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By Maj John D. Cooper

N A previous issue of the Gazerre. Maj

Brooke Nihart continued the discussion of
“Pistol versus Carhine.” The ideas he expressed
were certginhy well designed Lo provoke argn-
ment. and I'd like to rise to the bait and air a
few opinions of my own an the subjedt.

For the henefit of those who missed Maj
Nihart's article, his answer 10 the “Pistal vs.
Carbine™ argument was, “Why not hth?.” the
idea being that each infantryman. in addition
to his flat trajectory offensive weapon should
carry a supplementary  defensive fircarm  for
emergeney close combat. 1o addition 1o the
theoretical arguments supparting his case. Maj
Nihart pointed to the nmmbers of infantrymen
in hoth theaters of the late war who acquired
pistols of ane description or another and packed
them volnmarily as long as they were permitted.

It was then argued that the curremt U, S. ser-
vice pistol is unsatisfuctory for the purpose and
should be replaced by another type offering
lighter weight. a guicker first shot. and “sufii-
cient” shock power. It was 1o be carricd in a
redesigned  holster  offering  both  speed  and
security, and above all was to be “casy to shoot.”™

At first glance. Maj Nihart's propesal seems
somewhat startling. and aflter some considera-
tion. | remain no less dubious.  The view is
widely held that the infantryman has plenty to
carry as is, cven when he is stripped to the
harest fighting essentials, without giving him a
sidearm and ammunition as well.

Granted that the pistol is not appreciated
properly in modern military circles, and that an
entirely new training system will do much te
correct this, [ still don’t believe the handgun’s
place is among the multitude of gadgets, gizmos.
and other impedimenta with which the foot
soldier is already burdened.

It is true that a rifle may jam or break, hut
when this pessibility is balanced against the
additional hother involved in carrying a pistol.
holster. spare magazine and ammmition, [ o
not believe many will champion the auxiliary
sidearm.

It is true that a pistol might quite conceivably
save a man’s life if his rifle failed. So might a
steel plate inserted hetween him and his oppon-

ent. While it is ridiculous to compare the rela-
tive portability of a pistol and a suit of armor.
the principle remains the same. The result is
nut worth the effort.

Seme consideration must he given to the quite
accurate observation that many soldiers volun-
tarily hurden themselves with this extra weapon
if given the opportunity. [ believe there are
several reasons behind this that are not neces-
sarily valid from our standpoint, no matter how
important they may seem to the individual. First
is the insatiable American urge to acquire
souvenirs and lool. An enemy pistol is prized
perhaps above all other items by the “hattlefield
art collector.”  Second is the feeling of swank
that seems to accompany him whe *“packs a

rod.” Handguns seem to have a more or less
romantic  appeal to Americans  in  general.

hrought up on stories of Wild Bill Hickok, Jesse
James. Billy the Kid, and the Dillinger type of
public enemy.

Third is the widespread tendeney to belicve
in the superiority of foreign and unfamiliar
weapons. A greal many Americans are guile
fascinated by something labeled *“Luger” or
“Nambu® and feel that anything as exolic as
this must possess strange and deadly properties.

Fourth. large sums of money may be obtained
by trading on the ahove characteristics present
in one’s comrades-in-arms. And last is the quite
valid reason that many men whose primary re-
quirements arc better met by the pistol. find
themselves saddled with a rifle and wish to
remedy this situation.

So while 1 helieve that there is a wider need
for the pistol in our modern organization, 1 do
not believe that the concept of a “two-gun infan-
tryman” is sound.

But, il we discard Maj Nihart’s proposal, is
there a place for the pistol in modern war? lIs
there anything the pistol will do that the carbine
won't do hetter? As a pistol bug [ naturally be-
licve there is, but I don’t think it will be recog-
nized until a mare practical training system is
adopted.

It scems that the more warfare develops. the
smaller is the percenmtage of troops actually in
contact with the enemv. 1t has been estimated
that less than one fourth of a modern ground
force is actually involved in close personal
combat.

Better training, not a better weapon, is

needed to insure confidence in the pistol
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In addition te personnct who arc in nced of
a delensive weapon onfy in the course of their
regular activitics, therc arc many men whose
principal offensive weapon is crew-served and
at the same time is designed to be operated ia
close proximity to the enemy. Examples arc
hazookas, flame throwers, machine guns, com-
pany morlars, antitank guns, assaunlt guns, and
tanks. Operators of these weapons have a
definite need for an cfficient weapon that is out
of the way, vver present, and instantly available
in all circumstanees. lis eflective range need be
only the distance an enemy can throw a grenade.
for gencrully at greater distances there is suff-
cient time to permit the primary weapon involved
to be used against personnel. (The mortar is the
exception to this and its crew may have to have
some flat trajectory, mid-range weapon for de-
fensive purposes.) ‘These men, if they were
trained to hit with the pistol, and consequently
had confidence in it, would be more cliiciently
armed for their jobs with the sidearm than the
carbine.

There is yet another field in which the pistol is
outstanding and that is hand-to-hand combat.
Usually, oF course, this type of fracas occurs, if
at all, us the conclusion of a more conventional
fire fight, and it is impractical to carry twn
types of weapons and shift at the turning point,
but occasionally a situation will develop where
close eombat is deliberately sought by the at-
tacker at the outset of the engagement. Trench
raiding in static warfare, patrolling in large
ruined cities. combat inside buildings, and cer-
tain types of night attacks arc examples. Here
the pistol in the hand of a practical shot is a
formidable wcapon. When your first glimpse
of your adversary is at a range of about ten

yards, the speed, handiness, and, perhaps most
of alf, the emphatic wallop of the pistel are dis-
tinct advantages.

And lustly, police and occupation duty, in
which marines have been and will be engaged
for quite sume time, has many phases in which
the pistol is called for. In addition to activities
in the line of duty, liberty and recreation in
many parts of the world today are distinctly
hazardous for the occupying forces. The com-
mander is compelled in such cases to restrict his
entire force indcfinitely or let his men carry
arms at all times. In the latter case | helicve
no onc will deny the desirability of the handgun.

The first stumbling block in the design and
employment of pistols is the widely held concep-
tion l;ml a pistol is a substitute rifle. This is
basically uwnsound. The two weapons are de-
signed ¥or entirely dillerent purposes and they
meet cutirely different  requirements.  Fuada-
mentally speaking, the rifle is an offensive arm,
designed to be carried by an individual pre-
pared and intending to carry the fight to his
adversary. Thercfore its requisites arc aceuracy.
range, power, and rapidity of fire, roughly in
that order. As lang as it can be carried by one
man without undue fatigue, weight and handi-
ness arc not too important, and speed in getting
off the first shot from a safc carrying condition
is a secondary consideration.

On the other hand the handgun is hasically a
defensive weapon. Western movies to the con-
trary, a man who knows what he is doing docs
ot deliberately set out 1o kill, armed anly with
a pistol (unless of course he is forced to he sur-
replitious gbout it.) It must be assumed that
the man who carries a pistol is primarily con-
cerned with matters other than immediate com-
bat with the cnemy.

i
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Which grip is the more natural? The author claims that Americans prefer the
revolver for mainly traditional reasons which are counterbalanced by the more
natural position of the hand in gripping the automatic.
the aulomatic’s prip be reworked to give it more siant and a slight curve.

The author suggests
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It is al once apparenti that handgun requirce-
ments are different. [ would list reliability,
speed of fiest shot, maximum shock power, and
rapidity of fire, in that order, as essentials.
Speed of reloacling is next. Range and penetra-
tion are secondary considerations, and if we
discard Maj Nihart's conception of the pistol
as an auxiliary to the rifle, light weight is not
particularly important.  Accuracy sufficient to
hit the vital zone of a man at 50 yards is ade-
quate.  (Ancl this is arhitrary since the weapon
is almust never used at this range.)

OW it is abvious that either weapen can be

used for purposes other than those intended.
No law prohibits quick draws with a rifle or snip-
ing witl a pistol, but best results arc not obtainerd
this way. The “substitute rifle” complex pre-
viously mentioned is responsible for a farm of
training and competition requiring men to hit
small, siationary, round black spots at fixed
ranges, starling with the weapon out and un-
locked, and given much more than enough time.
I don’t wish to convey the impression that target
shooting is casy. Ou the countrary, it is so difli-
cult as to he impractical. Even the relatively
simple pistol qualification course is apt to dis-
courage beginners and destroy their confidence
in the weapon. The fact is that the pistol is just
not a sniping weapon, ancd the ability of a few
individuuls, using special arms, to do wonders
at this kind of shooting docs not alter the
matter. Shooting at a bull’s-cyc at 50 yards
with a .45 automatic is quite comparable to
hauling a plow with a Ford convertible coupe.
It can be c!nuc—)'ou may have to do it—hut it
is rather silly to make an issue of it.

When the pistol is properly used as a rapid
fire defensive weapon and training is pointed
toward this type of employment, truly astonish-
ing results can be obtained, and cven the rela-
tively unskilled beginner is given a feeling of
confidence in his weapon and in his ability 1o
defend himself.

In serics of tests carried out during the past
few months, the following capabilities were
estahlished as completely practicable with the
service automatic as it now stands. The shooter
involved was familiar with the pistol but hy no
means an expert shot on the conventional course.
A total of about 24 hours, in two-heur stretches,
was spent on the range. This is not an unfeasible
expenditure of time on a peacetime schedule.
In all cases the holster used was a spring type
shoulder model which will be described later.

1. With the pistol cocked and on safe, it was
found possible to draw and hit a man in a vital
zone every time, at a range of 25 feet, in from
3/5 to 4/5 of a second.

2. From the same condition of readiness, it
was possible to draw and hil cach of three sil-
houeltes twice in four seconds. This central sil-
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houctic was 15 yards from the gun. The two side
silhouc tes at a 30 degree angle of divergence.

3. It was possible to draw and hit four sil-
houettes at different angles and ranges from 5
to 20 yards, using the sights, in four scconds.

4. 1In the FB3I practical pistol course, which
involves shooting with and without sights, right
and left handed, yuick draws, and reloading
against lime, at ranges from 7 to GO yards, it
was possible to hit the vital zone of a man 48
out of 50 shots.

These tests lead me to believe that the awk-
wardness and unwieldiness attributed to the ser-
vice automatic are largely a matter of personal
idiosyncrasy. For every man who thinks the
service pistol is muzzle heavy, one can he found
who hangs weights on the barrel of his Woods-
man to produce what he personally regards as
hetter balance. 1 do not helieve that the service
pistol is perfect—I will give my suggestions for
its improvement shortly—hut f do Dbelieve that
excellent results can be obtained with it, provided
a proper training system is used.

As to haudling qualities, it is my belief that
most critics of the service pistol have been
brought up on a revolver, and to a man used to
a revolver, the automatic does seem awkward.
However, a glance at the illustration contrasting
the grips of the two weapans should convinece
the open-minded observer that the hand is
dehnitely more relaxed and natural gripping the
automatic pistol than gripping the revolver.

F. however, most Americans arc brought up

on a revolver and consequently more used to
it, there must he a rcason. (‘ helieve the reasons
for the preference of the revolver to the auto-
matic in this country are as follows:

The revolver is capable of being carried in a
safe condition and fired by simply pulling a
trigger. This double action feature, permitting
a much faster first shot, is #he big advantage of
the six-gun. This feature has now been incor-
porated into one military and at least three
pocket model automatic pistols. As Maj Nihart
suggests. it should definitely he adopted in any
future sidearm to be developed.

Seccond, revolvers are thought by many to be
more reliable than automatie pistols. This argu-
ment was once valid, but pistols have been devel-
oped to a point today where it is largely
academic. [t is true that an automatic will jam
if it is oiled and then rolled in dry sand. So will
a revolver. It is true that parts may break on an
automatic. They will also break on a revolver
and they are less easily replaced in this weapon.
The revolver does provide a degree of “misfire
security” not obtainable in any known form of
automatic pistol. That is to say, a cartridge
with a bad primer does not force the revolver
user o clear his gun—he simply snaps it again,
firing a new cartridge. However, the need for

31

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



Marine Corps Garette ® Sepiember, 1946

this type of sccurity is almost entirely eliminated
m maodern ammumition.

Third. revolvers are older in America than
automatic pistels and have more tradition. The
old western six-gun looms large in the subcon-
sctous of mast Americans when they are dis-
cussing or handling fircarms.

Last. revolvers perform hetter on conventional
target ranges as rifle substitutes than do aute-
matics.” The chiel reason for this is the superior
trigger mechanism turned out hy most factories
on their revolvers. A Smith & Wesson police
revolver, right off the assembly line, has a
hetter trigger pull than is usually obtainable on
most_automatics even after considerable doctor-
ing. This is not an ahsolute faztor. It can he
changed by better manufacturing methods.

The fixed harrel of the revolver does provide
somewhat better long range accuracy than the
sliding barrel of the automatic, hut here again
we are discussing ahstractions. [ a man wants
to punch small groups in a paper target. he can
usc a rifle, not an arm designed primarily for
instamtancous scll-defensc.

SO we may conclude that a properly designed
automatic pistol is superior to a revolver in
almost every way, if we arc talking about defen-
sive weapons and nol loys.

Since we have hrought up the matter hoth here
and previously of a propcr‘)' designed automatic
pislo‘, lets look at what we mean by “proper
design.” First. we should hy all means retain
the service cartridge. It may take a little more
cffort to handle the larger pistol, hut it pays off
in paralyzing destructive force, which is neces-
sary in emergencics.

Around this cartridge. we should build a
douhle action automatic pistol. Double action is
now found in the German 1’-38 and could easily
be adapted to our needs. The pistol should
possess a double column Mauser type magazine
as Maj Nihart suggests. This will work just as
well with the .45 cartridge as it does in the Coll-
Browning model of 1935, designed for the Ger-
man Luger cartridge. We already have such
magazines for our Thompson, Reising, and M-3
suh-imachine guns. The frame of the grip could
casily he thined down so that its over-all size
would not he too great. This would give the
weapon a magazine capucily of about 12 cart-
ridges. As | have stated before, [ believe that
the pitch and general grip in the service auto-
malic is satisfactory, hut for the henefit of
those who are more used to revolvers or the
Woodsman-Luger type of automatic, the grip
could e reworked, given more slant and slightly
curved. This is really unimportant since, within
limits. whatever the shoater is used to will per-
form well for him.

Next [ would like to incorporate a slightly
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more reliable feeding mechanism into this hypa-
thetical pistol. As all shooters know, the sheet
metal magazine of the conventional automatic
pistol is the weak point in the entire feeding
system. Nine jams in ten are caused hy hent
lips or dented sides in the magazine. There are
threc ways this prohlem can he met. The first
is to climinate the removahle magazine entirels
and charge the weapon from above. as is done
in the case of the Mauser military pistol. the
Steyr-Haln pistol, and more familiarly, in the
‘03 rifle. This system has the disadvantage of
being slow and rendering the pistol inoperative
during the loading operation. The second sys-
tem is to make the magazine. or at least the upen
end of it, out of a machined florging rather than
stamped sheet metal. This was done in the
obsolete Mars pistol manufactured in England in
the carly part of the century. lts disadvantage is
greatly increased expense. The third system has
heen worked out hy the Russians in their
Tokarev pistol. "The cartridges arc contained in
a sheet metal magazine but the fecd hearing sur-
[aces are machined into the frame, climinating
the danger of delorming the magazine lips out-
side of the pistal. ‘This is passibhly the most
practical solution. It was so regarded by the
Russians wha built the Tokarev with reliahility
always foremost in mind.

ON this point of reliability, it secms to me that
Maj Nibart has ncglected a critical aspect
of pistol design when he recommends the ahan-
tlonment of the Colt type tilting lock on the
grounds that it is inherently less accurate than
the straight sliding harrel of the Luger, P-38,
and Namhu. If a weapon can group its shots in
the vital zone of a man at 50 yards and gives an
edge of even 20 per cent reliahility over a more
accurate type, | would recommend it in every
casc. It is interesting to note that of the three
modern military pistols, the Colt-Browning 1935.
the P-38, and the Tokarev, two use the tilting
harrel system hecause of its increased reliahility.
The P-38 alane does not and it has yet to he
proved that this weapon is as dependahle as
the other two,

As much attention as possible should be paid
to a trigger mechanism permitting a reasonahly
light, crisp, single action let-ofl. similar to the
factory pulls now turned out on Colt and Smith
& Wesson police revolvers.

One more feature T would like to incorporate
into the ideal sidearm. and that is a system of
ficld stripping which will allow such critical
moving parls as the mainspring, firing pin, and
trigger mechanism to be thoroughly eleaned,
dried, and oiled. Here again the 'Foknrcv pistol
is outstanding. By means of a slide sub-assembly
all moving parts are readily availahle for ficld
cleaning.
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A pistol, built as outlined, would possess the
following desirable characteristics: maximum
reliability; maximum defensive stopping power;
maximum speed on the first shot from a safe
condition; large magazine capacily; improved
easce of maintenance and cleaning. and possibly
superior handling and pointing characteristics.
It certainly would be superior to any sidearm
manufactured as of the present date as a weapon
of sell-defense Tor military personnel.

One thing that interested  me  particularly
about Maj Nihart’s w-
ticle was his reference
1o a small hore pistol’s
“suflicient” shock power.
I confess | don’t know
what is wmeant  here.
Short of a Third Avenue
taxicab, very few weap-
uns  can  guaranlee o
render an encmy harm-
less with one blow ever
time, and this is the
only definition of “sufli-
cient” shock power | can
think of. Of course
some weapons approuch
this ideal closer than
others — the battle axe or mace in the hands
of a strong man was probably almost perfect
—but practical military fircarms do not give
100 per cemt or even 75 per cent performance
in this respect. Anyone who believes the old
theory about a 45 hullet’s “knocking a man
off his feet wherever it hit him™ should try out
the weapon on jackrabbils or marmots.

This does not mean that we should abandon
the idea of “stopping” or “shocking™ power in
sidcarms. On the contrary we should endeavor
to usc us much as is practically possible, cer-
tainly not deerease it. The word “practically™ is

where Maj Nihart presumably t=kes issue. In .

this he follows the current thinking of the
British army, whose claim is that a man hit with
a .38 is much less dangerous than o snan missed
with a .45, and since they helieve it easier to
train the average recruit to hit with the lighter
gun, they have switched from the cxcellent. if
somewhat cumbersome. 455 Webley revolver.
to the newer 380 revolver which is similar to
the .38 Colt “Super Police.”

Carrying this theory 1o ils estreme would
result in the adoption of the .22 rim fire as a
service cartridge—anyone can hit with that.
The point where maximum effectiveness with
minimum cffort is reached is impossible Lo deter-
mine accurately, but T firmly believe that the
slight extra cffort involved in mastering the
large caliber sidearm for practical, high-speed.
delensive shooting, is more than compensated
for by the greatly increused shock power it
provides,
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Gen Julian Hateher. USA. in his excellent
work Textbook of Pistols and Revolvers sets up
a syslem [or calculation of the “stopping power”
of various pistol cartridges, based on momentum
and madified by a caliber factor and a hullet
shape  and material factor, using various
standard loads as the basis for a system of
coeflicients.

This system has been applied to the various
cartridges listed in the table of relative stopping
power which aceompanies this article. It will
be seen that there iz a
very  good reason  for
retaining the 45 A.CLP.
cartridge, which has the
highest rating of any
load using a legal mili-
tary bullet.

hs the range of pistol
velueities (700.1400 [/2)
very considerable
changes must be made
in speed to produce “a
decisive change in shock
power. Thus, increasing
the speed of the service
-artridge 1o the safe lim-
it of the weapon only
increases is stopping power by 8% points. while
changing the shape and material of the bullet.
witli no change in velocity, steps up its effective-
ness 2315 points, or some 35 per cenl.

Hence it is clear that in providing a small
caliber weapon which can equal the service cart-
ridge in stopping power means such a draslic
increase in velocity that the weapon will be just
as hard to shoot as the bigger gun, if not harder.
The perfect illustration is the .357 magnum.
which incidentally derives much of its destruc-
tive effect in tissue from its “Keith” type bullet
which is illegal in military circles.

A glance at the table will show that a redue-
tion in cartridge power from the .45 service
cartridge to the .38 special police cartridge,
cuts the stopping power of the weapon exactly
in half. where the weight of the pistol has been
decreased by perhaps a fourth. The pistol being
a defensive weapon. 2 man does not want 1o toy
around when he is faced with instantancous
mortal combat. I personally would rather carry
a slightly heavier weapon in all cases, if T could
double the wallop it would provide me.

We have a good pistol. It could be cansider-
ably improved but an improved model will give
no better field service if we continue to train
as we do now. I helicve that the sidearm’s cfii-
ciency will never he realized until we cease dis-
couraging a recruit with bull’'s-eyes and start
showing him how to defend himself in an
cflicient manner.
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As an example take the current pistol qualifi-
cation course or the NRA coursc. In cither case
a mediocre rifle shot could pick up a carbine
and shoot ncar possibles every time, This would
lead us to believe that we only carry a pistol
because there aren’t enough two-handed weapons
to go around, since the latter is so much more

efficient as a weapon,

This thesis is of course not true—there being
quile a few situations in which the pistol meets
requirements more satisfactorily than any other

weapon. In running ten
“combat reaction” courses
at Camp Pendleton, it was
found that a practical shot
could consistently outpoint
the rifle and carbine users
due 1o the superior speed
and handiness of his
weapon.

It is impossible here to
describe a complete course
of training designed to em-
phasize the merits of the
weapon and develop cffi-
cient, practical shots. Sev-
cral law enforcement agen-
cics now have such courses
well worked out for the re-
volver. The Federal Burecau
of Investigation has pio-
neered in this field and the
Kansas City Police Depart.
ment has developed a fine
course of its own. It is
high time the military
forces of the nation adopt-
ed similar methods if they
intend to retain the pistol
at all. This type of train-
ing is admittedly a little
more expensive and some-
what more dangerous
(most strings start with the
weapon in the holster), but
results are what count and
it brings results.

In closing this discussion
I would like to dwell for a
few moments on the subject
of holsters. Maj Nihart re-
ferred to a suitable holster
which would presumably
combine security with
speed. Unfortunately these
two characteristics are an-
tithetical. If a holster is
fast, it canrot offer ade-
(uate protection or security
against jolting out. On the
other hand, if it does offer
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such security and protection from the weather
the weapon cannot be reached in time to be of
any value in an emergency.

One solution to this problem is the commercial
spring holster illustrated. ‘This is the arrange-
ment used for the tests previously described. It
offers a large degree of protection, considerable
speed, good security against jolting or knocking
the weapon out, and another point—comfort. It
can be worn longer with less fatigue than any
other type, cue to its two point suspension and

|
|

“Stopping Power’

L)

Based on Hatcher system of momentum modified by cross-
sectional area and coefficient of shape and material

Weight in grains

Momentum = = 32.16 X velocity
7000
Cartridge "~ RSP Remarks
I 7.62mm Russian Pistol 7.7  Also SMG
2 9mm Parabellum (Luger) 29.4  P-38, C-35, Sten, etc.
3 .38 Special (Standard V) 30.8% Standard U.S. Police
Cartridge
4 Super .38 Auto 31.8
5 .38/44 Spec H.V.{Keith Bullet) 49.2  This is the most you
can get out of a
standard .38
6 .30 U.S. Carbine 54.7
.45 U.S. Auto Pistol 60.0 Standard velocity,
Military bullet
455 British Revolver 62.8% Lead bullet
9 357 Magnum (Keith Bullet) 67.9
10 .45 U.S. Auto Pistol {Super X) 68.5  Standard bullet
increased to 940 F/S
1 .45 Colt Revolver This is the old Western
(Standard velocity) 73.6% ‘“peacemaker”
12 .45 U.S. Auto Pistol Standard velocity
(Keith Bullet) 83.5
.45 Colt Revolver, H.V. 87.4* "Peacemaker" stepped

and this ruling seems to have become accepted.

up to 910 F/S

All calculations are basod on muzle performance.

Al cartridges except .30 carbine are here recorded as fired from
pistols (4" to 5"). The 7.62mm Russian, 9mm Parabellum, Super .38, and .45
Auvto would show somewhst botter performance when fred from S.M.G.'s
or machine pistols,
These figures baar no relationship to range. accuracy or peneiration.
*A plain lead. unjacketed bullet was at one time considered legal in war, but
durina World Wear H severel powers arbitrarily classified them as unlewful
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The spring type shoulder holster. A commercial holster, it offers a large
degree of protection, considerable speed, good security against jolting or
knocking the weapon out, and comlort. In drawing, the hand hits well up on
the grip, the gun is pulled forward, while the right thumb unlocks safety.

s = e

large supporting surface. It also carries the
weapon where it can be rapidly and conveniently
drawn [rom a sitting position, as in a vehicle or
behind a desk.

In summary, then. I'd like to reiterate the
following points:

). The pistol is not a substitute rifle. It is a
weapon of definite characteristics which should
be exploited more [ully.

2. Our present service pistol, while not per-
fect, is better than any other current weapon
for our purpoescs and is capable of very much
higher performance in the hands of an ordinary
shot—if he is trained along more practical lines.

3. Rather than changing the weapon, we
should complelely revise the training and the

compelitive cotrses, profiting by the example of
the FBI.

4. A new method of carrying the pistol
should be adopted.

5. The two-gun concept is unsound.

The above conglomeration of ideas is mostly
my own, though much has been lecarned from
the writings of Gen Hatcher, Maj Charles Askins,
and the very helplul stafl of the FBI Acadeny
at Quantico, Virginia.

The shooling mentioned is that of an average
shot, capable of making expert with considerable
effort. but definitely not in the competitive cate-
gory. It is this that convinces me that we are
not getting the most out of our sidearm, and
that this is a mistake that can be remedied witk
comparative case. Us @ MC

NEW lightiweight slecping bag [or use in cold, wet climates and a new squad
shelter tent housing 12 men are among the latest subjects of experiments by the

Army Quartermaster Corps.

The sleeping bag weighs 7V Ibs and consists of layers o] resin-coated nylon
separated by fibreglass insulation. The outer layer of the newly developed bag pre-
vents moisture [rom entering, while the inner layer, next to the occupant, overcomes

the chilling eflects o] body vapor.

The new shelter tent is revolutionary in design, employing no center poles, ropes
or stakes. It is 16 [eet wide, 32 [eet in length, 8 [eet high at the ridge and G [eet
high at the eaves. The [rame is made of steel sections which [old and nest together.
The roof is of corrugated shcet aluminun which can be nested for packing.
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