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October 17, 1989 

TO: The Honorable Gerald L. Baliles, Governor of Virginia 
and Members of the General Assembly 

House Joint Resolution 367, agreed to by the 1989 General Assembly, 
directed the Virginia State Crime Commission to "(i) evaluate the state of 
the art of manufacture of nondetectable firearms and firearms or 
explosives containing materials other than metal, (ii) determine what, if 
any, danger is presented to the Commonwealth by the existence of such 
weapons, (iii) determine the adequacy and effectiveness of jailhouse and 
courtroom weapons detection devices to detect metallic or nonmetallic 
firearms and explosives, (iv) evaluate the impact on the Commonwealth of 
recent federal legislation regarding plastic guns and whether similar 
state legislation is appropriate and (v )  make any recommendations the 
Commission finds appropriate including minimum standards, if appropriate, 
for detection devices." 

In fulfilling this directive, a study was conducted by the Virginia State 
Crime Commission. I have the honor of submitting herewith the study 
report and recommendations on nondetectable firearms and explosives. 
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I. A?JTHORX!FY FOR STUDY 

House Joint Resolution 367, sponsored by Delegate G. Steven Agee and 
passed by the 1989 General Assembly, authorized the Virginia State Crime 
Commission to "(i) evaluate the state of the art of manufacture of 
nondetectable firearms and firearms or explosives containing materials other 
than metal, (ii) determine what, if any, danger is presented to the 
Commonwealth by the existence of such weapons, (iii) determine the adequacy 
and effectiveness of jailhouse and courtroom weapons detection devices to 
detect metallic or nonmetallic firearms and explosives, (iv) evaluate the 
impact on the Commonwealth of recent federal legislation regarding plastic 
guns and whether similar state legislation is appropriate; and (v) make any 
recommendations the Commission finds appropriate including minimum standards, 
if appropriate, for detection devices." 

s9-125 of the Code of Virffinia establishes and directs the Virginia State 
Crime Commission (VSCC) "to study, report, and make recommendations on all 
areas of public safety and protection," s9-127 of the Code of Viruinia 
provides that "the Commission shall have duty and power to make such studies 
and gather information in order to accomplish its purpose, as set forth in 
s9-125, and to formulate its recommendations to the Governor and the General 
Assembly." 59-134 of the Code of Viruinia authorizes the Commission to 
"conduct private and public hearings, and to designate a member of the 
Commission to preside over such hearings." The Virginia State  Crime 
Commission, in fulfilling its legislative mandate, undertook the Court 
Security and Plastic Firearms Study as requested by House Joint Resolution 367. 

11. MEMSERS APPOINTED TO SERVE 

During the April 18, 1989 meeting of the Crime Commission, its Chairman, 
Senator Elmon T. Gray of Sussex, selected Delegate Raymond R e  Guest, Jr., to 
serve as chairman of the L a w  Enforcement subcommittee. Members of the Crime 
Commission who served on the subcommittee were: 

Delegate Raymond R. Guest, Jr., of Front Royal, Chairman 
Senator Elmon T. Gray, of Sussex 
Senator Elmo G .  Cross, J r . ,  of Hanover 
Delegate Robert B. Ball, Sr., of Henrico 
Delegate Warren G. Stambaugh, of Arlington 
Mr. Robert C. Bobb, of Richmond 
Mr. Robert F. Horan, Jr., of Fairfax County 
Mr. H. Lane Kneedler, Attorney General's Office 

1x1. ~ C U T I V E  SUMMARY 

The full Crime Commission met on October 17, 1989, and received the report 
of the sufjccmmittee. After careful consideration, the findings and 
recornmendatians of the L a w  Enforcement Subcommittee were adopted by the 
Commission. 



The information received by the subcommittee indicated that, at this time, 
there are no all-plastic firearms in production nor any plans to manufacture 
such firearms. In addition, results of a survey on courtroom and jailhouse 
security distributed to all state sheriffs, indicated no outstanding problems 
overall in Virginia. 

A leading gun manufacturer in Virginia, Heckler and Koch, Inc., utilizes 
plastic component parts to enhance the quality of many of its firearms; 
however, each firearm still contains a substantial amount of electromagnetic 
material and can be readily detected by conventional detection equipment. 

In 1987, Byron, Inc. proposed a - 2 2  LR plastic pistol with a ceramic 
barrel liner: however, in June of 1989, Mr. Byron indicated that his company 
had abandoned the idea of producing an all-plastic firearm. 

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Report on Undetectable 
Firearms evaluated detection equipment and identified existing detectors which 
have the ability to distinguish a security exemplar from other common metal 
objects. The BATF report concluded that operational location and routine 
adjustment affect the performance of walk-through detectors. 

A North American Arms . 22  caliber 5-shot revolver, weighing approximately 
4.0 ounces with grips, was not detected within or without its camouflage 
plastic "paging device4* by the walk-through device at a rural Virginia 
courtroom. However, at the time of the testing, the walk-through device was 
not in its normal operational location. 

The subcommittee recognized the need to caution law enforcement agencies 
about the camouflage paging device and mini revolver and to provide these 
agencies with information from the BATF report concerning detection 
capabilities. The subcommittee recommended that the Commission notify l a w  
enforcement agencies of both problems. Finding that plastic firearms did not 
present a particular problem otherwise, no further recommendations were made. 

IV. STUDY DESIGN 

The subcommittee contacted the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 
(BATF) and received a copy of its report on Undetectable Firearms. The 
subcommittee also conducted a mail survey on Courtroom and Jailhouse Security 
of all Sheriffse offices. 

The subcommittee staff digested the information in the BATF report and 
presented its findings to the subcommittee on July 27, 1989. In addition, the 
subcommittee staff compiled and evaluated the data from the surveys and 
presented its findings to the subcommittee at the July meeting. Various field 
studies were done, the results of which were considered by the subcommittee. 

MEETINGS 

First Subcommittee Meeting: 
Second Subcommittee Meeting: 
Final Subcommittee Meeting: 

June 20, 1989 
July 27, 1989 
September 18, 1989 



Initial Staff Study: 
Second Update for Subcommittee Review: 
Subcommittee's Report to Full Commission: 

June 20, 1989 
July 27, 1989 
October 17, 1989 

V. BACKGROUND 

In a 1987 Crime Commission study on firearms and ammunition, the 
Commission concluded that, at that time, there were no firearms being 
manufactured which could escape detection by a properly functioning 
magnetometer or x-ray device. However, the report noted that Byron, Inc. 
claimed to have developed, and to be about one to two years away from 
production of , a . 2 2  caliber pistol which is plastic except for seven metal 
springs, 

The 1988 Re~ort of the Joint Subcommittee Studvinu Courtroom Security in 
the Commonwealth included the results of a survey conducted by the Sheriffs' 
Association which indicated that the majority of jurisdictions do not use 
either hand held or permanent metal detectors in their courts. The survey 
also revealed that, of the 31 jurisdictions that use these detection devices, 
a majority indicated that the detectors function properly at least 80% of the 
time, 

The federal government recently enacted the Undetectable Firearms Act of 
1988. (See Appendix B.) This provision amends the Gun Control Act of 1968 and 
makes it unlawful to manufacture, import, sell, ship, deliver, possess, 
transfer or receive any firearm that is not detectable by walk-through metal 
detectors or has, as a major component, a part that cannot be accurately 
depicted by x-ray equipment commonly used at airports. In addition, the Act 
includes a requirement that the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (BATF) 
evaluate state-of-the-art metal detectors. 

BATF has completed its report on a study of plastic firearms and weapon 
detection devices. The Crime Commission subcommittee obtained and thoroughly 
reviewed a copy of this report. 

The Code of Viruinia was amended during the 1989 Session to make it 
unlawful to manufacture, import, sell, transfer or possess any plastic 
firearm, (See Appendix B.) Plastic firearm is defined as "any firearm.., 
containing less than 3.7 ounces of electromagnetically detectable metal in the 
barrel, slide, cylinder, frames or receiver of which, when subjected to 
inspection by x-ray machines commonly used at airports, does not generate an 
image that accurately depicts its shape." A violation of this section is 
punishable as a Class 5 felony. 

Of the 43 states responding to a 1988 survey conducted by the Virginia 
Legislative Research Library, five states had enacted plastic gun laws. 



Based upon the explicit requirements of HJR 367 and additional 
recommendations made by Delegate G. Steven Agee, its sponsor, at the first 
meeting of the subcommittee, the following issues and objectives were 
identified by the gubcommittee: 

1. Determine whether the technology exists to produce plastic 
firearms or explosives undetectable to conventional x-ray 
machines and magnetometers. 

2. Use survey results to determine whether jailhouses and court- 
rooms in Virginia are sufficiently protected from the threat 
of plastic weapons. 

3. Determine the implications of the federal Undetectable Firearms 
Act. 

4. Determine the state o f  readiness of Virginia's current detection 
systems. 

5. Determine and/or reconunend minimum standards for detection devices, 
if appropriate. 

VII. A C K M O W L E D G ~ S  

The members extend thanks to the following agencies and individuals for 
their cooperation and valuable assistance to this study effort. 
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Col. J. C. Herbert Bryant, Jr., Commander 
Sgt. Colleen Btoderick, Director of Administration 

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 
Steve Rubenstein, Staff Attorney 
Charles Demski, ITAR Program Manager 
Eric A, O'Neal, Disclosure Officer 

City of Richmond Sheriff's Office 
Major Ron Elliott 

Compensation Board 
James Matthews, Executive Secretary 

Heckler and Koch, Inc, 
James P. Cowgil1, Vice President 
Brett Gunter, Marketing Representative 

House Appropriations Committee 
James Roberts, Senior Legislative Fiscal Analyst 



Senate Finance Committee 
Richard Hickman, Deputy Staff Director 

Sheriffs' Offices Statewide 

Virginia State Sheriffs' Association 
John Jones, Executive Director 

VIII. APPLICABLE LAW 

A. Code of Viruinia 518.2-308.5. Manufacture, import, sale, transfer or 
possession of plastic firearms prohibited. (See Appendix B.) 

B. Section 922 of Title 18 U.S.C., Chapter 44. Yndetectable Firearms Act of 
1988. (See Appendix B.) 

IX. PARALLEL S!RlDIES 

A. Report on Firearms and Ammunition: 

In 1987, the Virginia State Crime Commission was requested to conduct a 
study of issues "related to firearms and ammunition which appear to pose 
extraordinary threats to the safety of law enforcement and the general 
public." This study concluded that "at the present time there are no firearms 
being manufactured which can escape detection by a properly functioning 
magnetometer or x-ray device." 

B, Report of the Joint Subcommittee Studvinu Courtroom Securitv in the 
Commonwealth (1988): 

In this report, the joint subcommittee discussed the use of magnetometers 
in the courts. This study included a survey on courtroom security conducted 
by the Sheriffs' Association which indicated that the majority of 
jurisdictions do not use either hand-held or permanent metal detectors. 

C. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Re~ort on Undetectable Firearms. 

1. Backaround 

The chief purpose of the Undetectable Firearms Act of 1988 was to 
establish a minimum Federal standard for the detectability of firearms by 
walk-through metal detectors and x-ray systems. 

In addition, the law requires that a security exemplar be constructed for 
use in determining i f  a firearm is as detectable as the security exemplar. 
Firearms that are as detectable as the exemplar would be lawful to produce for 
commercial sale, whereas those not as detectable could only be manufactured or 
imported for use by the U.S. Military or intelligence agencies. 



The BATF Report uses data which the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
was in the process of gathering from Science Applications International 
Corporation (SAIC) . 

Due to time constraints, no exemplar was constructed and the North 
American Arms .22 short revolver (NAa22S) was chosen as a substitute for the 
security exemplar. 

2. Results 

SAIC evaluated the following metal detectors for compliance with the 
Undetectable Firearms Act of 1988: 

Del Norte Sentrie AT 
Del Norte FS-3W 
Del Norte FS 2W 
Outokumpu Metor 120 
Outokwnpu Metor 118  
Infinetics Friskem 500 
Heimann MDT 8900 

The following walk-through metal detectors were able to distinguish the 
NAA22S revolver from other metal objects commonly carried on one's person: 

Sentrie AT (program 4) 
Sentrie AT (program 5) 
Outokumpu Metor 120 (program 1) 
Outokumpu Metor 120 (program 0 )  
Outokumpu Metor 118 
Infinetics Friskem 500 
Infinetics Friskem SO0 (modified cards) 
Heimann MDT 8900 

Conclusions 

8 Testing by SAIC identified existing detectors which have the ability to 
distinguish a small firearm from other common metal objects. 

8 During laboratory testing, the Del Norte FS-3W and FS-2W both failed to 
detect the NAA22S. 

Operational location for any walk-through detector can affect the 
performance of the detector. 

8 Walk-thxough metal detectors must be routinely adjusted to insure 
proper performance. 

X, UPDATE ON CURRENT TECHNOLOGY 

A. Introduction 

A key issue in this study was to determine whether the technology exists 



to produce firearms that cannot be detected by conventional detection 
devices. 

In order to familiarize staff with present technology, Col. J. C. Herbert 
Bryant, 3r. arranged for staff to visit the Heckler and Koch, Inc. facility in 
Sterling, Virginia to discuss the use of plastics in firearms. In addition, 
Commission staff visited a gun distributor to inspect several hand guns 
utilizing high percentages of plastic parts. These included the 9mm Glock 17 
and 19; Heckler and Koch P9S .45 caliber; Intratec 22LR; and AA Arms 9mm. 
Staff also visited the police range and test fired the two most well-known 
guns which use high percentages of composite material - the Glock 19 and the 
Heckler and Koch P9S. Staff also visited a Virginia district court and tested 
state of the art detection equipment on weapons containing plastic parts. 

B e  Test Site Detection Caoability 

At the test site courtroom, the staff found that the Glock 19 and Heckler 
and Koch P9S were readily detected by the walk-through and hand-held detection 
devices. A North American Arms .22 caliber 5-shot revolver, weighing, 
according to the manufacturer, approximately 4.0 ounces with grips, was not 
detected within or without its camouflage plastic "paging device," with or 
without ammunition, by the walk-through device; however, it was readily 
detected by the hand-held device. Both devices readily detected the handgun 
and rifle magazine using plastic parts. The walk-through device failed to 
detect the plastic 12-gauge shotgun shell, 12-gauge slug and .44 magnum 
plastic cartridge; however, they were readily detected by the hand-held device. 

C. Heckler and Koch Current Technolow 

Heckler and Koch, which assisted the subcommittee throughout the study, 
does not currently manufacture any all-plastic firearms. It does use 
plastic/composite parts in many of its firearms, but each firearm still 
contains a substantial amount of electromagnetic material and can be readily 
detected by conventional detection devices. 

Representatives from Heckler and Koch explained that the company is 
presently developing weapons utilizing more plastic/composite components, 
stressing, however, that plastic is being used to improve the quality of 
weapons rather than to prevent the detection of weapons and adding that 
detectable implants will be inserted to insure detectdbility. 

The rationale for development of plastic/composite parts in firearms is 
that they are more resilient and less corrosive, they better retain their 
shape, they better absorb the "kickw when a weapon is fired, they are lighter 
weight, and they are cheaper to produce once moulds are made. 

D. Byron Technoloay 

In 1987, Byron, Xnc. of Casselberry, Florida proposed a . 2 2  LR pistol with 
an all-plastic frame, plastic internal workings and ceramic barrel liner. The 
total weight wauld be only 3.5 ounces. Xn addition, Byron had been working on 
a special detection system. Every plastic pistol produced would have had a 
special metal implant so that it could be detected by Byron's detector and 



others. (See Appendix D.) 

Mr. Dave Byron indicated in June of 1989 that Byron, Inc. had abandoned 
the idea of manufacturing an all-plastic handgun; the company is now 
concentrating on developing a military rifle with plastic/composite parts and 
plastic grips for .handguns. 

At the time of this report, there are no apparent plans to discontinue the 
use of metal barrels in the manufacture of firearms. The proposed ceramic 
barrel is very expensive to produce. Furthermore, the metal barrel is more 
durable and less affected by temperature than the ceramic version. The 
average steal barrel weighs 1.5 ounces per inch which would easily place most 
firearms over the 3.7 ounces required by law. 

XI. stMMAEY OF COaBT SECOBITY/JAIL SECURITY SURVEY 

Each Sheriff's office in Virginia was mailed a survey with questions about 
the type of electronic security system in place in the local jail and 
courthouse. (A sample questionnaire is included with summarized responses in 
Appendix C.) Of the 95 surveys mailed: 

70 questionnaires were returned. 

22 answered all preliminary questions "no," indicating that no 
electronic detection devices were in use. 

Four answered "no*' to all preliminary questions, except "yes" to plans 
to get such a device for the courtroom, 

Two answered "no" to all preliminary questions except "yes" to plans to 
get such a device for the jail. 

The remaining 42 either had a detection device (or devices) in the 
courtroom or jail or both. 

XII. FINDINGS 

A. Courtroom and Jailhouse Security Survev Indicates No Outstanding Problems 
Overall. 

According to the survey, only seven jurisdictions reported using a 
walk-through device in the courthouse, none in the jail. 

Most reported satisfaction with the device or devices in use, the 
biggest complaints resulting from dead batteries. 

None reported encountering a plastic firearm; the only plastic weapons 
were filed-down pens and toothbrushes. 

Jailors rely on pat searches for weapon detection. Of those reporting 
possession of detection devices, most reported only sparse use, if any. 



Responses indicated no outstanding security problems overall. 

B. The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Report on Undetectable Firearms 
Evaluates State-of -the-Art Detectors. 

The BATF report identifies existing detectors which have the ability to 
distinguish a North American Arms .22 short revolver (NAA22S) from other 
common metal objects. During laboratory testing by Science Applications 
International Corporation (SAIC), two devices failed to detect the NAA22S: 
according to survey respondents, neither of these detectors is currently in 
use in Virginia. 

In addition, the BATF report concluded that the operational location for 
any walk-through detector can affect the performance of the detector. 
Furthermore, walk-through metal detectors must be routinely adjusted to ensure 
proper performance. 

C. Byron, Inc. Has Abandoned the Idea of Manufacturinq an All-Plastic Handaun. 

In 1987, Byron, Inc. of Casselberry, Florida proposed a -22 LR pistol with 
an all-plastic frame, plastic internal workings, ceramic barrel liner and a 
total weight of only 3.5 ounces. Mr. Byron indicated in June of 1989 that 
Byron, Inc. had relinquished the idea of producing an all-plastic handgun; the 
company is now concentrating on developing a military rifle with 
plastic/component parts and plastic grips for handguns. 

D. A North American Arms - 2 2  Caliber 5-shot Revolver (NAA22S) Was Not Detected 
With a Detection Device at a Rural Courtroom. 

Staff found that a NAA22S, weighing approximately 4.0 ounces with grips, 
was not detected within or without its camouflage plastic "paging device," 
with or without ammunition, by the walk-through device: however, it was 
readily detected by the hand-held device. At the time of testing, the 
walk-through device was in storage and not in its normal setting. 

? 

XIII. RECOMMENDATIONS 

Pursuant to HJR 367 (1989), the subcommittee studying court security and 
plastic firearms carefully considered the current status of weapons utilizing 
plastic/composite parts and detection equipment. In its final meeting on July 
27, 1989, the subcommittee approved its report for presentation to the full 
Commission on October 17, 1989. At that meeting the Crime Commission 
carefully considered the findings of the subcommittee and unanimously adopted 
its report and following recommendations: 

A. Caution Law Enforcement Aaencies About the Camouflaae Paainu Device and 
the Mini-Revolver. 

The subconnittee recommended informing sheriffs ' off ices and other law 
en£ orcement agencies statewide about the camouflage paging device which houses 
the North Arflei-:can Arms . 2 2  caliber 5-shot revolver. 



B, Provide Law Enforcement Aaencies with Information from the BATF Report. 

The subcommittee recommended informing sheriffs' offices and other law 
enforcement agencies statewide about the following conclusions of the BATF 
report: 

1. During laboratory testing, two detectors failed to detect the NAA22S. 

2 .  The operational location for any walk-through detector can affect the 
performance of the detector. 

3 .  Walk-through metal detectors must be routinely adjusted to insure 
proper performance. 



APPENDIX A 



1989 SESSION 
ENGROSSED 

1 HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 367 
2 House Amendments in [ 3 - February 6, 1989 
3 Requesting the Virginia State Crirne Commission to study nondctcctable firuarms and their 
4 c?fjcct on jail and courtroom security. 
5 - 
6 Patrons-Agee; Senators: Benedetti and Marye 
7 - 
8 Referred to the Committee on Rules 
9 

10 WHEREAS, the technology may soon exist to produce firearms or explosives made 
11 substantially from materials other than metal (primarily plastic); and 
12 WHEREAS, such firearms or explosives would be undetectable or  unidentifiable as such 
13 by security screening devices such as those used at courtrooms and jailhouses; and 
14 WHEREAS, the technology to develop such weapons may have advanced significantly 
15 since last studied by the Crime Commission in its 1987 study of firearms and ammunition; 
16 and 
17 WHEREAS, the federal government recently enacted the Undetectable Firearms Act of 
18 1988, codified a t  18 U.S.C. 922(p), which includes a requirement that the Bureau of 
19 Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms evaluate state-of-the-art metal detectors; and 
20 WHEREAS, the report of the Joint Subcommittee Studying Courtroom Security (Senate 
21 Document No. 5, 1988) found that most jurisdictions do not use either hand-held or 
22 permanent metal detectors; and 
23 WHEREAS, a comprehensive study of the effectiveness and degree of use of such 
24 detectors and their effect on courtroom and jail security does not appear to have been 
25 done; and 
26 WHEREAS, the General AssembIy recognizes the importance of protecting the welbbeing 
27 of our citizens and judicial officials who a re  present in our courtrooms o r  jails; now, 
28 therefore, be it 
29 RESOLVED by the House of Delegates, the Senate concurring, That the Virginia State 
30 Crime Commission is requested to (i) evaluate the state of the a r t  of manufacture of 
31 nondetectable firearms and firearms or explosives containing materials other than metal, 
32 (ii) determine what, if any, danger is presented to the Commonwealth by the existence of 
33 such weapons, (iii) determine the adequacy and [ wad-iness effectiveness ] of jailhouse and 
34 courtroom weapons detection devices to detect [ metallic or  ] nonmetallic firearms and 
35 explosives, (iv) evaluate the impact on the Commonwealth of recent federal legislation 
36 regarding plastic guns and whether similar state legislation is appropriate and (v) make 
37 any recommendations the Commission finds appropriate including minimum standards, if 
38 appropriate, for detection devices. 
39 The Commission may employ whatever methods of inquiry it deems appropriate and 
40 necessary, including but not limited to the conducting of public hearings throughout the 
41 Commonwealth and the employment of additional temporary staff. 
42 The Commission shall complete its study and submit its recoinrnendations, if any, no 
43 later than December 1, 1989, as provided in the procedures of the Division of Legislative 
44 Automated Systems for processing legislative documents. 
45 The direct costs of this study are estimated to be $5,500, and such amount shall be 
46 allocated to the Virginia State Crime Commission from the general appropriation to the 
47 General Assembly. 
4 8 
49 
50 
5 1 
52 
5 3 
5 4 





UNDETECTABLE FIREARA5S A C T  
Mr. I3YED. Mr. President, I ask that 

thc Chair lay bc fo rc  the Scnrrtc a rncs. 
sngc from the House of ricprcscnta- 

fvcs on H.R. 444 5. 
'hc PRESIDING OFFICER laic1 - - -  - - 

.ore the Scnatc thc follou'inc mcs- 
~ a g c  from thc IIocsc of Rcprcscnla- 
tlvqs: 

Ruolrcd, That  the Housc x r c c  to tbc 
nmcndmcnt of the  Scnatc to  tl?c bill (!i.It. 
4445) entitled "An Act Lo smc.?cl title 19. 
Unltcd S:ates Code. to pro!~lbll ccrtzln Lire. 
a r m  espcclnlly uscful to ccrrorlsu". ~ i r l r  
thc following mcndmcnt :  

In Ilcu of thc matlcr frsc::cd by snld 
mcndmcnt ,  lnscrt: 
SECl'lrlN 1. SllOKT TInr- 

This Act may bc citcd M t11c "UnGc:ccf;.r- 
blc Flrcarms Act of 1380". 
sf:(*. 2. ~lslr~~l:L-r,t~lf.K ~ll lK.\ l :3ls  

tr) f'notrlurrto~s.-Sc::lon 912 of title 111. 
Unllcd Statcs Codc. ls smcnded by ntldinl: 
nt  LIIC rnd the followlns: 

*'(p)( 1 )  It  shnll bc unla\vful for nny pcrson 
to mrnttfnctt~rc. Impor;. scll. ship. drlirrr, 
poss~ss. Irsnsfcr. or rcccirc any lirenrnt- 

"(A) tlrat. nflcr rcmo~nl  o t  rrlirs. slocks. 
nnd magw.Y.lncs, Is not fs dc tcc t~b lc  as tile 

Sccurlty Excmplar, b y  walk-t!irola~h mctnl 
drtccrors callbraled and opcratcd to clcLccL 
the Security Excmplar: or 
"(Dl any major comuoncnt or whlch, 

when subjcctcd to lnsocctlon by tllc Iypcs of 
x-ray maclllncs commonly uscd a t  airports. 
docs not pcncratc nn Image that acclrratcly 
dcvicls thc shape of  the componcrlr. Barlum 
aolfatc or othcr compounds may bc uscd in 
thc fsbritatlon of the  component. 

"(2 J >'or purposcs of thIs subscclton- 
"(A) thc term 'firearm' dots not indude 

thc Irarnc or rcccfvcr of any such weapon: 
"(B) tllc term 'major conlponcnt' mcnns. 

wl:h rcspcct to o fircarms. Lllc barrcl, Cllc 
slide or  cylinder. or thc franlc or rcccivcr of 
the firearms: and 

"tC! the Lcrrn 'Sccurity Exemplar' mcnns 
rn ob;ccL. to be fabricated a t  tllc direction 
of the  Sccrctarp. that  is- 

"(i) ccnstructcd of- 
"I f )  during the  12-month period bcglt~ning 

on the datc of t l ~ c  cnrtctmcllt of lllis subscc- 
tlon. 3.7 ounces of matcrial typc 17-4 PI1 
stalnlcss steel In a shapc rcscmbling n hand- 
gun; and 

"(11) aftcr tlic closc of such 12-mocth pc- 
riod. 3.7 o r  fewcr ounccs of such mctal (s 
prcscribcd by Lhc Sccrctary in rc~ulat ions  
as stale-of.;hc-art ln wcapons dclcctlo~i 
tcrhnology advances) In s ~ c l i  shapc, to  
permit thc  manufacturc, IrnportaLlon. salc, 
shipment. dellvcry. posrssion. Lransfcr, or  
rccdpr of firearms that  arc dcteclablc and 
conllln 3.7 or Icwcr ourlccs of such mctal: 
and 

"(t i )  sullablc for tcstirlg and c l l ib rn t ln~  
mctal dctcclors. 

"(3) Under such mlcs and rcrulatlons fu 
lhc Secretary shall prcscribc. this subsec- 
tion shall not apply to thc rnanufncturc. 
rms.eulon. 1r;~rsfcr. rcccipt, slllprncnt. or  
dcllrcry of a lircarm by  n liccnscd manulac- 
turtr or  any person acting prrrsuant to a 
contrecr with a llccnscd rnanufacturcr, for 
the purpose of c x v n i n l n ~  and tcstlflg such 
Ilrearm M determine whcltlcr v a r a ~ r s p h  (1) 
apvlics to such firearms. T h c  Sccretary 
shnll ensure lliat n ~ l r s  and rcgulntions 
rdovtcd pursuant Lo this pnragraph do not 
Impair thc  manufacturc of prototype Hrc- 
urns or  thc dceclopment of new technology. 

"(4 1 The  Sccrctary shall pcrmlt thc  condi- 
tional importation of a firrann by n lIccnscd 
Imvor:rr or  licensed m;\~ruf;rcturcr. for cx-  
aminatitm and tcsting to dctcrminc nhcLhcr 
or ne t  the uncond~tio~l:tl inrportstlon of 
such ftrc.~rm wcri~ld \4olafr: this sutsccLion. 

"(5) This subscctian sh:l fiot apply to any 
f l ~ t a r m  which- 

*'(A) has been ccrtffied by t he  Sccrctary of 
Dcfense or the DIrcctor of Ccntrrrl Intclll- 
pcncc. nftcr consulLatiot~ n'it h t l ~ c  Sccrctary 
and t he  Admlnistrator of Lllc Federal Avin- 
tion Administration. ss ncccssary for mili- 
tary or intclligcncc applical ions: and 

"(I31 1s rrtsnufacturcd lor and sold csclur, . 
slvclg to military o r  fntclliccncc agcncfcs of 
thc Unltcd States, 

"(6) Thls subscctlon shall not apply with 
rcspcct to any [ircarm manufnrturcd tn, Im- 
portccl Into. or posscsscd In the Unltcd 
Scatcs bclorc the  date  of thc cnactmcnt of 
tllc Undctcctable Flrcarnrs Act of 1988.". 
"cb) Pw~L~Y.-Scclion 021 of tillc I t .  

Unilcd S:stcs Codc. Is amcndrd- 
( 1 1  In st~bacctlon (a)( 1 I. by striking "or (c)" 

and ir\scrllng In lieu Ltlcrcof ". (c). or (f)": 
and 

"(2) by addins a t  I l ~ c  rrrd tlrc followlns: 
" ( f )  In thc  c s c  ol a pcrsan who knotvlncly 

violates scction 822(p). such pcrsori sltall bc 
ficcrl undcr this titlc, or itliprisoncd not 
rnorc lhnn S )'cars. or butl,,". 

"(cl Costonlit I N G  A:.~c~rur:~rs.-Srctlon 
925 of litlc 18, Unltcd States Cadr'. Is 
cmrndcd- 

(1 1 111 subscctioll in), by I l~sc r l l t l~  allcr 
"chnlltcr" Ltrc Iol ln~vin~:  ". cxccp l  for prml- 
slons relating Lo flrc;rrms atibjccl to Ilrc pro- 
hibitlons of scction 322(p),": and 

( 2 )  try adding nt lllc cnd lllc lollowirrg: 
"(1) l'lrc Srcrctnry sllalt trot nutl~orizc. 

undcr subsrbctiorr (d). tllc irnr)artatiot~ of any 
fircnrms thc Impnrtation 01 wl~lctl is ~ l r o l ~ i b -  
itccl by scction 922(p).". . 

"(dl R c s ~ ~ n c r r  A N D  D~:VELOP~IENT Or IM- 
rsaver, Axnron~  S~cunlrv S~s t~h t s . -T l t c  
Adnlinlstrator of tllc Fcdcrnl Aviatlon Ad- 
mlnlstralion s l ~ a l l  co~iduct such rcscarch 
and dcvclopmc!~t .as may bc rlcccssslry to Im- 
prove thc  cffcctivcncss of nlrport sccurlty 
mela1 dctcclors and airport sccurity x-ray 
systcms in dctccling lircnrrns that. during 
thc  10-year period brginrilnf? on tllc cffcc- 
tivc dxtc of thrs Act. nrc subjcrct to thc  pro- 
hibitions of scction 9 2 3 ~ )  of titlc 10. United 
Statcs Codc. 

"(el STU~IES To XDEKTIFY EQUXPSIENT CA- 
PAL~LE or ~)ISTINCUISIIINC SECURITY EXEIII- 
P u n  FRON OT~tclt MF~AL OBJECTS LIKELY T O  
1 3 ~  CARRIED ow ONE'S PEIISON.-The Attor- 
ncy General. t l ~ c  Secretary of the  Trcuury .  
and the  Secretary of Transportation shall 
each condt~ct  studies to identify avallablc 
state-of-the-nrt equllxncnt canablc of dc- 
tectln[: t he  Sccurity Excmplar t s  dcfinccl In 
scctlon 922(p)(Z)(C) of title 10. United 
Statcs Codc) and dlstlngulslring tllc Sccurl- 
ty Excmplnr from ln~rocuous metal obJccLs 
likcly to bc cnrricd on onc's person. Such 
etudlcs shnll bc complctcd wltliln 6 months 
aftcr t h e  datc of thc cnrrctmcnt of this Act 
nnd shnll Includc a schcdulc provlding for 
the  Installation of such cqulpmcnt at the 
carllcst practicable timc a t  securltp chcck- 
pollrts malntnlncd o r  regl~lnted by thc  
agency conducting t h c  study. Such equip- 
ment shnll bc I n ~ ~ l l c d  in nctordmcc with 
coch schedule. I n  nddlllon, such studles may 
include rccommendatlont. whcrc apptoprl- 
nte, concc rn ln~  t h e  use of sccondnry sceurl- 
ty  cqt~lprncn t nnd proccdurcs Lo cnhancc dc- 
Lcctlon czpablllty a t  stacurlly chcckpolnls. 

( f )  E r ~ c c r x v ~  DATE AND SUNS= PROVI- 
SION.- 

(1) EFTECTI~~E DATE.-T~JS Act and the  
smcndmcnts made by thls Act shnll take 
ctfcct 011 Lhc 30th day bcglnning af tcr  Lhc 
dntc of cnactmcnt of this Act. 

(2) 10-sun SUNSET.-Effcctlvc 10 ycars 
nftcr thc cffccttvc datc of thls Act- 

(A)  subsection (p) of section 022 of titlc 
18. UnIlcd Stntcs Codc, fs hcrcby rcpealcd: 
(B) s t tb~cctf t~n ( f )  of s C C ~ ~ O X ~  924 of S ~ I C ~  

tlllc Is hcrcby rcpcalcd: 
(C) subscctlon (1 )  of scctlon 925 of such 

tltlr! Is hcrcby rcpcalcd; 
(Dl scctlon 924ta)(l) of such Lftlc is 

amcndcd by striking ". (c). or (I)" and ln- 
scrting in llcu lhcrcof "or (c)": and 
(El scctlon 925(a) of such tltlc Is amcndcd 

by ttrlklng ", cxccpt for provlslon~ rclatlnr: 
Lo lircrrrn1.t s1:bjcct to  tllc prohlbltlons of 
scctlon 022(p)." 

' AldENDhfENT NO. 3767 

hlr. BYRD. Mr. Prcsldcnt, I move 
that thc Scnatc concur in the amend- 
ment of the Housc with a furtllcr 
amcndrncnt whiclr I send to tlle dcsk 
t.n behalf or Scrlntor M ~ E N D A U M .  . 

Tllc PRESIDING OFFICER. Tllc 
amcndmcr l  t will bc stztcd. 

Thc ss i s lanl  Ic~lslativc clcrk rcad 
ns follo~vs: 

'rlrc Ecnalor from Wcst ~ f & [ n l a  [Mr. 
B Y ~ D ~ ,  for Mr. ME~ZENBAUM, proposes nn 
nmcntltnctil nunlbcrcd 3767. 

Mr. DYJID. hlr. Prcsldcnt, ,  I .ask 
u r ~ a n i n l o u s  conscnL tllbt thc rcadinl: of 
thc  a m c n d m c n i  bc dts~~cnsccl with. 



T h c  PRESIDING OI'FICI*:R. With- 
out objrcliorr. 11 Is so ordrrrd. . 

T l ~ c  nmcndrncnt is n s  lollo\vs: 
Strike 0111 vnrarra:>li 2tc) of srrbsrrllori 

(1)) as nddctl by secllori 1. arid ins(-rl i n  lir~t 
Ilicrcaf llrc follou.i~il:: 

"(C) Lhc Lcrm 'Security Exerriplar' rnlsnns 
nn objccl. lo be fabricalcd nl tlrc dircctio~r 
of Lhc Sccrctnry. I.llal Is- 

" ( I )  conslructcd 01. durin:: Llir I1.-1iitr~itli 
pcrlod b~~irlning on tlic drlc ol Llra cliarl. 
nicnL of lliis suhscclio~i. 3.7 ouncfs of nialr- 
rial typc 17-4 Pil sl:rinlrss strel iri r sllapr 
rcscnrbllng a handnun: and 

"(1) :;ultablc for Le:;Liri~ nnd calibrnli~ru 
mctnl dclcclors; 
"Provided, howivr. TIlnL a1 tllr rlesr of 
such 12-month period. aiid a1 appropriate 
limcs thcrcallcr Llie Secrc!ary siinll ~ ~ r o ~ ~ i l r l -  
gate rc~ulaLio~ls Lo pcrmil tl:e mt.~iulnclirrr. 
Importation. salc. sliipn:cn:, dt.l!v~-ry. pos. 
session. Lransfcr. or rcccipt of firznrrns twc- 
vlously proliibilcd under ~liis subi>a::~:rnlrh 
Lhzt arc .u dcleclnblc .ns n 'Sccl~i~lS Exclrr- 
plat' u~hfch contains 3.7 ounccs ol rnaI.t*rinl 
type 17-4 PIi sLalnlcss slcrcl. in n shnvc rc. 
scmbling a handgirn. or such Icssrr aniounl 
.u Is dctcclable In view of ndvanccs 1:r stair. 
of.the-art dcocloprnrriLs 111 n.r:.pc;ris clr-lt'r- 
Lion tcch~~olo~y: 
o Mr. METZEN3AUM. Mr. Prt-sidcnt. 
I am pleased that  once again tlic 
Senate is passing Icgislatio!l bnnning 
Lllc snlc 01 p lu t l c  and olllcr undctcc- 
tablc gulls. This  bill o r i~ ina tcd  a s  S. 
465. legislation introduccd by mrsclf 
and cosporlsorcd by S c ~ ~ a t o r  Tltun- 
nto#o. T h c  ranking minority rncnibcr 
of the  Zudiciary Coinmi!Lcc. x? ~ s ~ ~ c l l  t1-3 
scvcral olhcr Scnalors. WkCn lvc 
became convinced that  tllc dctcclsbi!. 
ity standard In S. 465 could be rcdtacccl 
if state-of-thc-art metal dclcclors v:crc 
instnllcd in airports and othcr I>cdcrnl 
facilities. w e  introduccd a rcl-isrd rcr-  
sion of Lllc bill. S. 2180. 

From the  beginning of our clforts on - 
this  legislation, we nttcmptcd to pcr- 
suadc t h e  Justice Dcparlrllcnt to join 
11s in devising an cffectivc and work- 
able bi!l.  unfortunate!^. tl:c Justicc 
Department initially dccidcd Lo en- 
dorsc a fundarnenlally diflcrrn: ap- 
proach cmbodicd in S. 2051. a bill 
which would have bxnncd only totally 
plastic guns. Thls bill xvould have liad 
n o  real impact in barring unde;cclnblc 

.weapons, m d .  forturiatcly, l l ~ c  JusLicc 
Departmcnt mas pcrsuadt'd lo revcrsc 
its pcsition and endorse thc  ap;:roncl~ 
taken by Scna:or TI:UCNOHD and  
n1ysclf. 

T h e  crcdit for the  rcrcrcal in Ll~c 
Justice Departmerit's position. as tv1:11 
as In thc  broad pilblic slipport for this 
bill. goes first and forcrnost to t h e  Nn- 
tion's law m f o r r c s r ~ ~ n l  orgnnizations. 
Evcrs rnaJor law cnforccmcnt orcsni- 
ration in tilis country. tvlrich LawcLi~cr 
constitutc thc  law cnforccnirr.L steer- 
ing comrnittcc. workrd loric and hard '  

' t o  makc slirc Lllis bill L'rcnmr lawr.. I 
wish to tllntlk again l l ~ c  ciforls  of 
thcsc Rro1lp.s. ~rl i ich inrludc the Frn- 
tcrnal Order of Polirr. tlir Intcrnil- 

:tionzl Associatio~l of Clliris of Folicc. 
i thc Intcrnntiotia~ Brolhcrhot~tl or 
Policc Olliccrs. thc Major Cir y C:lri~.T:; 
Orpznieation. L!ic Naiiorlnl A:isocii:t ic,n 

of Pollcc Organizations, tllc Natlonal 
O r g a n h t i o n  of Black Law Enforce- 
ment Exccutlvcs, t he  Natlonnl Sher. 
Iffs Auoclation. the  Natlonnl Troopers 
Cnllllllon. t h c  Police Executive Rc- 

.h Forum. t h e  Pollcc Foundation, 
L . t he  Policc Mamgcmcnt  h o c i n -  
tlon. 

Orcr  t h e  l m t  fcw months. my staff 
hss worked wlth t h c  staff of Congress- 
man HUGHES t o  resolve the  few differ- 
ences between the  House and Senatc  
bllls. Wlth a few minor clranecs, t h h  L 
t he  vcrslon thrt has bccn lncorporatcd 
Into the  bill. I wish to commend Con- 
mcssmvr H u ~ l f ~ s  and t h k  staff fo r  ' 

their cooperation and  lcadcrship In 
t h c  House on t h k  Issue. 

Wc are  amending t h e  Housc bill fo r  
the  purposc of maklng clear t h a t  au- 
thority wan ted  to  t h e  Sccrctcry to 
revkc the  exemplar standard extcnds 
only to rcduclne t h e  mctal content. 
and would be cxcrciscd In t h e  cvcnt 
t h a t  advances In weapons dctcctlon 
technology makes such a rcductlon 
pnctical. consistent with t h e  objec- 
tives of this le2rislation.o 

T h c  PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
questlon Is on a g c c l n g  t o  t h e  motlon 
of the  Scnator from West Virginia. 

T h e  mot ion usas amecd to. 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. Prcsldcnt, I move to 

reconsider t h e  vote by which t h e  
motton meas agreed to, and I move to 
Iay t h a t  motion on t h e  table. 

T h e  motlon to lay on t h e  table wu 
agrccd to. 



1989 SESSION 
VIRGINIA ACTS OF ASSEMBLY - CHAPTER 6 6 3 

An Act to amend the Code of Virginia by adding a, section numbered 18.2-306.5, relating 
to plastic firearms; penalty. 

Approved MAR 2 7 1989 

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Virginia: 
1. That the Code of Virginia is amended by adding a section numbered 18.2-308.5 as 
follows: 

JC f 8.2-308.5. Manufacture, import, sale, transfer or possession of plastic firearm 
prohibited.-It shall be unlawful for any person to manufacture, import, sell. transfer or 
possess any plastic firearm. As used in this section "plastic firearm" means any firearm. 
including machine guns and sawed-ofl sitotgurzs as defined in tlzis cllapter, containing less 
than 3.7 ounces of electromagnetically detectable metal in the barrel, slide, cylind~r, frame 
or receiver of which, when subjected to inspection by x-ray machines commonly used at 
airports, does not generate an image that accurately depicts its shape. A violation of this 
section shall be punishable as a Class 5 felony. 

Any firearm manufactured, imported, sold, transferred or possessed in violation of this 
section shall be forfeited to tho Commonwealth and disposed of in accordance with $ 
18.2-310- 

President of the Senate 

Speaker of the House of Delegates 

Approved: 

- 

Governor 



APPENDIX C 



All Respondents 
NAME TITLE 

ADDRESS : 

TELEPHONE NUMBER: DATE : 

Does your county or city employ any type of detection device for courtroom 
security? YES NO . Does your jurisdiction employ any type of 
detection device for jailhouse security? YES NO . If not, doyou 
have plans to obtain such a device for the courtroom? YES NO- for the 
jailhouse? YES NO . Have you ever borrowed a detection device from 
another locality? YES NO 

THE QUESTIONS IN PART X OF THIS SURVEY PERTAIN TO COURTROOM SECURITY WEEBEAS 
THE QUESTIONS X I  PART XI REFER TO JAILHOUSE SECURI!lX. PLEASE RESPOND 
ACCOBDINGLY. 

PART I - COURTROOM SECURITY 
I. Excluding court officials, is everyone entering the courtroom subject 

to screening by a detection device? If "NO," who is not and why? 

No: 20 Yes: 21 

2. What kind(s) of device(s) do you have (e.g., walk-through or 
hand-held)? 

Hand held onlv: 31 Walk throush only: 1 Both: 6 

How many of each kind do you employ? 

Hand held: one: 16 Walk throuah: one: 4 
two: 12 two: 2 
three: 4 three: 1 
four: 3 
five: 2 



3. Who manufactures the device(s)? Provide model no. if known. 

Hand held: Walk throuuh: 

Outokum~u: 1 Garrett: 3 
Pocket-Redee: 1 Unknown: 2 
Sirchie: 8 
Infinetics: 1 
Garrett: 4 
Federal Transfrisker: 12 
Frisk: 1 ' 

What is the approximate cost of each? 

Hand held : Walk throuah: 

$4500: 1 
$600: 1 
$300 to $359: 2 
$200 to $300: 2 
$100 to $200: 9 
$10 to $100: 9 
unknown: 17 

$5500:  1 
$4500: 1 
$3750: 2 
$3300: 1 
unknown: 2 

What was the source of funding? 

Sheriff: 3 
County: 10 
Citv: 2 
Court: 1 

Grant: 7 
unknown: 7 

Borrowed (walk throucrh): I 

4 .  How long have you been using the particular model(s)? 

Do you find it satisfactory ? Why? 

Hand held: Walk throuah: 

Yes: 28 
No: 8 
No answer: 3 

Yes: 4 
No: 0 

5. To your knowledge, exactly what material(s) can be detected by the 
device(s)? 

Metal: 37 

"Most any kind:" 1 

6. To your knowledge how much of the material(s) is required to activate 
the device(s)? 

A small amount: 29 
A larae amount: 1 
unknown: 10 



7. Is it possible to adjust the sensitivity of the device(s)? 

Hand held : Walk throucrh: 

Yes: 31 
No: 6 

Yes: 2 
No: 2 

If SO, at what level of sensitivity is it set? Why? 

Results not tallied, 

8.  What percentage ofthe time do(es) the device(s) work properly? 

Hand held and Walk through: 

100%: 24 
95%: 2 
90%: 3 
75%: 6 
less that 50%: 1 
unknown: 2 

9. Who usually operates the device(s)? Please indicate title/position. 

Courtroom security (deputv): 37 
Corrections: 3 
Bailiff: 6 

10. If you did not have a detection device, would additional staff be 
necessary to maintain the same level of security? YES NO . 
If so, how many additional staff would be needed? 

Yes: 19 No: 17 

11. How many hours is/are the device(s) in operation each day? 

De~ends on docket: 8 
Seldom: 6 
4 or more hours: 6 
none: 1 

Depends on threat: 5 
1 to 4 hours: 7 
8 hours: 2 
unknown or n/a: 4 

12. How much special training do personnel receive on the equipment? 

none: 23 
1 hour: 8 

4 hours: 3 
Less than 1 hour: 6 

13. What is the approximate cost of this training? 

$0: -27 unknown: 10 

14. Has a weapon ever passed through the device(s) undetected? 

Yes: 1 Malfunction of circuit. 

unknown: 7 

No: 32 

15. Have you had any experience with plastic weapons in the courtroom? 

Yes: 1 TOY auns. No: 39 



PART I1 - JAILHOUSE SECURITY 

1. Is everyone entering the jailhouse subject to screening by a 
detection device? If "NO," who is not and why? 

Results not tallied. 

2. What kind(s) of device(s) do you have (e.g., walk-through or 
hand-held) ? 

Hand held: 14 

How many of each kind do you employ? 

pne: 7 
two: 4 
three: 1 
four: 1 
twelve: 1 

3. Who manufactures the device(s)? Provide model no. if known. 

Hand held: 

Garrett: 2 Bob Barker Co.: 1 
Transfrisker: 6 Sirchie: 3 
Rens Mfs.: I Mavtronics: 4 

What is the approximate cost of each? 

$100 to 200: 5 
$201 to 300: 1 
unknown: 9 

What was the source of funding? 

County: 3 
unknown: 3 
Sheriff: 2 

Local: 2 
Grant: 2 
Comv. Bd. Funds: 1 

4 .  How long have you been using the particular model(s)? 

Results not tallied. 

Do you find it satisfactory ? Why? 

Yes: 12 No: 3 

5. To your knowledge, exactly what material(s) can be detected by the 
device(s)? 

Metal: 13 
Most metal: 1 



6. To your knowledge how much of the material (s) is required to ac t iva te  
the device ( s ) ? 

unknown: 3 A small amount: 9 

Is it possible to adjust the sensitivity of the device(s)? 

Yes: 12 No: 2 

If so, at what level of sensitivity is it set? Why? 

Results not tallied. 

What percentage of the time do(es) the device(s) work properly? 

Who usually operates the device(s)? Please indicate title/position. 

Duty officer: 1 Deputy: 7 
Jailer: 6 

If you did not have a detection device, would additional staff be 
necessary to maintain the same level of security? YES NO . 
If so, how many additional staff would be needed? 

Yes: 3 No: 10 

How many hours islare the device(s) in operation each day? 

Devends on threat: 2 
24 hours/dav for inmates: 2 
seldom: 4 

varies: 2 
one hour: 2 
zero: 2 

How much special training do personnel receive on the equipment? 

g g  
four hours: 1 until person understands: 1 

What is the approximate cost of this training? 

$0: 12 unknown: 1 

Has a weapon ever passed through the device(s) undetected? 

Yes: 0 No: 11 

unknown - 2 

Have you had any experience with plastic weapons in the jailhouse? 

Yes: 2 Toothbrushes,  ens. No: 11 

WE SINCERELY APPRECIATE YOUR TAKING THE TIME AND EFFORT TO COMPLETE THIS 
SURVEY. PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO US IN THE ENVELOPE PROVIDED. 




