
Close Range Interpersonal Crisis
Management

Much has been discussed (and no doubt some ideas have disgusted many) about personal
security in the various media. Bleeding-heart  socialist  liberals and the rabbit  people say one
should not resist  an at tacker and that one should call the "authorit ies" for help. Such drivel
must cause our founding fathers to spin in their graves! Anyone who has ever had the
occasion to call "the authorit ies" knows that their response t ime can vary f rom many minutes
to hours. Not only that, but  they are under no legal obligat ion to protect  you. (Click here for
more informat ion on that topic.) When it 's yourself , your lily pad or the lives of  others living in
your pond that is in danger you need immediate "relief ."  Considering the recent events in
New Orleans and the surrounding areas due to hurricane Katrina you should heed this
advice.

The best art icle I've ever seen on this subject  was writ ten by Jeff  Cooper many years ago in the
1975 Guns & Ammo Annual. It  is reprinted below.  

Read it  and heed it !

Cooper VS. Terrorism
by Jeff  Cooper

So here we are in the "Age of  Extort ion." Our local f riendly felons have f inally discovered what
has long been taken for granted in what we used to call "more backward countries"—that crime
does pay—in millions. All you need to do is threaten to do something terrible and people will
throw money at  you. You don't  need any part icular talent or skill to get rich this way, and you
don't  need educat ion or t raining. The only requisite is nast iness, and that is no rare quality.

We can speculate at  length upon why this foulness has come upon us so strikingly at  this point
in our history, but I doubt that  any incontrovert ible conclusion will result . My own suggest ion is
simply overpopulat ion. Like rats, we get test ier as we get crowded. By simple arithmet ic, if  the
proport ion of  goblins to people in our society remains constant, doubling our populat ion
doubles the number of  goblins. And they reinforce each other as their numbers rise.

But such speculat ion is academic. We have the problem; never mind why. What shall we do
about it? In a socialist  atmosphere, the immediate response is to hand the problem to the
state. Pass a law! Any law. Just  so you can say that something has been done. And above all,
spend money. We have come to assume that the more money we spend on a problem, the
quicker it  will go away.

Now it  is quite t rue that the state can indeed abolish extort ion, terrorism, and crime. History
offers many examples of  nat ions in which none of  these things existed. We can start  with
Senacherib of  Assyria and browse on up to Porf irio Diaz of  Mexico. An iron f ist  will do it . That 's
the state's simple and ef fect ive answer to disorderly conduct. If  you want it  arranged so that
the state will protect  you, you can do so. What you give up in return is your liberty.

No deal.

The man to protect  you is you. Not the state, not the agent of  the state, and not your hired
hand—YOU!

How often is our intelligence insulted by the fatuous claim that we should rely on the police for
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our physical security! I cannot believe that the people who advance this idea believe it
themselves. The police do indeed abort  a certain amount of  violent crime by their coincidental
presence on the scene, and that 's f ine. But to tell us that all we have to do is call a cop when
confronted by a t roll is to talk like a fool—and those who tell us this know it .

The "in" crime today is kidnapping. The police have never prevented a kidnapping. Not once. On
the other hand, the intended vict im of ten has. You don't  hear much about these lat ter
episodes, because a crime that does not take place is not newsworthy, but it  is my business to
know about such things and I keep track of  them as best I may, and there have been at  least  a
dozen instances brought to my at tent ion in the last  two years.

Hiring other people, public or private, to protect  yourself , is perhaps not totally fut ile, but  it  must
never be considered more than marginally ef fect ive. Both policemen and bodyguards can be
suborned, and skill levels are problemat ical.

Pistol skill is not something to count on in a hired hand. Two recent examples stand out
because they were caught by television cameras. These were the at tempts on Governor
Wallace and Imelda Marcos. In each case, guards were plent iful, and armed, but not suf f icient ly
skilled. In each case, there was plenty of  t ime to hit  the at tacker before he acted, but those
responsible reacted only af terward.

On the other hand, the intended vict im can seek his own skill level, and he can put it  to use
more quickly than any other person when he suddenly f inds that he himself  is a target.

Your best protector is you!

Apart  f rom the skill factor, there is the matter of  reliability. A man you hire to protect  you can be
hired by somebody else not to. It  is nerve-wracking to be dogged about by armed men on your
daily rounds, and it  is also both conspicuous and un-private.

Some years ago, I undertook to t rain the personal guard of  a certain chief  of  state in
pistolcraf t . When the course was completed, I was able to address my client  thus:

"Your Excellency, 24 of  your 28 men are now dist inct ly more ef f icient  with their sidearms than
the generality of  those who guard the President of  the United States. They are very good, but I
don't  know who they are—I hope you do."

He knew what I meant. One of  his predecessors in of f ice had been murdered by one of  his own
guards. Of my students who previously employed bodyguards, most now do not, except as car
watchers.

Your best protector is you!

St ill we hear, over and over again, that  we should not be armed, that we should not resist , that
we should rely on the police for our personal safety—that our best answer to violence is to
give up. Such drivel demands a stronger stomach than mine.

One bleeding-heart  type asked me in a recent interview if  I did not agree that "violence begets
violence." I told him that it  is my earnest endeavor to see that it  does. I would like very much to
ensure—and in some cases I have—that any man who of fers violence to his fellow cit izen
begets a whole lot  more in return than he can enjoy.

Your best protector is you! The obvious way to eradicate crime is to eradicate criminals, but
neither the lawgivers nor the constabulary seem inclined to do this. The man who elects to prey
upon society deserves no considerat ion f rom society. If  he survives his act  of  violence, he rates
a fair t rial—but only to be sure that there has been no mistake about his ident ity. If  he is killed in
the act , there can be lit t le doubt about whose act  it  was.



But we don't  want a "Porf iriato," in which the police simply shoot all suspects out of  hand. Such
a regime may indeed have a certain austere appeal in today's climate of  urban chaos, but to
trade one's liberty for security is to sell one's soul to the devil, as Ben Franklin noted. And, to
quote James Burnham, it  is both our lives and our libert ies that are at  stake.

Laws are not the answer. We have laws against  murder. We have laws against  kidnapping. We
have laws against  extort ion. And murder, kidnapping, and extort ion are on the rise. The answer,
it  seems to me, is wrath. Let the thug take his chances with an alert , prepared, and angry
cit izenry. It  may very well spoil his whole career.

This is not a call for vigilant ism: It  is a call for self -reliance. For those who feel short  on self -
reliance, I have a suggest ion. Take up pract ical pistol shoot ing as a recreat ion. It  is a good
game. It  is fun. It  is "relevant." And it  does wonders for your self -reliance.

Your best protector is—as it  always has been—you!

"Pay close attention to everything, notice what no one else notices. Then you will know what no one else knows,
 and that's always useful." - -  advice from a father to his son in the book City of Ember

Another excellent  art icle that may be of  interest  to you, is t it led "A Nat ion of  Cowards." It  was
writ ten by Jeffrey R. Snyder and originally published in Fall, 1993 issue of  The Public Interest, a
quarterly journal of  opinion published by Nat ional Affairs, Inc. It  is an excellent  "state of  the
state" commentary.

Please email your comments to Fr. Frog by clicking here.
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