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TESTIMONY OF RYAN M. CLECKNER 

 

BEFORE THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 

 

 

NOVEMBER 13, 2024 

 

“HOW BUMP STOCKS AND OTHER CONVERSION DEVICES ARE AMPLIFYING 

THE GUN VIOLENCE EPIDEMIC” 

 
 

Good morning Chairman Durbin, Ranking Member Graham, and Senators of the Committee. I am 

Ryan Cleckner, an attorney specializing in federal firearms law and Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms, and Explosives (ATF) compliance. 

 

I am actively involved in the firearms industry, and I help Federal Firearms Licensees (FFLs) to 

stay compliant with federal laws and ATF rules and regulations through online training at 

RocketFFL.  Most recently, I co-founded a software company—FFLSafe—that provides free ATF 

compliance software.  I am also a former firearms industry executive, university lecturer and 

special operations sniper. 

 

I am here today, as a firearms expert, to testify about the legal and technical qualities and 

differences of “bump stocks” and “machine gun conversion devices.”   

 

I’d like to address “bump stocks” and “conversion devices” separately because they are two very 

different things. 

 

A “machine gun” is defined in the National Firearms Acts as a firearm where more than one bullet 

is fired for a single operation of the trigger.  As the ATF applies it, this definition includes not just 

a completed weapon, but also parts designed to modify a regular firearm into a machine gun. 

 

Bump stocks do not turn firearms into a machine guns nor are they machine guns themselves.  

They are pieces of plastic that replace a rifle’s standard bump stock and can be used to help “bump-

fire” a rifle.  “Bump firing” is not illegal - it is a process by which a firearm is allowing a firearm 

to move rearward under recoil and then pulled back into a stationary trigger finger thereby 
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engaging the trigger again and firing another bullet. A bump stock can help some shooters to shoot 

faster, however, it does not change the underlying mechanics nor operation of a firearm. 

 

Bump stocks also have significant physical limitations.  First, an unskilled person is not likely to 

be able to use a bump stock effectively. Second, bump stocks can only be used on certain rifles.  

Finally, a bump stock is not necessary to bump-fire a rifle.  Bump-firing can be done with any 

semi-automatic rifle - the use of a bump stock just makes it easier for some people. 

 

Despite this, the ATF banned bump stocks in 2019 by incorrectly determining them to be “machine 

guns.”  This is contrary to the law and just one example the ATF over-stepping its authority. 

Thankfully, the Supreme Court agreed and recently struck-down the federal ban on bump stocks 

because it was contrary to the plain language of the law. 

 

We must be realistic about the actual threat. FBI crime stats for 2023 (appendix A) show that rifles, 

of all types, were used in approximately 15,000 instances of violent crime - this includes all assault, 

homicide, human trafficking, kidnapping/abduction, sex offenses, and robbery. 

 

Blunt objects, such as hammers, were used in 78,500 instances. That means that blunt objects like 

hammers were used in violent crime last year over 5 times more than all rifles let alone the smaller 

subset of the rifles on which a bump stock can even be used, let alone the ones on which a bump 

stock was actually used. 

 

Beyond that, there have been no recorded cases that I have found where a bump stock was used in 

a crime since the Las Vegas shooting in 2017. What that mass murderer did was truly horrific. 

However, I believe that the focus on bump stocks in that case is a mistake. Based on my experience 

and understanding of firearms and what I know of the incident, I believe that the shooter would 

have been able to cause a similar degree of harm with or without a bump stock. 

 

Conversion devices, or auto sears, on the other hand, actually convert a standard firearm into a 

full-auto machine gun. These are already highly regulated and illegal to possess absent special 

licensing and conditions.  
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There is no question that these devices materially change the operation of a firearm and can make 

a firearm more lethal.  However, unless current gun laws are actually enforced and criminals are 

prosecuted, new laws concerning these devices are not going to help to protect anyone. 

 

According to a 2017 study from the University of Chicago Crime Lab the average murder or 

shooting suspect had approximately 12 prior arrests in their criminal history record. 

This means that enforcing the current laws and keeping criminals off the streets will do more to 

protect the American public that adding even more laws for criminals to ignore. 

 

In 2002, a so-called Glock-switch, which is a type of auto sear, first appeared in the United States. 

These devices are precision made instruments with exact specifications - you won't be able to make 

it in your garage without dedicated equipment and knowledge. Many of them appear to be shipped 

in from China. They attach to the back of a Glock handgun to suppress the trigger bar and permit 

automatic fire. 

 

The ATF is targeting these devices and attempting to stop them from being imported into the 

United States for use by criminal gangs, as they should. But it's important to keep this issue in 

perspective as well. Any semi-automatic firearm can be converted into a machine gun with certain 

illegal modifications. There is no practical way to prevent this as a possibility because of the basic 

nature of a semi-automatic firearm. 

 

Recently, the city of Chicago filed a lawsuit against the gunmaker Glock on a products liability 

theory to try to blame Glock for having a design that allows Glock switches to exist. This is absurd 

on its face. It is no easier to make an auto sear for a Glock than for other semi-automatic firearms; 

it's just that Glock produces the most popular and widespread handguns in the world, used by 60% 

of law enforcement, so it makes sense that these would be the target of modifications. Even Vice 

President Harris stated that she owned a Glock. 

 

This appears to be a politically motivated lawsuit, apparently instigated by the gun control group 

Everytown for Gun Safety. It is part and parcel of a concerted attempt by gun control groups to 
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target the gun industry. We have seen these sorts of strategies for a long time, which is why 

Congress in 2005 passed the Protection of Lawful Commerce in Arms Act. This lawsuit appears 

to me to be just another attempt to get around that law and undermine the Second Amendment by 

bankrupting the gun industry. 

 

The answer here is to start enforcing the law and prosecuting these criminals. Allowing ourselves 

to be distracted with lawsuits against the gun industry for something out of their control or trying 

to make certain objects even more illegal with new laws is futile and does not protect American 

citizens. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak here today and I’m willing to answer any questions you 

may have, 

 

Ryan Cleckner 
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APPENDIX A 

FBI Crime Stats for 2023 - Violent Crime by Type of Weapon 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


