Logistic regres-
sion models were run to test for significant differences
across race/ethnicity, stratified by gun ownership.
Results are presented as percent agree with 95% con-
fidence intervals and an alpha of 0.05. Next, using the
dichotomized variables “agree” (coded as 1) and “dis-
agree” (coded as 0), we estimated univariate logistic
regression models to assess associations between spe-
cific responses and across respondent groups. Models
first estimated the association between knowledge of
homicide disparities and agreement with expectations
of improved safety from personal gun ownership or
expanded legal carrying. Then, we estimated odds of
agreement with each question when comparing gun
owners to non-owners, stratified by race. Finally, we
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estimated odds of agreement when comparing Black
and Hispanic respondents to white respondents,
stratified by gun ownership.

Owing to a fielding period that was punctuated by
the January 6, 2021 attack on the U.S. Capitol, which
may have affected partisan tensions and national feel-
ings of security, sensitivity tests were performed to
assess stability of estimates. All analyses were con-
ducted using the svy command in Stata, version 16.1.16
The study was reviewed and approved by the Johns
Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health IRB.

Results

The survey completion rate was 78%, resulting in a
total sample size of 2,778. After our oversampling, gun
owners comprised 29% of the sample; 49% of respon-
dents were white, 23% were Black, and 23% were
Hispanic (results not shown). Overall, 39% of respon-
dents agreed with the true statement of gun homicide
disparities among Latinx people, and 58% agreed with
the also true statement of gun homicide disparities
among Black people (Fig. 1). Black respondents were
the most aware of these disparities; Hispanic respon-
dents were somewhat less aware (Appendix C, Table
1). Sixty-one percent of respondents correctly agreed
with at least one of the disparities statements (95%
CI: 58% - 63%); 36% responded accurately to both
(95% CI: 33% - 38%) (weighted estimates; data not
shown). Fewer gun owners (33%) than non-owners
(41%) were aware of disparities in homicides against
Latinx victims. There was no statistically significant
difference in knowledge of homicide-related dispari-
ties against Black victims by gun ownership. When
asked if they agreed with the statement that “person-
ally owning a gun will make me safer,” 46% of respon-
dents agreed (Not gun owners: 36% vs. Gun owners:
72%). When asked if they “would feel safer if more
people were allowed to legally carry guns,” 26% of
respondents agreed (Not gun owners: 18% vs. Gun
owners: 42%) (Fig. 1).

Comparing non-owners of guns across racial and
ethnic identities, we found no statistically significant
differences in knowledge of gun homicide disparities.
We also found no difference in expectations of safety
associated with gun ownership or more permissive
gun carrying (Appendix B, Figure 1). However, com-
paring Black gun owners and Hispanic gun owners to
white gun owners, we found significant differences on
every item. Black gun owners more frequently agreed
that “Latino/a people are more likely to die from gun
homicide than white people” (Black gun owner: 47%
vs. white gun owner: 29%) and that “Black people
are more likely to die from gun homicide than white
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people” (Black gun owner: 75% vs. white gun owner:
55%). Compared to white gun owners, Black and His-
panic gun owners both less frequently agreed that
personal gun ownership made them safer (Black gun
owners: 60%; Hispanic gun owners: 60%; white gun
owners: 79%). Black gun owners also less frequently
agreed that they would “feel safer if more people could
legally carry guns” (Black gun owners: 28% vs. white
gun owners 48%) (Fig. 2).

When the relationship between knowledge of homi-
cide disparities and agreement with personal safety
expectations was examined, we found significant asso-
ciations only among white respondents. Compared to
respondents who were not aware of homicide dispari-
ties, white respondents who were aware of disparities
in Black and Hispanic homicide victimization had
40-42% lower odds of expecting safety to improve
through personal gun ownership and 43-44% lower
odds of agreeing that safety would improve through
expanded legal gun carrying (results not shown).
Comparing agreement by gun ownership status, we
found gun owners were more likely to think that guns
improve safety, but the magnitude of the association

Table |

varied by race. Among white respondents, gun own-
ers had 7.8-times higher odds of expecting improved
safety from personal gun ownership (95% CI: 5.7-
10.5) and 4.6-times higher odds of expecting improved
safety from more widespread legal carrying (95% CI:
3.3-6.4). Among Hispanic respondents, odds of agree-
ment were 2.6-times higher for personal gun owner-
ship (95% CI: 1.1-5.9) and 2.5-times higher for legal
carrying (95% CI: 1.2-5.1) among gun owners com-
pared to non-owners. Among Black respondents, odds
of agreement with safety gains from personal carrying
were 2.1-times higher among gun owners than non-
owners (95% CI: 1.2-3.6) but not significantly differ-
ent on the issue of gun carrying (Table 1).

Across gun ownership strata, odds of an accurate
response to the homicide disparities questions were
higher among Black respondents than white respon-
dents (OR for Latinx victimization disparities: 1.7; OR
for Black victimization disparities 1.4). Compared to
their white counterparts, Black non-owners had 1.5-
times higher odds of agreement with Latinx victim-
ization disparities (95% CI: 1.1-2.1), and Black gun
owners had 2.1-times higher odds of agreement (95%

Simple logistic regression models predicting odds of agreement with safety-related statements,
comparing gun owners to non-owners, stratified by race.

White Black Hispanic
OR 95% ClI p-value | OR [ 95% ClI p-value | OR | 95% ClI p-value
Latino/a people Gun Owner: | 0.67 |0.50-0.91 | 0.0I0 [095 |0.56—-163 |0.858 |[0.59 [03I—-1.15 |0.125
are more likely Non-Owner
to die from gun
homicide than
white people.
Black people are Gun Owner: (080 |0.60—1.08 |0.146 1.70 | 091 -3.18 |0.094 |0.84 |041-1.69 |0.617
more likely to die | Non-Owner
from gun homicide
than white people.
Personally owning | Gun Owner: | 7.76 |5.71 -10.5 | <0.001 | 2.12 | 1.23-3.64 | 0.007 |2.57 | I.11-5.94|0.028
a gun will make Non-Owner
me safer.
| would feel safer if | Gun Owner: | 4.59 |3.31-6.36 | <0.001 | 1.40 [0.71-2.76 |0.327 |2.51 |1.23-5.13|0.011
more people were | Non-Owner
allowed to legally
carry guns.
Notes:
Bold indicates: p < .05
OR = Odds Ratio
Cl = Confidence Interval
THE EVOLVING FIGHT AGAINST GUN VIOLENCE ® SPRING 2023 19
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Table 2

Simple logistic regression models predicting odds of agreement with safety-related statements,
comparing racial subgroups of gun owners and non-owners

Overall Not Gun Owners Gun Owners
OR | 95% ClI p-value | OR | 95% CI p-value | OR | 95% CI p-value

Latino/a people Black:White | 1.72 | 1.31 -2.26 | <0.001 | 1.49 | 1.09-2.05 | 0.014 2.12 | 1.25-3.59 | 0.005
are more likely
to die from gun
homicide than Hispanic: .16 |0.86—1.57 |0.320 1.10 [ 0.79—1.55 |0.568 098 | 051-1.87 |0.943
white people. White
Black people Black:White | 1.39 | 1.03 - 1.86 | 0.029 .16 [ 0.82—-1.63 |0.394 2.46 | 1.35-4.49 |0.003
are more likely
to die from gun
homicide than Hispanic: 0.72 | 0.54-0.97 | 0.032 0.68 | 0.49-0.95 | 0.024 (071 |0.36-142 |0.333
white people. White
Personally owning | Black:White | 0.82 | 0.63—1.08 | 0.163 1.52 | 1.09-2.13 | 0.014 0.42 | 0.25-0.70 | 0.001
a gun will make
me safer.

Hispanic: 0.73 | 0.55-0.98 | 0.34 125 [ 0.89-1.76 |0.20l 0.41 | 0.18-0.94 | 0.036

White
| would feel safer | Black:White | 0.70 | 0.75—-1.00 | 0.051 1.36 [ 0.88—-2.12 |0.169 0.42 | 0.23 -0.76 | 0.005
if more people
were allowed to - —
legally carry guns. wsrramc. 0.70 | 0.50-0.97 | 0.034 1.12 10.72—-1.73 | 0.620 061 [032-1.17 |0.139

Ite

Notes:

Bold indicates: p < .05
OR = Odds Ratio

Cl = Confidence Interval

CI: 1.2-3.6). Regarding Black victimization dispari-
ties, odds of agreement among Black gun owners were
2.5-times higher than white gun owners (95% CI:
1.4-4.5). Hispanic non-owners had 32% lower odds of
agreement with Black victimization disparities (95%
CI: 0.5-1.0) but were otherwise indistinct from white
respondents across ownership strata (Table 2).

On issues of safety, the odds of Black non-owners
agreeing that owning a gun would make them safer
were 1.5-times higher (95% CI: 1.1-2.1) than white
non-owners. Conversely, as compared to white gun
owners, Black gun owners had 58% lower odds of
agreement that gun ownership improved personal
safety (95% CI: 0.25-0.70) and 58% lower odds of
expected safety gains from more widespread gun car-
rying (95% CI: 0.23-0.76). Racial/ethnic groups of
non-owners did not differ on their odds of agreement
with safety improvements associated with legal gun
carrying. Comparisons of Hispanic gun owners and

20

non-owners were only different from white gun own-
ers and non-owners on the issue of personal safety
gains from owning a gun. Like Black respondents,
Hispanic gun owners were 59% less likely than white
gun owners to agree that gun ownership improved
their personal safety (95% CI: 0.2-0.9) (Table 2).
Sensitivity tests indicated that most surveys were
initiated prior to the onset of the January 6 insur-
rection (Appendix A). Demographic differences
between pre-insurrection and during- or post-insur-
rection respondents were limited to age and age-
related employment status (i.e., retired). In separate
analyses of the pre-insurrection and during- or post-
insurrection subsamples, the most notable difference
in estimates was a generally higher expectation of
improved safety associated with personal gun owner-
ship and more widespread legal gun carrying among
those responding during or after the insurrection. The
exception to this observed trend was among the small
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group of during- or post-insurrection Black gun own-
ers (n=26) (Appendix C). None of these differences in
point estimates are likely to have changed inferences
drawn from the overall sample compared to the pre-
insurrection sample.

Discussion

In this nationally representative survey of U.S. adults,
respondents were assessed on their awareness of
racial disparities in gun homicides and their expec-
tations of improved personal safety were they to own
a gun or were legal gun carrying to be expanded. We
found that most Americans were generally aware of at
least one example of disparities in gun homicide, with
greater knowledge of over-victimization among Black
Americans than white and Hispanic Americans. Black
gun owners tended to be the most aware of dispari-
ties in gun violence, followed by people who did not
own guns, white gun owners, and Hispanic gun own-
ers. The odds of Black gun owners acknowledging gun
homicide disparities were 2.1-2.5 times higher than
white gun owners.

Compared to Americans who did not personally own
a gun, gun owners of all examined races and ethnici-
ties more frequently expected that owning a gun made
them safer and that they would feel safer if more peo-
ple were allowed to legally carry guns. This is unsur-
prising, given probable self-protection motivations for
the decision to own a gun. However, our survey results
indicate key differences in expectations of safety that
corresponded with the racial or ethnic identity of gun
owners. Relative to white gun owners, Black and His-
panic gun owners less frequently reported feeling safer
because of gun ownership. Although Black non-own-
ers were 1.5-times more likely than white non-owners
to believe that gun ownership would make them safer,
Black gun owners were 58% less likely than white
gun owners to believe the same and 58% less likely to
believe that they would be safer if more people were
allowed to carry guns. In general, gun owners were
less optimistic about the personal safety benefits of
more permissive gun carrying than personal owner-
ship. Only 42% of gun owners thought that more peo-
ple carrying guns would improve safety. Agreement
dropped to just 28% among Black gun owners.

These findings diverge somewhat from prior esti-
mates of expected safety changes drawn from a rep-
resentative survey of California residents.”” Compared
to the California survey, we found substantially stron-
ger expectations of safety improvements among gun
owners and greater differences between gun owners’
assessments of others’ actions (i.e., feelings of safety
associated with other people owning or carrying guns)
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compared to their own actions (i.e., feelings of safety
associated with personal gun ownership). This find-
ing is consistent with research on other assessments of
skills with potential for injury, such as driving.’®* With
regard to gun safety, divergence from the California
survey may be explained by different social contexts
associated with California’s restrictive gun policies,
relative to the U.S. overall, or by subtle differences in
the two surveys’ questions about safety. The California
survey asked about expectations of improved safety of
the home or neighborhood associated with one’s own
or others’ in-home gun possession, respectively; our
survey asked about anticipated benefits to personal
safety resulting from ownership or presumably public
gun carrying by others. Whether gun owners hold dif-
ferent beliefs about personal safety versus safety of the
home environment may vary by an individual’s role in
the home and by sources of the perceived threat.!

The results presented here suggest persistent safety
concerns among many Black Americans, despite (in
some cases) having personally acquired a gun, which
is usually motivated by self-protection.2° The subse-
quently lower feelings of safety among Black com-
pared to white gun owners may be interpretated as
indication of persistent differences in risk for violent
crime victimization or may be evidence of knowledge
and beliefs that are protective against other potential
sources of gun-related injury.2! The sources of threat
underlying these feelings may endure or may evolve
over time, potentially to include unique concerns
related to how one is perceived as a gun owner. For
Black men in particular, these concerns may include
the potential for violence to be used against them in
acts motivated by racist presumptions of criminal-
ity and expectations of restricted access to legal gun
ownership.22

Our study suggests that homicide risk alone does
not explain motivations for gun purchase, nor does it
sufficiently explain racially divergent feelings of safety
following gun acquisition. Nonfatal violence, includ-
ing injuries and various forms of threatened violence,
may be additionally influential threats to safety. These
findings may be informative to the interpretation of
prior research, which suggested that Black Ameri-
cans, across gun ownership status, tend to favor more
restrictive gun policies, police reforms, and efforts to
expand community-based gun violence prevention.2?
Perceptions of personal safety and personal experi-
ences with public safety interventions may influence
support for policy reform as well as motivations for
gun acquisition. Additional research is needed to
understand drivers of differences in perceived safety
among gun owners.
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Some limitations should be considered. First, this
was a cross-sectional analysis, which limited our abil-
ity to infer a temporal relationship between safety con-
cerns and gun ownership. In particular, gun owners’
expectations of safety prior to gun ownership should
not be assumed, nor should the future gun owner-
ship intentions of current non-owners. Still, evidence
of some dissatisfaction with safety after gun owner-
ship is clear and appears to be greatest among Black
gun owners. Interpretation of the views expressed by
respondents identified as Hispanic may have been
confounded by variably racialized co-identities as
Black, Brown, or white. Other factors, such as gen-
der, political affiliation, worldview, or urban/rural
residential status, may also contribute to perceptions
of safety. Sample size limited our capacity to explore
these potential co-contributors while still maintaining
the intersectional identities of original interest. As in
any survey, our findings may be affected by sampling
bias and question framing. NORC'’s use of probability-
based sampling helps to minimize the sampling threat.
Other framing may yield different results. Finally, the
January 6, 2021 attack on the U.S. Capitol coincided
with the fielding of this survey and may have affected
respondents’ feelings of safety or beliefs about guns
in potentially racially disparate ways. We conducted
a sensitivity analysis to assess whether this event
was likely to have affected our main study findings.
Despite some differences in point estimates, we found
comparative interpretations to be largely unaffected.

Implications
In the context of the 2022 Supreme Court ruling in
New York State Rifle & Pistol Association v. Bruen®*
and an imminent movement nationally toward the
conditions described in this survey (specifically, more
people being allowed to legally carry guns and risk for
further violent crime disparities®?), these differences
in American views and experiences of gun-related
safety have important implications. First, our findings
suggest that most people do not agree that more wide-
spread legal gun carrying will make them feel safer.
This challenges the notion of more “good guys with
guns” as a protective American ideal. Rather, our find-
ings suggest that majorities of gun owners and non-
owners, alike, have reservations about the personal
safety gains of more widespread public gun carrying.
This is particularly true among Black Americans. At
the same time, relatively more Americans (though
notably still less than half) believe that owning a gun
will improve their personal safety.

If acted on, these two conditions — concerns about
the safety consequences of more public gun carrying
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but a relatively stronger belief in the personal protec-
tiveness of gun ownership — may provoke a self-per-
petuating sense of insecurity in the U.S. Specifically,
safety concerns driving protection-motivated gun
acquisition may be further increased by subsequently
more gun ownership within a permissive gun carry-
ing policy context. Moreover, our findings suggest that
expectations of safety associated with gun ownership
and public carrying among American gun owners are
racially unequal. Given this, targeted public health
messaging from health providers and trusted mes-
sengers to gun owners and non-owners is needed and
should include evidence-informed, actionable steps
to protect personal safety. Healthcare providers can
similarly counsel individuals when personal safety
concerns are assessed. Such messages may include
the promotion of safe gun storage, responsible gun
commerce, and information about mechanisms for
alternative, temporary storage in times of crisis. If
widely implemented, such actions may help to reduce
unequal downstream risks related to homicide and
other threats to safety across the life course. Addition-
ally, in this critical time in which a new legal landscape
remains uncertain, vocal public support for policies
that have proven popular?¢ and could reduce gun vio-
lence more broadly, such as purchasing permits®” and
prohibitions on gun carrying in sensitive areas,?® is
urgently needed to improve the equity of health and
safety in the United States.
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tion, New Venture Fund, and Joyce Foundation, outside the
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Appendix

gzp:\rfgli:phic characteristics of pre- and during-/post-insurrection respondents (unweighted)
Before Jan 6, During or After Jan 6,
Ipm EST Ipm EST
Respondent Characteristic n=1973 (%) n=805 (%) p-value
Sex Female 972 (49) 413 (51) 0.33
Age 18-24 80 (4) 53 (7) <0.001
25-34 378 (19) 247 (31)
35-44 317 (16) 135 (17)
45-54 290 (15) 105 (13)
55-64 389 (20) 135 (17)
65-74 375 (19) 95 (12)
75+ 144 (7) 35(4)
Race/Ethnicity White, non-Hispanic 969 (49) 390 (48) 0.27
Black, non-Hispanic 468 (24) 166 (21)
Other, non-Hispanic 21 (1) 9(1)
Hispanic 432 (22) 205 (26)
Multiple, non-Hispanic 43 (2) 21 (3)
Asian, non-Hispanic 40 (2) 14 (2)
Education Less than High School 92 (5) 34 (4) 0.87
High School Graduate 326 (17) 136 (17)
Vocational/Tech School/Some College/Associate’s | 886 (45) 365 (45)
Degree
Bachelor’s Degree 407 (21) 155 (19)
Post Grad Study/Professional Degree 262 (13) 115 (14)
Marital Status Married 923 (47) 368 (46) 0.02
Widowed 111 (6) 25 (3)
Divorced 256 (13) 94 (12)
Separated 56 (3) 23 (3)
Never Married 472 (24) 215 (27)
Living with Partner 155 (8) 80 (10)
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Appendix A (Continued)
Demographic characteristics of pre- and during-/post-insurrection respondents (unweighted)
Before Jan 6, During or After Jan 6,
Ipm EST Ipm EST
Respondent Characteristic n=1973 (%) n=805 (%) p-value
Employment Status | Working — as a paid employee 964 (49) 473 (59) <0.001
Working — self-employed 165 (8) 66 (8)
Not working — on temporary layoff from a job 20 (1) 7(1)
Not working — looking for work 102 (5) 46 (6)
Not working — retired 442 (22) 110 (14)
Not working — disabled 148 (8) 45 (6)
Not working — other 132 (7) 58 (7)
Household Income | Under $10,000 127 (6) 39 (5) 0.34
$10,000 to under $20,000 186 (9) 69 (9)
$20,000 to under $30,000 253 (13) 110 (14)
$30,000 to under $40,000 185 (9) 77 (10)
$40,000 to under $50,000 203 (10) 71 (9)
$50,000 to under $75,000 367 (19) 166 (21)
$75,000 to under $100,000 249 (13) 119 (15)
$100,000 to under $150,000 263 (13) 94 (12)
$150,000 or more 140 (7) 60 (8)
US Region New England 94 (5) 26 (3) 0.31
Mid-Atlantic 189 (10) 72 (9)
East North Central 297 (15) 125 (16)
West North Central 164 (8) 53 (7)
South Atlantic 396 (20) 184 (23)
East South Central 115 (6) 43 (5)
West South Central 226 (12) 100 (12)
Mountain 177 (9) 65 (8)
Pacific 315 (16) 137 (17)
Party Affiliation Democrat 804 (41) 332 (41) 0.90
Independent 719 (36) 298 (37)
Republican 438 (22) 173 (21)
Internet Access at 1678 (85) 706 (88) 0.07
Home
EST = Eastern Standard Time
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Appendix C.Table |

Percent of U.S. adults who agree with safety-related statements, overall and by race and gun ownership,

Whole Sample (n=2778)

Pre-insurrection respondents (n=1966)

During/Post-insurrection respondents (n=812)

Not gun Gun
Overall owners owners White Black Hispanic
(n=2778) (n=1970) (n=736) (n=1325) (n=634) (n=637)
(n=1966) (n=1382) (n=533) (n=951) (n=448) (n=430)
(n=812) (n=588) (n=203) (n=375) (n=186) (n=207)
Homicide Disparities
Latino/a people are more likely to die 39% 41% 33%** 34% 479%+F* 38%
from gun homicide than white people.
39% 41% 329%** 35% 47 %%+ 37%
39% 41% 34% 34% 46% 40%
Black people are more likely to die 58% 58% 57% 57% 65%* 50%*
from gun homicide than white people.
58% 59% 58% 58% 66%* 50%
56% 58% 53% 56% 62% 49%
Expectations of Safety
Personally owning a gun will make me 46% 36% 729+ 50% 45% 42%*
safer.
44% 32% 73%%* 48% 44% 38%*
52% 46% 709 56% 48% 52%
| would feel safer if more people were 26% 18% 42%*F* 29% 23% 23%*
allowed to legally carry guns.
24% 16% 429+ 29% 20%* 1 89%+*
29% 24% 439+ 30% 28% 32%

Denotes significant differences in support: *p < .05, *p < .0l, **p < .001
Reference category = Gun owners or non-owners within same race/ethnicity category
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stratified by time of survey completion (weighted)

White White gun Black Black gun Hispanic Hispanic gun
non-owners owners non-owners owners non-owners owners

(n=821) (n=448) (n=514) (n=116) (n=495) (n=135)

(n=590) (n=320) (n=359) (n=87) (n=328) (n=99)

38%

29%**

47%

47%

41%

29%

39%

59%

28%**

55%

47%

63%

49%

75%

40%

51%

27%

46%

60%

55%

63%

81%*

50%

47%

32%

79% ¥k

42%

60%**

37%

60%*

29%

17%

78% %

4%

39%

22%

65%*+*

28%

31%

18%

59%*

36%*

16%
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47%+**

18%

32%
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SYMPOSIUM

Appendix C.Table 3

Simple logistic regression models predicting odds of agreement with gun-related safety statements

among U.S. adults, by race/ethnicity, stratified by gun ownership and time of survey completion

(weighted)
NOT GUN OWNERS GUN OWNERS
OR 95% CI p-value OR 95% CI p-value

Latino/a people are more | Black:White 1.49 | 1.09-2.05 0.014 2.12 | 1.25-3.59 0.005

likely to die from gun Whole Sample

homicide than white .

people. Black:White 1.38 | 0.96-1.99 0.083 2.53 | 1.36-4.72 |0.003
Pre-Insurrection
Black:White 1.82 | 0.97-345 0.064 128 |048-342 0.620
During-/Post-Insurrection
Hispanic:White [.10 0.79 - 1.55 0.568 0.98 0.51-1.87 0.943
Whole Sample
Hispanic:White 1.00 | 0.67—1.51 0.988 096 |[043-2.16 0918
Pre-Insurrection
Hispanic:White 1.39 | 0.77-2.52 0.277 1.03 | 0.40-2.7I 0.945
During-/Post-Insurrection

Black people are more Black:White I.16 |0.82-1.63 0.394 2.46 |1.35-4.49 0.003

likely to die from gun Whole Sample

homicide than white ;

people. Black:White 1.10 | 0.75- 1.6l 0.618 3.60 |1.74-7.47 |0.001I
Pre-Insurrection
Black:White 1.32 | 0.64-2.70 0.453 1.03 |0.36-2.89 0.961
During-/Post-Insurrection
Hispanic:White 0.68 |0.49-0.95 0.024 0.71 0.36-1.42 0.333
Whole Sample
Hispanic:White 0.65 |[0.73-0.98 0.038 073 |0.30-1.76 0.481
Pre-Insurrection
Hispanic:White 076 |[0.73-1.37 0.363 0.67 [026-1.71 0314
During-/Post-Insurrection
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Appendix C.Table 3 (Continued)
Simple logistic regression models predicting odds of agreement with gun-related safety statements
among U.S. adults, by race/ethnicity, stratified by gun ownership and time of survey completion

(weighted)
NOT GUN OWNERS GUN OWNERS
OR 95% ClI p-value OR 95% ClI p-value
Personally owning a gun | Black:White 1.52 | 1.09-2.13 0.014 0.42 | 0.25-0.70 0.001
will make me safer. Whole Sample
Black:White 1.58 | 1.07 -2.34 0.023 0.52 |0.28-0.94 | 0.032
Pre-Insurrection
Black:White 1.38 | 0.73-2.6I 0.316 0.22 [0.08-0.60 |0.003
During-/Post-Insurrection
Hispanic:White 1.25 0.89-1.76 0.201 0.41 |0.18-0.94 0.036
Whole Sample
Hispanic:White 1.12 | 0.75-1.68 0.582 0.41 0.14-1.18 0.099
Pre-Insurrection
Hispanic:White 1.39 |0.78-2.50 0.265 043 (0.17-1.10 0.077
During-/Post-Insurrection
| would feel safer if more | Black:White 1.36 |0.88-2.12 0.169 0.42 |0.23-0.76 0.005
people were allowed to Whole Sample
legally carry guns. ;
Black:White 1.10 | 0.63-1.94 0.729 0.51 0.26 - 1.03 0.060
Pre-Insurrection
Black:White 2.00 |[0.95-4.22 0.069 0.20 | 0.07-0.62 | 0.005
During-/Post-Insurrection
Hispanic:White .12 | 0.72-1.73 0.620 0.61 032-1.17 0.139
Whole Sample
Hispanic:White 0.79 | 0.50-1.27 0.336 056 |0.25-1.24 0.150
Pre-Insurrection
Hispanic:White 1.77 | 0.84-3.75 0.133 0.78 |0.30-2.06 0.620
During-/Post-Insurrection
Notes:
Bold indicates: p < .05
OR= Odds Ratio Cl = Confidence Interval
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