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The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firecarms
1988 Explosives Incident Report
is dedicated in honor of

Luther E. Hurd

James Kilventon, Jr. Robert McKarin Michael R. Oldham

and the
Kansas City, Missouri, Fire Department

These six courageous fire fighters were killed in the line of duty by a large explo-
sion that occurred on the morning of November 29, 1988. The law enforcement com-
munity is truly saddened by this tragedy.




Message from the Director

The publication of the 1988 Explosives Incident
Report marks the 11th consecutive year that ATF has
provided a statistical analysis of the previous year’s
explosives activity. Even to a greater degree than past
years, 1988 was filled with terrible losses from the
criminal misuse and accidental discharge of explosives.

As the common thread of drug-related crime con-
tinues to weave itself into our society, explosives have
become increasingly present as tools of this nefarious
trade. Based on statistics gathered by ATF, we can say
that there has been a 442-percent increase in the
number of drug-related bombings and a 296-percent
increase in the number of times both explosives and
drugs have been recovered during a search.

Explosives in the drug trade are gaining popularity
in much the same fashion that the sawed-off shotgun
and machine gun did during the roaring 20’s. (Not only
are drug violators intent upon protecting their market
share from each other but from the authorities as well.)
It is not unusual to find booby-trapped marijuana grow
operations or contact sensitive devices disguised as
“crank” at methamphetamine laboratories.

Historically, ATF’s enforcement successes can be at-
tributed to training, hard work, and cooperation. Given
what the criminal environment is like today, the
proper utilization of manpower, knowledge, and ex-
perience is imperative to effectively and efficiently
combat the threat posed. ATF’s Explosives Enforce-
ment Program is designed to foster these abilities.
Through its management of various program areas,
ATF seeks to enhance not only its investigative
capabilities but also those of State and local agencies.
Training encompasses a major portion of this initiative.
ATF’s objective in this regard is to instill in in-
vestigators the requisite knowledge and experience
which will enable them to meet the growing demands

il

of today’s criminal investigations, ensuzing their safety
during the process.

Investigations of illegal explosive manufacturers
often expose officers to manufacturing processes where
there are large quantities of unregulated explosive
mixtures and little if any quality control. “Routine”
investigations, if you will, are by no means less
thieatening. During the conduct of these investiga-
tions, officers encounter a myriad of explosives, both
military and commercial, all in various stages of
stability. ATF is keenly aware of these dangers and,
as such, is committed to providing up-to-date instruc-
tion and guidance sothat an investigator will be more
able to conduct an investigation safely and
successfully.

In pursuit of mutual cooperation and assistance in
the law enforcement community, ATF developed pro-
grams that provide fechnical training for and in-
vestigative assistance to ATF special agents and State
and local officers. These programs include:

NATIONAL RESPONSE TEAM (NRT). Organ-
ized geographically to cover the entire United States,
the four NRT’s are capable of responding to major ex-
plosive and arson incidents within 24 hours. Each team
is composed of specialized investigators, explosives
technicians, and a forensic chemist.

This specialized response concept is the only one of
its kind offered by a Federal law enforcement agency.
The NRT’s purpose is twofold: First, the teams render
timely assistance to State and local law enforcement
agencies in their investigations of major arson and ex-
plosive incidents; and second, they augment the in-
vestigative resources of ATF field offices. The NRT’s
responded to 17 incidents in 1988 and have been
mobilized 198 times since their inception in 1979. The
NRT concept continues to be an invaluable tool to ATF
and State and local law enforcement, as evidenced by
the NRT’s continued success.

STOLEN EXPLOSIVES AND RECOVERIES
(PROJECT SEAR). This computerized system,
inaugurated in 19786, is the national clearinghouse for
all information regarding thefts, losses, and recoveries
of explosive materials.

ATF NATIONAL EXPLOSIVES TRACING
CENTER. This center is the focal point for Federal,
State, and local law enforcement agencies to initiate
traces of criminally or illegally used explosives. Given
the possession of proper identifying data, explesives
can be traced from the manufacturer to the last retail
sale by a licensed dealer. )



EXPLOSIVE INCIDENTS SYSTEM (EXIS).
EXIS is an inherent function of ATF’s Explosives En-
forcement Program. Developed in 1975, EXIS is a com-
puterized source of all pertinent information from
every ATF explosives investigation. To date, there are
97,000 detailed records from 29,000 explosive incidents
stored within the computer’s memory. Its importance
as an investigative tool is considerable, for it provides
investigators with readily accessible analyses of bomb-
ing incidents relative to their trends, patterns, bomb
components, and modus operandi.

INTERNATICNAL EXPLOSIVE INCIDENTS
SYSTEM (I-EXIS). This comprehensive computer pro-
gram was developed to analyze bomb component data
and trends derived from investigative reports on
foreign incidents for comparison with other incidents,
both foreign and domestic. The technical information
captured by the system enables law enforcement to
determine the “signature” of the perpetrator.

FORENSIC LABORATORY SUPPORT. ATF
maintains a laboratory system composed of a National
Laboratory Center in Rockville, Maryland, and field
laboratories in Atlanta, Georgia, and San Francisco,
California. These multi-discipline laboratories support
both the Bureau’s explosives and arson programs and
routinely accept requests for assistance from State,
local, and military agencies.

Moreover, these laboratories hold the distinction of
being the only Federal laboratory system accredited
by the American Society of Crime Laboratory Direc-
tors. As well as providing the full range of traditional
forensic analysis, the laboratories routinely examine
intact and functioned explosive devices and explosive
debris to identify device components and the nature
of the explosives used.

i

EXPLOSIVES TECHNOLOGY SUPPORT. Com-
plementing ATF’s forensic analysis capabilities of ex-
plosive devices and debris is one of the Nation’s
foremost explosives technology branches. This branch
supports the Bureau’s explosives and arson enforce-
ment programs by constructing facsimiles of bombs,
rendering destructive device determinations for court
purposes, and providing expert analysis of intact and
functioned explosive/incendiary devices.

Any State or local law erforcement agency can ac-
cess each of the programs described above through local
ATF offices.

ADVANCED EXPLGSIVES INVESTIGATIVE
TECHNIQUES SCHOOL. Initiated in 1982, this
2-week course of instruction in post-blast investigation
was developed by ATF in conjunction with the Inter-
national Association of Bomb Technicians and In-
vestigators. To date, a total of 748 State and local of-
ficers have been trained in 23 schools.

Law enforcement has been entrusted with the
responsibility and the authority to safeguard the
lives and property of the citizens of this Nation. This
authority has been challenged, however, by the
violent infringes on the rights of these citizens, who
expect and deserve the right to be secure in their be-
ing and endeavors. Law enforcement agencies
throughout the country must remain united in their
efforts to reduce this burgeoning threat. The con-
certed manner in which law enforcement’s response
is executed will determine the effectiveness of its ef-
forts. ATF, secure in the support provided by its
State and local counterparts, is confident that law
enforcement will meet this challenge

ACpptsr) E. 44@2-»

Director
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Methodology

Agencies providing data incorporated in this report
are the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
(ATF), Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), and
United States Postal Service (USPS). The information
presented is that which was reported to one of these
agencies and should not be considered exhaustive of
all explosive incidents which occurred in calendar
year 1988. The data is considered highly represen-
tative and sufficient to permit valid chronological,
geographical, and/or trend analysis. Categories ap-
pearing in this publication are those employed by
ATF in its intra-agency tracking of explosive in-

cidents. Prior to initiating any analysis utilizing
information presented in this report, we suggest that
the reader review the Glossary of Terms and the ap-
propriate Technical Notes Section.

Data presented for the years 1979 through 1988 is
that previously published in ATE’s Explosive In-
cidents Reports for those years.

Normal “rounding-off” procedures have been
employed. Any minor discrepancies between informa-
tion presented in this report and that previously
published may be the result of these “rounding-off”
procedures.

Glossary of Terms

Accidental Explosion: Unplanned or premature
detonation/ignition of explosive/incendiary material
or a material possessing explosive properties. Activ-
ity leading to the detonation/ignition having no
criminal intent. Primarily associated with legal, in-
dustrial or commercial activities.

Attempted Bombing/Attempted Incendiary
Bombing: Incidents in which a device designed or
purposefully contrived to detonate/ignite fails to func-
tion. Intent of activity was criminal in nature. Per-
tains to malfunctioning, recovered, and/or disarmed
devices.

Blasting Agents: Any material or mixture of
materials, consisting of fuel and oxidizer, intended for
blasting purposes, not otherwise defined as an ex-
plosive (e.g., ammonium nitrate and fuel oil composi-
tion); provided that the resulting material or mixture
of materials cannot be detonated by a number 8 test
blasting cap when unconfined.

Blasting Cap/Detonator: Any device containing
a detonating charge that is used for initiating detona-
tion in an explosive. This term includes, but is not
limited to, electrical and non-electrical blasting caps
(either instantaneous or delayed) and detonating
connectors.

Bombing/Detonation/Functioned Device: Any
incident in which a device constructed with criminal
intent and using high explosives, low explosives, or
blasting agents explodes. These terms also refer to in-
cidents where premature detonation occurs during
preparation, transportation, or placement of a device
so constructed.

Boosters: An explosive charge, usually of high
strength and high detonation velocity, used to in-
crease the efficiency of the initiation system of the
main charge.

Dealer: Any person legally engaged in the business
of explosive material distribution.

Delivery Method: The manner in which an ex-
plosive/incendiary device was transported/positioned
at the site of an explosive incident (e.g., hand carried,
mailed).

Detonating Cord: A flexible cord containing a
center core of high explosives used to detonate other
explosives with which it comes in contact.

Explosive: Any chemical compound mixture or
device, the primary or common purpose of which is
to function by explosion. The term includes, but is not
limited to, high explosives, black powder, pellet
powder, initiating explosives, detonators, safety fuses,
squibs, detonating cord, ignitor cord, and ignitors.

High Explosive: Explosive materials which
can be caused to detonate by means of a
blasting cap when unconfined (e.g., dynamite).

Low Explosive: Explosive materials which
deflagrate rather than detonate (e.g., black
powder, safety fuses, “special fireworks” as
defined as Class B explosives).

Explosive Incident: Any explosives-involved

‘situation impacting on ATF jurisdiction. This term

encompasses bombings, incendiary bombings,
attempted bombings, attempted incendiary bombings,
stolen and recovered explosives, threats to U.S.
Treasury facilities involving explosives, hoax devices,
and accidental non-criminal explosions.

Extortion: The wrongful taking of a person’s

money or property through use of violence or in-
timidation. The elimination of competition or better-
ing of one’s position through use or threat of violence.



Filler: Type of explosive/incendiary/chemical sub-
stance which in combination with a detonating/
ignitor system and container constitutes an impro-
vised explosive device (e.g., dynamite, matchheads,
gasoline).

Hoax Device: An inactive or “‘dummy” device
designed and intended to appear as a bomb or ex-
plosive material.

Ignitor Cord: A small cord which burns pro-
gressively along its length with a short, hot external
flame used to ignite safety fuses in the execution of
multiple shot patterns.

Improvised Explosive Devise: A homemade
device consisting of an explosive/incendiary and fir-
ing components necessary to initiate the device.
Similar in nature to a grenade, mine, or bomb.

Incendiary Bombing/Functicned Incendiary:
Any criminally motivated bombing incident iti which
an incendiary/chemical device which induces burn-
ing is used (e.g., Molotov cocktail).

Insurance Fraud: The purposeful destruction or
damaging of property with the intent of collecting in-
surance monies for same.

Labor Related: Acts related to strikes, job actions,
lockouts, etc., perpetrated by management, organiz-
ed labor, or others to increase one side’s bartering
leverage over another.

Manufacturer: Any entity legally engaged in the
business of making explosives for distribution or per-
sonal use.

Other: Subcategory of a general category reserved
to reflect all reported incidents of the general
category that do not conform to one of the other sub-
categories enumerated in a specific analysis. Unless
otherwise specified, the subcategory ‘“‘other’” will not
contain data of a general nature (e.g., bombing in-
cidents) for which categorical information (e.g., type
of container} was either listed as “unknown’’ or “not
reported.”

Permittee: Any person possessing a federally
issued permit authorizing acquisition and interstate
transport of explosives for personal use.

Primer: A unit, package, or cartridge of explosives
used to initiate other explosives or blasting agents.

Property Damage: The monetary loss resulting
from explosive/incendiary incidents. In that
estimates of property damage are generally reported
durinig the initial stages of an investigation, these
estimates may not reflect in totality all property
damage that occurred. Property damage in this
report has on various charts and figures been
presented in $10,000, $100,000, and $1,000,000
increments. Please note the appropriate footnotes

and/or Technical Notes section to determine in-
crements used.

Protest: This motive category includes any expres-
sion of objection, disapproval, or dissent manifested
through the use of explosive/incendiary devices.
Political and terrorist type incidents are also includ-
ed in this category.

Recovered Explosives: Any seized, abandoned, or
purchased (undercover) explosive material taken in-
to custody by ATF or other law enforcement
agencies.

Safety Fuse: A flexible cord containing an inter-
nal burning medium by which fire or flame is con-
veyed at a uniform rate from point of ignition to point
of use, usually a detonator.

Targets: The following categories are mutually
exclusive.

Commercial: Any structure whose principal
purpose is to facilitate the generation of
revenues in the private industry sector. This
category does not include airports or those
industries involved with furnishing tem-
porary or permanent housing. Included in
this category are factories, banks, office
buildings, bars, theaters, and restaurants.

Federal Government: This category does not
include information regarding education or
law enforcement targets.

Law Enforcement: This category includes all
law enforcement facilities, vehicles, and per-
sonnel regardless of State, local, or Federal
affiliation.

Military: This category includes Reserve and
National Gunard type facilities, vehicles, and
personnel, but does not include ROTC
facilities located at a college or university.

Residential: Any structure whose principal
purpose is to house individuals on a perma-
nent or temporary basis. This category in-
cludes private residences, hotels, motels, and
apartments.

State/Local Government: This category does
not include information regarding education
or law enforcement targets.

Vehicles: This category includes all forms of
transport either private or commercial in
nature (e.g., tractor-trailers, automobiles,
buses, trains, boats). This category does not
include aircraft, law enforcement or military
vehicles.

Users: Individuals who acquire and use explosives
in the same State for legitimate purposes through
legal means.
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A destructive device destroyed this electrical transformer on March 7,
1988, at the Spring Creek Coal Mine in Decker, Montana. This bombing

is one in a series of bombings that have occurred since the local union
went out on strikein Getober 1987.



Technical Notes

The information provided in this section was derived from statistics reported to and/or contributed by ATF, FBI, and USPS
field offices. The categories used are those employed internally by ATF to track and record explosive incidents. If further
explanation of categories is desired, please consult the Glossary of Terms in this report.

Table II—Explosive Incidents by Category by State
19791988

The categories Bombings and Incendiary include both
functioned and attempted bombing and incendiary bomb-
ing incidents respectively.

The category of Other includes incidents previously
categorized as Accidental-Noncriminal, Hoax Device,
Threats—U.S. Treasury Facilities, Stolen Explosives, and
Recovered Explosives.

Table III-Total Explosive Incidents by State
1979-1988

Ranking of States as to the number of explosive incidents
by year was determined through the following process (ex-
ample follows):

1. The number of non-repetitive totals of explosive in-
cidents for a given year was ascertained.

2. That number established by step 1 above was the rank
assigned to the State(s) having the lowest number of
explosive incidents reported in the given year.

3. Successively descending ranks were then assigned to
States having successively ascending totals. This in-
verse ranking procedure continued until that State(s)
having the highest number of explosive incidents in
the given year was assigned ranking number 1.

4. States exhibiting tied totals in a given year were as-
signed the same rank as was determined appropriate
through the foregoing process.

5. This process was independently replicated for each
year 1979 through 1988.

EXAMPLE

19

State Number of Explosive Incidents Assigned Rank
A 6 7
B 12 3
C 11 4
D 9 5
B 0 8
F 6 7
G 13 2
H 9 5
I 15 1
d 8 6

Figure I-Bombing and Incendiary Incidents by State

Data in this figure reflect only incidents in which bombs
or incendiary bombs functioned. The letter B denotes Bomb-
ings. The letter I denotes Incendiary Bombings. The number
appearing first reflects incidents occurring in 1988. The
number appearing after the slash mark (/) reflects the average
number of incidents per year computed from data for
1979-1988 inclusive and rounded to the nearest integer.

Table V—Explosive Incidents by Motive Including
Estimated Monetary Loss

Information presented in this table was extracted from
reported explosive incidents where devices functioned and
motive was determined and reported. The motive categories,
further explained in the Glossary of Terms, are those
employed by ATF for internal tracking. ™ number of ex-
plosive incidents where motive was unre} ‘ted or undeter-
mined is presented by year in the last row of the table.

The Grand Total is a summation of all reported explosive
incidents for which motive was reported.

Percentages presented in columns under the headings
1979-1988 reflect the number of explosive incidents by type
(Bombing or Incendiary Bombing) by motive, compared to
total explosive incidents by type only for the given year, for
which motive was reported. The Unreported or Undetermined
category does not include accidental-noncriminal explosive
incidents.

Data under 10-Year Total reflect the number of explosive
incidents by motive regardless of type for the period
1979-1988. Percentages in this column reflect the number
of explosive incidents of a given motive over the 10 years
1979-1988 compared to the total number of explosive in-
cidents where motive was reported for the same period.

Estimated property damage is entered in rounded $10,000
increments.

Table VI—Bombing Incidents by Target

Information presented in this table was extracted from
reported explosive incidents (functioned bombings and incen-
diary bombings) where the nature of the target was also
reported. Attempted bombing and attempted incendiary
bombing data are not included for the years 1981-1987. This
manner of reporting will be continued in the future. Data
for years 1979-1980 include attempted bombings and incen-
diary bombings. Ranking was determined in a like manner
as that elaborated upon under the discussion of Table III-
Total Explosive Incidents by State.

Please note that in 11 instances in the table yearly rank-
ings reflect two consecutive numbers (e.g., 5-6, 9-10). This
was necessitated by the previously used ranking system
where tied ranks for a given year were assigried independent
consecutive ranks in no particular order. For example, in
1984 there were eight reported explosive incidents for the
target Government State/Logal and the target Military.
Given this circumstance, one target was assigned the rank
of 9 and the other tied target was assigned the rank 10. This
ranking procedure did not lend itself for use with the rank-
ing system employed in this report.

The category Other is a catch-all category reflecting ex-
plosive incidents where target was reported but where the
nature of target was not compatible with those target
categories employed by ATF. No ranking was given the
category Other. Totals reflect all explosive incidents in which
the nature of target was reported. The category Other does
not include accidental-noncriminal explosive incident data.

Table VII-Types of Containers Used in Destructive
Devices

Information presented in this table was extracted from
reported explosive incidents (functioned and attempted bomb-
ings and incendiary bombings) where the type of container
was also reported. .



Table VIII—Types of Fillers Used in Destructive Devices

Information presented in this table was extracted from
reported explosive incidents {functioned bombings and in-
cendiary bombings) where the type of filler was also
reported.

In 1980, C—4 was not carried as a separate filler category.

Figure III—Analysis of Explosive Incidents Directed
Against Commercial Targets

The reporting of motive, filler, container, and firing
system for any explosive incident is independent of one
another. For a given incident, all, any, or none of the
categories of motive, filler, etc., may have been determin-
ed and reported. Therefore, any analysis such as Motive
by Filler by Container by Ignitor is not warranted.

Data presented were extracted from incidents of both
functioned and attempted bombings and incendiary bom-
bings. Information presented concerns only the three most
frequently identified motives, fillers, and containers.

Commercial targets, for the purpose of this analysis on-

ly, include all targets previously reported as commercial
plus banks, utilities; and airports.

Figure IV—Analysis of Explosive Incidents Directed
Against Residential Targets

Reference above discussion regarding like analysis of
commercial targets; Figure III.

Figure V—Analysis of Explosive Incidents Directed
Against Vehicular Targets

Reference above discussion regarding like analysis of
commercial targets; Figure IIL.

Vehicular targets, for the purpose of this analysis only,
include all targets previously reported on as vehicles plus
police vehicles and aircraft.

Table IX—Accidental Explosions by Type of Target

The category Other includes all incidents in which the
site of an accidental explosion was reported and that site
was other than categories utilized by ATF. Property loss
is presented in increments of $10,000.




Table I.—Types of Explosive Incidents 1979-1988

[Reported Deaths, Injuries, and Damage]

10-Year

1979 | 1980 1981 | 1982 | 1983 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987 1988 |  Totals
Type of Incident No. (%} No. {% j] No. [%7] No. [% || No. {% || No. %] No. [% | No. [% || No. % || No. [% }| No. [%GT|
BOMDBING -+ v e nvvaereneeansennannnn. 901| 29 922|820 805|84] 597|384 575|34) 648135) 720|32)| 84235 816|37) o12]36| 7,738 |34
Attempted Bombing . ... .coiiviinennnn. 179} 64 168y 6| 152{ T4 1277 131488\ 144 8)| 169[ 8| 167 7| 1577 189[-8| 1578 7T:
Incendiary Bombing................... 3461114 368113} 382014 235113) 164110j 1557 9| 151 7| 204 8| 169[ 8 196i 8] 2317 {10
Attempted Incendiary ................. 44 1 6812 99 4l 41p 2§ 40[ 2| 34{ 2| 63{s3 5812 457 2§ 3851 527 {42
Stolen Explosives ..................... 33511 3849112\ 243110) 201{11j 208i12i 212124 219;104 17074 1221 5| 191{:8§ 2,250 10
Recovered Explosives . ................. 1,167[38 908{32) 63727/ 503,281 499,301 666{31|l 828;37| 87936j 740}33{ 684,27 741132
Threat to Treasury Facility............. 35} -1 224 1 2411 10}°1 9 = Ty 10§ = 8 == 10 = 7= 138 L
Hoax DBVICeS ©...vtvrrenierarennan 26 1N 11pjf 124 = 8p 1y 15711 1001 17}1Y 75} 8j 127} 6{ 253,10 554 2
Accidental-Noncriminal «.........ouu... 60{:'2 641 2 37} 2] 40|, 2] 4913 521 3 512 31} 2] 42+ 2/ 40 ;2] 466 { 2

Total v uv et ineienaaas 3,093 2,875 2,338 1,762 1,690 1,828 2,226 2,432 2,228 2,507 22,979
Percent of Grand Total ................ 13% 12% 10% 7% 7% 8% 10% 11% 10% 11%
Reported Killed. ., ...cvvvvvnnivnnnnns 54 91 75 56 71 47 104 64 57 60
679
Percent of 10-Year Total............... 8% 13% 11% 8% 11% 7% 15% 9% 8% 9%
Reported Injured.........c.ovvvivennnn. 328 483 262 221 400 288 477 373 384 691
3,907
Percent of 10-Year Total............... 8% 12% 7% 6% 10% 7% 12% 10% 10% 18%
Reported Property Damage! ............ $16.0 $31.2 $105.6 $12.3 $34.3 $74.9 $26.5 $29.3 $45.6 165.9
$541.6

Percent of 10~Year Total............... 3% 6% 20% 2% 6% 14% 5% 5% 8% 31%

‘Property damage reported in million-dollar increments.
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Table II.—Explosive Incidents By Category By State 1979-1988

BOMBINGS® INCENDIARY? OTHER?®

79| 80| 81| 82| 83| 84| 85| 86| 87| 88{ToTAL| | 79| 80| 81| 82| 83| 84 | 85| 86 | 87 | 88| TOTAL| | 79| 80| 81| 82| 83| 84| 85| 86| 87 88 roru| Bt
AL....{ 9| 13| 11| 9| 11| 15] 9} 13} 11} 10} 111 of 71 5] 4f 2| 4] 2| 3| 4] 2} 43| {s0| 48] 37| 22| 20| 26 30, 16] 20| 28| 297] 450
AK ...| 4] 4| o] 3] 3] o] 1] 6] 3] 4| 28 o] of 2] 1] 1| 2| o of ol 2| & 5/ 3| 5] 1| 4] 7| 2 4 s/ i s7pm
AZ .. 9l a7l 16| 24} 11} 17| 10| 10| 16| 28} “168 5{ 20 4| 6 2| ot o] 1| 8| o} 41 7\ 19| 11} 11| 18| 13| 15| 10} 12] 9| 120 328
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Figure I

BOMBING AND INCENDIARY INCIDENTS

BY STATE
Bombings(B) ' Number in 1988/Yearly Average

wa Incendiary(I) ' Number in 1988/Yearly Average
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Figure 11
Total Criminal Bombing Incidents 1979-1988
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Table IV.—Analysis Of Bombing Incidents By Target As To Deaths, Injuries, and
Property Damage 1979-1988

Killed Injured Property Damage*
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Government Federal] —} — —| —] —| —| =| ~| —} O 0 — 1 1 2 1 21 7 —| O 15 2 2 A —| 29 — - 2 - 3.8
Banks............ ~ | == == == =1 O 0 - 2 —} 1} 3| —| ~| 1] -~| 1 8 3| 21| 29| 6] 69 — | 2016 2| 166
Military .......... = —| = =} =} =] =1 —=| 0 1 1l —] —] 2] 1] 2| 1} 2 —-| O 9 2 —p A 1) 14375 —| — — — 9.3
Airports/Aireraft .. .| —[ —| 1| 1| =~} —| —] —| O 2 4 2 —| 15 —| —1 2| —| —=| O 23 —| 124950 .1} —| -—| 8.1| 5.0] .2| 6.0 515.6
Other?............ 1| 5| —| =} 8] 1} 1| 1| 4| 9| 25| 24| 28| 11| 4| 11| 17| 10{ 12| 11| 13| 141} | 3.6| 94| 4.7R7.8| 4.0|/3.0| 4.1| 7.0| .7|41.8| 106.1

Totals ......... 25|41]41) 22| 31| 9|37|43(29}34| 312| |198217|161|116]134 166 |193 |283 {182 1204 {1,854| |56.5/134.2)661.4[72.7[105.8[71.8| 91.7[180.085.2/110.8}1,570.1

*Property damage estimates presented in rounded increments of $100,000.

20ther category does mot include accidental-noncriminal explosive incidents.
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Table V.—Explosive Incidents By Motive Including Estimated Monetary Loss 1979-1988

[B—Bombing I—Incendiary]

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 10-Year 10-
Subtotal Year
Motive | Total
Number=No. %
Yearly/ *Percent=% Grand
Loss=$ Bl1|B|1/B|I1|/B|I1|B|1|B|1|B|1]|B|I1|B|TI|B|I B I |Total$
Vandalism | No:{ 169 | 28 {174 | 34 {124 | 20 [ 92 | 16 [ 19| 11 [ 131 | 18 | 151 | 13 {224 [ 24 [ 311 | 20 |11 { 14 | 15806 | 197 | 2,008
%| 38.0 [ 15.0 | 41.0 [ 18.4 | 36.9 | 21.0 | 32.9 | 15.1 { 40.8 | 10.7 | 38.7 | 14.9 | 42.3 | 17.8 | 51.6 | 21.4 | 60.5 | 20.6 | 574 { 13.1 39
$| 58 | 5 |590|2420| 64 | 6 |73 |232| 70| 3 |557| .1 |92 |62 | .8 | 22 |47.1|198|137 |247| 2120 | 3196 | 5316
Revenge i No.| 147 | o5 147 {117 05 | 81 [ 108 | 71 | 95 | 51 | 106 | 51 [ 111 | 46 {195 | 56 | 123 | 53 | 153 | 63 | 1205 | e84 | 1,889
% 33.0 | 62.1 847 | 63.2 | 28.3 | 58.7 | 36.8 | 66.9 | 32.5 | 50.0 [ 31.4 | 58.6 | 31.1 | 63.0 | 28.8 | 50.0 | 23.9 | 54.6 | 28.2 | 58.9 36
$]28.5 | 17.2 | 47.2| 9.9 1 40.1 | 146 | 64.0 | 43.9 | 32.1 | 22.6 | 41.1 | 51.0 | 23.7 | 154 | 9.3 | 3.4 | 21.8 | 76.3 |361.3| 82.5 | 669.1 | 336.8 |1,005.9
Protest I Nol|a4i | 7 | 88| 1040 8 [28l 7 [18|12 |8 17|15 3 {245 [17| 7 |10] 4| 28 | 8 343
%| 92 | 46 [ 89 | 54 |119 | 58 |100| 66 | 62 [11.8| 92 [195| 42 [ 41 |55 |45 |33 |72 | 2 | 87 7
$/63.9] 79 |67.1| 2.2 |5368.7| 1.1 | 57.6 | 1.3 | 68.8 | 3.5 |160.5]27.3 |665 | 7.5 | 43 | .2 | 1.6 | 5.6 | 63 | .3 | 58653 | 569 |59222
Extortion "No| 38 | 2|28 p a4 [32] 2 los| 12| 4|51 |18] 1|24 |w|e]nlua]| 2 | 32 | o
%l 74 | 1.3 {54 | 22 | 95 | 14 | 82 79 | 39 [ 44 |12 |50 |14 |46 86|33 |21]|28]103 5
${17.7| 8 [3009| 3 |379| — lage7| — l404| 2 {72 |10 {403| 1 | 97| & |259 475|133 | 27 { 7320 534 | 7854
Labor Related | No.| 38 |"21 [ 18 | 10 | 21 |15 [ 20| & |17 |18 |80 | 1 |30 |'8 |14 |12 |18 | 8 |21 | 9 | 227 | 110 | 837
%| 85 [13.7( 43 | 54 | 62 |109( 36 | 76 | 58 |176 | 92 | 1.2 | 110|110 82 | 107 35 | 82 | 39 | 84 7
$|646| 3 (115.6] 46 (229 | 64 | 27 929 | 7.9 {503 | — (1273| 80 | 50 | 81 | 36 | 7.3 |1950| 75 | 6699 | 452 | 7151
Insurance Fraud * No.| &5 |, 4| 6 | 8 [-8 | 2 [ 5 [ s [ 8 |2 |6 | 3|6 | 1|5 |7 1l]s |63 | 56 38 94
%| 11 | 26 | 14 | 43 |24 | 1.4 {18 | 29 {27 |20 | 1.8 |34 [ 17 |14 | 1.2 | 62 52 | 11 | 2.8 2
$| 242|115 | 31.2 | 171 (114.0] 45 {244 | 37 [109.0(1250]| 108 | 2.7 {308 | 10 | 55 [ 88 | — |650 153|420 3652 | 2763 | 6415
Homicide/Suicidé. No.| 12 | 1 .18 2 |a6| 1 |19 | = |12 { 4|18 | 1 |17 | 1 |22 | 4 [27] 2 |25 ] 8| 18 19. 205
%| 27| 7 | 43 |11 |48 | 7 | 67| — |41 |40 |53 |12 |48 |14 |51 |86 |53 |21 |46 |28 4
$| 36 {50 |11.0] 30 [3385| — |s62| —~ |123|115|68 | — |148| — | 8 | — [1003| 1 |772| 7.0 | 3165 23.6 | 340.1
Yearly | No.| 445 | 153 | 424 | 185 336 | 138 | 280 | 106 | 292 | 102 | 838 |" 87 | 357 |73 | 434 | 112|514 | 97 | 542 | 107| 3,962 | 1,160 | 5,122
Total T
$/208.3| 40.2 |641.0(279.1 5623.5 27.2 [441.9| 72.2 |362.5|171.0|332.4 | 821 {302.6| 38.2 | 35.4 | 13.5 [200.3 [221.6|682.1|166.7| 8,830.0 | 1,111.8 |9,941.8
Unreported* | No.| 456 | 193 | 498 | 183 | 460 101 | 817 | 129 | 283 |62 | 310 | 68 | 363 | 78. | 408 | 92 | 450 | 117 | 870 | 196 | 8933 | 1,309 | 5242
or
Undetermined $|305.4| 11.8 |352.2] 71.2 |742.3|220.6|147.7| 65.7 |506.0 | 19.4 |249.7 | 54.3 {319.7|257.0 |118.1 | 14.1 |114.7|317.0| 96.6 |164.2| 2,952.4 | 1,195.3 |4,147.7

1Estimated property damage presented in $10,000 increments.
2Grand Total reflects total for all incidents in which a motive was reported.
*Yearly percent is by category (i.e., bombing data considered independerntly of incendiary data for a given year).

“Category does not include damage resulting from accidental-noncriminal explosions.



Table VI.—Bcrbing® Incidents by Target 1979-1988

. -YEAR
TARGET 1 %
YEARLY GRAND
TOTAL/RANK 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988| TOTAL | TOTAL
i ial ......... 2 1 2 4 2
Residential 327 37 303 209 159 07 223 30 23 212 2,547 od
1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2
ial ........ 1 13 244 1
Commercial 317 3 4 200 173 96 189 194 200 202 2,298 91
2 3 2 2 1 2 2 3 2 4
icles ........... 254 321 184 170 1 1 208
Vehicles 7 154 54 88 188 218 2,039 19
3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 1
Education .......... 123 106 65 49 32 4 53 63 59
ucation 9 50 649 6
4 4 5 4 6 4 4 5 6 6
Mail Boxes ......... 100 101 55 27 37 44 36 74 77 205 756 p
5 5 6 6 5 5-6 6 4 5 3
Areas......... 66 3
Open Areas 7 80 38 47 44 39 51 94 90 692 "
6 6 4 5 4 5-6 5 6 4 5
Utilities ........... 42 40 28 13 20 20 16 19 22 14
234 2
7 7 7 10 7 7 9 7 7 9
Law Enforcement. . .. 29 14 18 15 18 12 19 10 14 20 169 9
8 11 9 8-9 9 8 8 10 10 7
Gov't.—State/Local. . . 15 29 24 16 9 8 14 13 18 19 165 “
&
10-11 8 8 7 11 9-10 10 9 8 8
Gov't.—Federal...... 23 19 11 15 14 4 21 19 15 5
146 1
9 9 12 8-9 10 | 11-12 7 7 9 10
Banks ............. 15 16 15 9 19 4 7 14 7 5
111 1
10-11 10| 10-11 11 8 | 11-12 11 8 11 10
Military ........... 7 8 3 6 7 8 4 6 4| - 4 57
12 12 13 12 12 9-10 12 11 12 11
Airports/Aireraft . ... 4 3 15 2 - - 3 4 2 4 37
13 13| 10-11 13 — —_ 13 12 13 11 ,
Other.............. 147 107 89 63 50 53 59 67 53 60 748 7
(No Rank Given)
Total.......... 1469 | 1,521 | 1,134 832 739 803 871] 1,046 985 1,108| 10,508 Grand Total

Includes all functioned bombs and incendiary devices; does not include attempts for years 1981-88. Does include attempts for years 1979-1980. Table does
not include accidental-noncriminal explosive incidents.
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Table VII.—Types Of Containers Used In Destructive Devices 1979-1988

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 10-YEAR

Total| % | Total| % | Total [ % |Totalj{ % | Total| %|Total| % | Total | % |Total| % | Total| % {Total| % | Total | % GT
*PIPe e 423138] 427)35] 352133! 325|38] 297| 44] 355 |46| 431]45| 541|54] 543|62| 464(42]| 4,158 42
Bottle ............... 376|33| 414(33] 460i44| 278{33] 209] 31| 185 |24| 226(24, 265;26| 235]23| 265|24| 2,914 30
Dynamite Sticks ....... 187117} 161j13] 11211 58] 7 55| 8 43| 6 441 5 40| 4 37| 4 32} 3 769 8
Cans ......civiiiiia.. 381 3 50| 4 33) 3 39| 5 22| 3 274 3 41| 4 43 4 371 4 39| 3 369 4
Boxes-Metal/Cardboard. .| 25| 2 291 2 35| 3 34 26) 4 39| 5 571 6 27] 3 26| 2 30| 3 328 3
Other ................ 73} 7| 15413 64| 6 112|13 70| 10| 124 16| 152|16 93{ 9| 158]15| 274|25| 1,274 13

Total............ 1,122 1,235 1,056 846 879 774 951 1,009 1,036 1,104 9,812

%’e’i"&ﬁ g‘:;ii‘:; 348 | 286 329 154 231 | 207 152 | 262 | 151 | 298 Gra’(’;Tfl;"tal

*Total reflects only those incidents where container was reported. Percentage computed using this total.

*PVC PIPE EXPLOSIVE INCIDENTS

(PVC IS BECOMING MORE PREVALANT AS A CONTAINER)

1979-1988 1988
BOMBINGS ... ..ottt iiiiei i iiieiiiieana s 174 85
ATTEMPTED BOMBINGS .......cciiviiiiiiiviiniiinnn 67 9
INCENDIARY BOMBINGS .. ..., 1 0
ARSONS (ATF ARSON INVESTIGATIONS) .............. 1 0
RECOVERED DEVICES ............. ..., . 121 31
HOAXDEVICES........cocoiviiinnun, 4 2
ACCIDENTIAL EXPLOSIONS . ........iviiiiiiinennes 1 0
TOTAL v e i et 369 77
KILLED ... i iieiiiiiveiin e 5 0
INJURED. ... .. oottt 36 7
PROPERTY DAMAGE .....tviviiiiiiiiiinnn i $577,134 $17,390

Table VIII.—Types Of Fillers Used In Destructive Devices 1979-1988

1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1985 | 1987 | 1988 | 10-YEAR

Total| %| Total] % | Total} % | Total| % | Total] % |Total| % | Total | % |Total| % |Total |% [Total |% | Total | % GT
Flammable Liquid . .. 358 | 31 423|37] 831[36] 287|35] 19¢/29| 174 |23| 204|25| 265|26] 227|25| 258|25] 2,743 29
Black Powder ....... 180 | 16 163[14] 129|14] 146]18] 101[15] 213 |28] 20423| 26826 220l25| 219j21] 1,852] 20
Dynamite .......... 215 19 197)17] 168|18| 121{15| 100[15] 94 |12] 76| 9] 78| 7| 56| 6| 84| 8| 1,189] 13
Smokeless Powder .. 144 | 13 152|13| 125{14] 110{14] 12318| 111 |14| 146[17] 163[16] 178]20] 202]20] 1,454] 16
Photoflash Powder
and Fireworks ... ... 99 | o 71l 6l 64/ 7| 53 6| 7711| o1 |12] 93{11| 110{10{ 91li0| 157|115 06| 10
Military Explosive® .. 82 | 7| 58| 5 43| 4| 49 6| 31| 5| 43 | 6| 54| 6| 51| 5| 49|5| 27| 3| 487 5
Matchheads. ........ 22 | 2 o8 2| 19 2| 14[2a] g 1l 10 | 1| 14| 2| 12| 1| 18l2| 15]2] 160 2
Chemical ........... 12 | i 131 8| 1] 7 1| 6 1| 15 | o] 23] 3| 38| 4| s85|4| 42| 4| 196 2
Blasting Agent ...... 3 | d 6 1 51 o1l s [ 81| 18l2| el1l el1| -
Ca4 .............. a 6l 1] 1| -| 8 1] 8 |- s|1] 5|1 s8|-| e|-| a7 -
Other.............. 22 | o 42] 4] o6 8| 21 3| 23 8[ 14 | 2| 81| 3| 21| 2| 12]1] 12|1| 224 2

Total* ......... 1,137 | 1,153 | 921 | 811 | 682 | 771 878 | 1,020 | 907 | 1,031 | 9,320

VNVi?ie%zi %:;ii?: S| a3 | ses | 464 | 189 | 228 | 210 925 | 242 | 280 | 301 Gra’(lg,g(’tal

'Total reflects only those incidents where type filler was reported. Percentage computed using this total.

20ther than C-4.
3Not reported in that year.
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Figure III

Analysis Yof Explosive Incidents
Directed Against Commercial ?Targets

MOTIVE
Revenge 13%
Vandalism 18%
Extortion 12%
[ | | [ ! [
20 30 40 %TOTAL
Flammable Liquid 25%
Black Powder 12%
Smokeless Powder 14%
0 10 20 30 ‘ 4I0 ! %TOTAL
Pipes 35%
Bottles 22%
Cans 5%
0 10 20 30 4‘0 l %TOTAL
Electrical 21%
Non-Electrical 55%
Undetermined/Unreported 24%
0 10 20 30 40 %TOTAL

Total Number of Explosive Incidents Analyzed-269

UOnly the three most prevalent motives, fillers, and containers are
reported by target type. Both functioned and attempted bombings and
incendiary incidents are incorporated in the analysis.

Y Commercial targets, for the purpose of this analysis, include all targets
previously reported as commercial plus banks, utilities, and airports.
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Figure 1V

Analysis Yof Explosive Incidents
Directed Against Residential ?Targets

i MOTIVE
No.
Revenge 29%
Vandalism 15%
Homicide 3%
| 1 1
40 %TOTAL
No. FILLER
Flammable Liquid 96 , 33%
Black Powder 37 13%
Photoflash/ 35 12%
Fireworks Powders 1 1 11 [ 1 | | |
0 10 20 30 40 %TOTAL
Pipes 30%
Bottles 33%
Boxes 3%
] | ]
0 10 20 30 40 %TOTAL
Electrical "%
Non-Electrical 72%
Undetermined/Unreported 21%
0 10 20 30 40 %TOTAL

Total Number of Explosive Incidents Analyzed-288

Y Only the three most prevalent motives, fillers, and containers are
reported by target type. Both functioned and attempted bombings and
incendiary incidents are incorporated in the analysis.

2/ Residential targets, as defined in the Glossary of Terms, include all
residences including apartments, hotels, and motels.
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Revenge
Vandalism

Homicide

Black Powder
Flammable Liquid

Smokeless Powder

Pipes
Bottles

Dynamite Sticks

Hlectrical

Non-Electrical

Undetermined/Unreported

Figure V

Analysis Yof Explosive Incidents
Directed Against Vehicular ZTargets

MOTIVE

33%
6%
5%

40 %TOTAL

FILLER

54
66

47

18%
22%

16%

%TOTAL

42%
19%
3%

%TOTAL

20%

53%
27%

%TOTAL

Total Number of Explosive Incidents Analyzed-296

Y Only the three most prevalent motives, fillers, and containers are
reported by target type. Both functioned and attempted bombings and
incendiary incidents are incorporated in the analysis.

2Vehicular targets, for the purpose of this analysis, include all targets
previously reported on as vehicular plus police vehicles and aircraft.
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Table IX.—Accidental Explosions By Type Of Target 1979-1988

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 _Total

Commercial Total...... 26 | 30 |azgo | 17 | 8 | 31 | 23 | 18 | @23 | ‘20 | 2a1}
Killed...... 4 34 27 18 28 32 59 17 18 23 260
Injured...... 31 160 65 53 211 59 158 57 187 451 1,432

Property Loss...... 642.2 [1,393.5 ) 3,802.5 | 306.3 ]2,179.7 | 3,124.5 | 692.7 |1,037.0 | 3,356.3 {15,437.3 | $31,972.0

Vehicles Total...... -9 K: 3 |4 o4l 2 et 1}l 5 3 | 46 |
Killed. ..... 19 3 4 2 3 — 1 6 3 1 36
Injured...... 63 2 10 5 — 13 2 3 106

Property Loss...... 175.6 — 50.5 1.8 9 3.8 190.1 — 6.0 6418 435.1

Residential Total. ... .. L8 8 -9 | 8| 38 | 6] 1| a | '3 6 | 66|
Killed...... 1 4 — 4 1 4 6 0 0 0 20
Injured...... 8 5 17 12 15 14 34 3 4 6 118

Property Loss...... 14.5 2.0 379 1168 | 140.0 62.2 | 3314 10.2 1 22.0| 8 7371

Education Total...... | 41l R e ] b1 4 0 T §
Killed. ..... - 1 2 — — - — — 2 0 6
Injured...... 2 33 2 — 1 18 4 1 6 0 67

Property Loss...... 57.0) 300.0 — 25.0 — 1.0 — 20.0 ;. 300.0 0 |$ 703.0

Utilities Total...... 4 1 = 1 — R o T
Killed. ..... — — — 4 — — — - 0 5
Injured...... — 7 — 6 — — — - — 0 13

Property Loss...... 140.0 — — — — — — - — 0 [$ 140.0

Open Areas Total...... 3 2. 21 58 1 8 38 |
Killed. ..... 2 — — 27 - 1 1 0 9
Injured...... 2 4 2 1 11 75 18 — 15 135

Property Loss...... — — — — — — 500.0 — —_ 0 |$ 5000

Gov’t.-State/Local Total...... 1 = Sl 3 S O R — 3 S ‘11‘3;_;5
Killed. ..... — — — 1 — — — 1 1 4
Injured. ..... 19 - 3 - 4 - - - 1 0 27

Property Loss. . .... — — 5.0 - 50.0 - - - 50.0 0 |$ 1050

Military Total...... — - R R T ool oo b 9
Killed...... — — 4 — — 3 3 0 14
Injured...... — - 15 29 — — 7 — 0 52
Property Loss...... — — - — — - — — — 0 0

Other* Total...... 5 9l 31| 5] o= 1 2o fog b 1 T g0
Killed. ..... 2 3 1 4 — 1 1 - — 1 13
Injured. ..... 5 51 — 10 — 20 — 2 1 14 103

Property Loss. ..... 7.5 80.0 50.0 50.0 — 3,581.2 16.5 40.0 - 10.0( $ 3,835.2

Yearly Total...... 60 64 | 87 | 40 S49 ) 52 ) 51 |- 81| 42 ] 40} 466]
Killed...... 29 50 34 34 40 38 67 21 28 26 367
Injured...... 130 266 101 ‘105 266 122 284 90 202 487 2,053

Property Loss...... 1,036.8 |1,775.5 | 3,945.9 | 499.9 (2,370.6 |6,772.7 (1,730.7 {1,107.2 | 3,712.4 |15,475.7| $38,427.4

1Other includes all incidents in which target was reported and was other than those listed above.
Property loss presented in increments of $10,000.
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Fact Sheet—1984-1988

Ilegal Fireworks Accidents

1984 1985
Explosions . ........coviviiiiiiniii i, 4 5
Killed.....ooiviie ittt enen 0 9
Injured.........cociiiii i i 6 10
Property Damage ...........icviiinin . $100,000 $20,000
Legal Fireworks Accidents
Explosions ......coiiiin it 7 7
Killed. ...t i e e e e 2 22
Injured. ..o ottt i i e 9 43
Property Damage .............. oo, $879,500  $707,100
Outlaw Motorcycle Gang Explosive Incidents
Bombings...........o il e 2 8
Killed. . ...t ittt iti i 0 0
Imjured .. ... .. i 2 1
Property Damage ..............covviiiinnn. $7,500  $292,300
Pounds of explosives stolen.................. 725 41
Pounds of explosives recovered............... 68 500
Blasting capsstolen. .................... ..., 1,000 63
Blasting capsrecovered .............chii.n. 2 110
Feet of safety fuse/detonating cord stolen'...... 14,000 0
Feet of safety fuse/detonating cord recovered .. . 1,000 1,250
Grenades recovered ......... c.civueniiiinn 0 31
Incidents Involving Military Explosives and/or Components
Bombings......... ... i i i i 56 65
Killed.....oovii i i it i i e 0 0
Imjured. . ... ... it i 20 39
Property Damage . .......... ciiiiveninnn. $1,115,005 $81,400
Radio Remote Controlled-Bombing Incidents 16 16
Number of Bombing Incidents Where Home
Computer Bulletin Boards Were Used to Obtain
Instructions in Making Bombs 0 5

1986

5

11

26
$10,268,000

OO O

$400,00

62

3

12
$146,850

11

1987

5

1

8
$151,000

31
$11,000

11

11
$82,000

336
0
15
965

58

7

30
$56,850

15

1988
3
1

2
$195,000

oUtHk W

$145,00

16
1

1
$90,200
0

232

0

14

0

20

0

54

2

39
$162,300
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EXPLOSIVE DRUG INCIDENTS-—1987-1988

Incident 1987 1588
Bombings ........ ... e, 4 25
Attempted Bombings.................. 2 3
Incendiary Bombings.................. 1 8
Attempted Incendiary Bombings ........ 0 2

TOTAL BOMBINGS .....c..ovvvnenn 7 38
Killed.....oovvvininineniinienns 1 4
Injured ..., 18 21
Property Damage ................ $1,000,000 $299,500

Recovered Explosive Incidents ........... 26 103
Pounds of High Explosives............. 73 254
Pounds of Low Explosives.............. 141 130
Pounds of Blasting Agents ............. 10 0
Number of Blasting Caps .............. 116 255
Grenades. . ... vvsererinriiiiiaeeanann 0 38
Simulators ........ ... i 3 13
Feed of Det Cord/Safety Fuse........... 2,440 7,205

Radio Remote Controlled Incidents ....... 2 8
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Investigation of an attempted bombing in Memphis, Tennessee.
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Part 11

STOLEN
EXPLOSIVES
AND RECOVERIES




PR al L e AT "%’Q*A oL o
A destructive device completely destrayed this 1983 Thunderbird in
El Dorado, Arkansas, on October 15, 1988.




Technical Notes

The information provided in this section was derived from statistics reported to and/or contributed by ATF field offices.
The categories used are those employed internally by ATF to track and record stolen and recovered explosives.

Table X—Quantity of Explosives Stolen by Category

Publications of the Explosive Incidents Report for the
years 1979 through 1988 included a category entitled Other
in this table. This category has been deleted for those years
in this 10-year format. Also deleted from this table was the
category Potassium Chlorate/Photoflash Powder. Note that
those thefts that would have fit either of these categories
in 1987-88 have not been reported in this table. In that the
amounts of explosives involved under the category of Other
were small in comparison to yearly totals, it is believed their
deletion will have little effect on the overall validity of the
data presented for comparative purposes.

Figure VI—Comparison of Categories of Explosives
Stolen by Year as Percent of 10-Year Totals

Percentage computations presented in this figure were
obtained by dividing individual year totals by 10-year totals
for specific categories.

Abbreviations of HE for high explosive, LE for low ex-
plosive, and BA for blasting agent were used. The category
HE + LE + BA therefore reflects information regarding
thefts of all explosives (whose unit of measure was the
pound).

Table XI—Explosive Theft Incidents by State

For an explanation of the procedures used in ranking of
States, Modal Rank, please reference Technical Notes,
Section I, Table III.

Table XII—Amount of Explosives Stolen by State

Percentages entered under columns headed 1979 through
1988 reflect the number of pounds of explosives (high ex-
plosives, low explosives, and blasting agents) stolen in a
given year for a given government entity as a percent of
all such explosives stolen for that year.

Percentages were rounded to the nearest whole 1% and
percentages of less than .5 were indicated by a dash ().

Percentages listed under the heading “10-Year” reflect
the total number of pounds of explosives stolen for the period
1979 through 1988 for a given government entity as a per-
cent of all such explosives stolen for that period.

Table XIII—Number of Blasting Caps Stolen by State

For an explanation of percentage computations in this
table, consult Table XII directly above.

Table XIV—Theft of Explosives as Reported by
Licensees, Permittees, and Users

Data presented in this table include information from
1979 to present.

Figure VII—Percentage Graph of Explosive Thefts as
Reported by Licensees, Permittees, and Users

These graphs depict data presented in Table XIV for the
year 1988 and an average year computed using data
presented for the years 1979 to 1988 inclusive.

27

Figure VIII—Explosive Thefts and Recoveries by State

In this figure, the letter ““T” denotes thefts and the letter
“R” denotes recoveries.

The number appearing first reflects the number of 1988
incidents and the number appearing after the slash mark
(/) reflects the number of incidents for an average year com-
puted using data from 1979 through 1988. Rounding was
employed to the nearest whole integer in averaging.

Table XV— Quantity of Explosives Recovered by
Category

Recoveries include all explosives reported as taken into
law enforcement custody either through seizure, abandon-
ment, or purchase as evidence.

In previous publications of the Explosive Incidents Report
for 1979 through 1988, categories of Other, Potassium
Chlorate, and Photoflash Powder were included. Those
categories have been deleted in this report. Those incidents
that would have been included in these categories for
1987-88 have not been reported in this table.

Table XVI-Incidents of Recovered Explosives
Previously Reported Stolen

This table reflects recovery of explosives verified through
corroborating evidence as having been previously reported
stolen.

Explosives reported as recovered in a given year are not
necessarily explosives reported stolen during that same
year.

Figure IX—Comparison of Categories of Explosives
Recovered by Year as Percent of 10-Year Totals

As in Table XV, the categories of Other, Potassium
Chlorate, and Photoflash Powder previously reported in Ex-
plosive Incidents Reports for the years 1979 through 1984
have been deleted from the instant figure.

Percentage calculations were obtained by the same proc-
ess as elaborated upon under Figure VI above.

Table XVIl—Incidents of Explosive Recoveries by
State

The discussion entered for Table X1 above is applicable
for this table except that the data in the instant table reflect
recoveries as opposed to thefts.

Table XVIII—Pounds of Explosives Recovered by
State by Year

The discussion entered for Table XII above is applicable
for this table except that the data in the instant table reflect
recoveries as opposed to thefts.

Table XIX—Number of Blasting Caps Recovered by
State by Year

For an explanation of percentage computations in this
table, consult discussion under Table XII above.



Table X.—Quantity Of Explosives Stolen By Category 1979-1988

High Explosives—In Pounds

10-YEAR
1979 1980 | 1981 1982 1983 1984 | 1985 1986 1987 1988 TOTAL
Dynamite | 33886 |107,453 | 21,317 |29,267 |25588 | 28468 | 24,013 | 24945 | 8372 | 12,730 316,039
INT C-4 1,455 172 20 | 1871 75 135 235 2 1 244 4,210
Military
Primer 545 | 2681 | 1,461 474 821 | 217 562 | 1,676 | 1,304 339 12,034
Boosters 447 | 1,851 494 243 | 1,831 | 1,007 491 788 696 | 1,306 8,664
g:;rlly 36,333 |112,157 | 23,202 31,855 (27,815 |31,791 | 25301 | 27,411 | 10,373 | 14,619 340,947
Low Explosives—In Pounds
Black
2,446 772 325 558 | 1,034 418 428 170 150 347 6,648
Powder
Smokeless
6 307 973 73 47 - 87 115 0 0 1,608
Powder
,}{:;rlly 2,452 1,079 1,208 631 1,081 418 515 285 150 347 8,256
Blasting Agents—In Pounds
65457 | 51,168 | 24,036 |31,476 | 4,975 |35801 | 7,132 | 8210 | 4705 | 9439 | 242,489
Detonating Cord/Ignitor Cord/Safety Fuse—In Feet
141,628 148,117 | 80,356 | 56,047 |85813 [106,537 | 85,066 | 127,588 | 47450 | 57,058 935,660 |

Blasting Caps—By Count

| 47918 | 87,644 | 33990 [42.466 [26,455 |33,136 | 46,352 | 31497 | 83112 | 43,002 | 495,662 |
Grenades—By Count
1822 | 90 | a0 | = | 191 | s3] 1] 35 10 1 | 298]

Note: The category of Other, as reflected in statistics for the years 1979 through 1983, has been deleted in compilation of this table as well as the category
Potassium Chlorate/Photoflash Powder.
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Figure VI

Comparison of Categories of Explosives Stolen
by Year as Percent of 10-Year Totals 1979-1980

High Explosives(HE) Low Explosives(LE)
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Table XI.—Explosive Theft Incidents by State 1979-1988

YEARLY 1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986 [ 1987 | 1988 | 10-YEAR

TOTAL/RANK No.| R {No.| R |No.] R {No.| R {No.| R |No.| R |No.| R |No.| R |No:| R [No.| R [TOTAL|RANK
N 11| 7] 9lwof1a|6] 7] 71 6| 7| 6| 6] 4] 8] 2]11] 6| 6| 6| 8] 68 9
AR i, 4112 316 2015 1|13} =.113 9 1f1]—j18] 0} ~] 1]18] 15 31
AZ. . e 6110 5|14 31| 1|13} 5|8 11 a8 2|l 39| 4]10{ 34 22
AR ... ‘6l10] sl 2)15] 2]121-4] 9 9l 4l 8] 6| 8|u7l 5] 9| 5| 46 17
CA vt gl 8l18| 5{14al3! 6| s8l10| 512 | af11 ] a)14} 8} 4| 8]11| 3| 107 4
CO .\t 7l9| 6|1sf{. 7f10] s|11| 2f11| 6| 6| 4| 8| 6| 8| 0f—| 4l10| 45 18
CT..ooieeeeains 8|l 8] 4|15 3l1a| — |14} al ol — |12 <J12] 2| 1|11 ol -] 20 28
DE o't ke — 119w f17) 13 =) — 12| ji2) — |18l 0] <] 0] — 1 42
DC e, —fwe| 1o =17 14| =j13 |~ (12t =12l - (18] 0= ol — —
3 T 719 2|17 8|14 4|10(:5)-81 5| 71 8} 9 sl10| 13| 3|11] 36 21
GA i, g). 8] 8{11) 512 5) 9| 2f11] 5 4] 8| — |13]5[ 10| 4| 52 15
HL.........cee.. |1 1las|—T1r | —|1a|=jas]| 1 {11 —tfag| 12} l1| ol - 4 39
ID .., 6l10] 2|17 2lis| 5| 9| .61 7| 3| 9| 8] 9 1]12| 4| 8] 1|18 33 23
IL o, ‘i-9l 6113 .54127118) 3| a|11| 9| 5| :8]w9] 7| 7{-8l.9] 71 7| 62 12
IN e, 6|10 613 2(15| 212 2{11| 3| 9 4| 8| —-|13]|:2110] 5] 9] =32 24
TA oo ol1a| 2|17 2|15 1|18 =]13] 3| of 111 | 2lua| 1 )11{ 1|18] 15 31
RS, ieieiiiii .. 2114 6|13 611 ]| 2]12] 4] 9| 9| 5| 6| 6] 6| 8{ 48| 6 8] 51 16
KY oo, 17) 8{20] 1[5 1 {20 1{27} 1l13{ 2{37| 1]20| 1]13} 1|13 2| 214 1
LA, ..o, 7l 9] 7112117 6| 4|10 8} 8| 111|383} 9| ~l13] 39| s|11] 44 19
ME .................. 1115] 18| ~17| - |14 =]ig| 210 2l11] 1[12} 0 113 7 37
MD ..\ i, —~416) 5(14| v )16 21z | = {18 1{11| 2]10) 2|11} 0= 1|18 14 32
MA oo, 1]15] 118 2f15| 1|18|~f18| 1f11j—|12|—j13l 0ol=|0]|— 6 30
ML oo, 3j{13]| 1]18) 1l16| aj10f—j18| ~ |12 2f13| 1|12} 1{12] 5] 9| 17 29
MN ..o, 41| 4fisf2tas| 2112} 211 12 111 2|11 11| 4]10] 22 28
MS ........ .. ... of1al 7125112 2o 1 lae| 2(iolval o8] 1|12l il sl11] 28 26
MO \\ttieeeaiii... 12] 612 o512 12| 4| 6| 7]|12] 3(11]| 4| 9| 5[ 5| 7| 6| 8] 90 6
MT oo, —l1e| sl11ja2) 5| s|1al 5| 8] 3| 9 -xjat| 1|12l 0)—] 3|/11| 36 21
N 2114 — (19—~ {17 113 |« |13 11— {12 — {13l ol=1] o] - 4 39
NV oo 5111| 6 (13| 314 1|13 5) 8| — 12| = f12|—l18]| 1]11] 1|13] =22 28
N T 115 — 19— 17| 2|12} 212 —|12] 210 1|12 | 1 {11] 113 9 36
NI i, -8l-8| 3l 418 3{11}{ 3l1o| 3| 9 ~112| 211} r{f1] 1]18] 28 26
NM. oo, 6l10| 6|13 2f15] 3|11} =f13] 3] 98| 9| 3l10] o ={ 1]{13] 27 27
NY oo, gli8] 4)15| 1}16] s|11| 5] 8] 6| 6] .2}10{ 1|12] 2|10] 1{13| 28 26
NC ..o, .8l 8 oliol 7l1o| 5| 9l a| ol 9| 5|14 9| 3|10 2910 8]11| 64 11
ND ....oooeen. gtas| 1|18 =far] 1| |hifie]| — f2 o] 112 [t 212| 10 35
OH ......cccuuii... 14l 4] 8l11| 5{12]| 5| 9|10) 5| 3| 9{ 8| 9] 3|10] 1 5| 9| 57 13
(o) S daloal 7128 al12) 4l 6] 4| 8Bl 7| 7lo8l 6] 8] &7 10
OR ..o, 8113] 4|15 vl16] 2|12 7] 6| 4| 8| 2l10| 1|12} 1} 50 9| 30 25
PA..ooiieeiinin. 19219 413 4]10] 5[14] 3|12 3|12]|38] 6] 8] 9 16| 1| 130 3
R .ottt 116l —lio}1]16] — 14} = —|elafu] -3 o 0] — 2 41
SC.it s, col1a] 3|16l @ las] — |14 210 2[10] o ol —1 13 33
SD. . e 115 — (19 —417] 1]13 2|10 ] 1]13 6 38
TN i, 17813} 8|81 9| 7] 7 | 6| 6 10 | 4| 100 5
TR it 83l 1|o7| alarl| 215! 2| 21| 1 8| 6] 180 2
UT e gli1sl12]| o) 9]l 8l 9l 6| 6! 6/ 1]13| 54 14
VT, 3013 3|16 |~ {17] — |14 | — |12} 2l12| 11 34
VA o 14| 4l15] 7010 7| 8f{11 ] {13{ 2 3111 88 7
WA .o, 130517 ] e8] 9] al12| 4| 8| 6| 8| 68 9
WV i 17{.8{23| 3|10} 7| 4|10 5| 7| 8| 6| 85 8
WLt et 16| 3{16| 4l13] — {14 2110} 212] 16 30
WY oo 610 9|10 4]13] 9] 6 3] 9 1(13] 40 20
GUAM .\t 5 11| — |19) = 17|~ |14 ] — |12 0| — 6 38
Puerto Rico ........... —fael 1l —dir] — {14} — {12 0] — 1 42
VirginIs ............. =16 — (19 | 17| — |14 |" — {12 0| — 3 40

Totals ............. | 335 7| 349 |94 %] 201 | 212 191 2,250




Table XII.—Amount of Explosives Stolen by State 1979-1988
(Total in Pounds of H.E. + L.E. + BA Stolen)

YEARLY 1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 .| 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987 | 1988 10-YEAR
TOTAL/PERCENT No. |%| No. |%| No. |%| No. |%| No. |%| No. [%| No. {%] No. |%]| No.' |% No. |{%| TOTAL |% GT
AL i 55,05253| 338 —[ 1,760 4| 4,123 6| 693 2| 1,352 2| 150—| 135 —| ‘704 4] 233 1| 64540 | 11
N ST og—| g74—| 608 1] — {—] — |—|{1219 2] 95003 -~ |—| = |= 0—| 38244 | —
AZ 319—| 953 1| - 350]1 7—| 1,758 5 5—| 925 8] — |—| — |=| 1271—| 4439 ] —
AR . .uiiiiiiiiiiil 2,908 8| 41)—| 104/—| 85—| 2,51 6} 91/—| 593 2] 1,587 4| -944]:1| 2,159 9| 9963 | 2
CA .\, "885| 1| 5,082 3| 1,067 21 224 —| 1.370{ 4] 250—| 501 2| 1,647 4| - 50—| 655 8] 11,731 | 2
CO....oein., 949 | 283 _| 581 1] 120—| - 16—| 580 1| 287 1| 238—| — [~| 495/ 2] 2879 | —
CT o, 48| — |- Blo| — |—[1528 5] — |- <~ [=] 200—] = |~ o—| 2,162 | —
DE...c.oovivurionniin. e o O e I I o i o e o s o I I e oj— 30 | —
DC.vtiiiee i, S ) AN DU [ e (S NN DU O N N (e N I D e o|— 0| —
FL i 681 11 51— 1,435 3| 1,058 2] 814l 2| 26/—| 1,836 6| 2,750 8| 2,250015] * 120/—| 11,021 | 2
GA ..o, 15040 1] 249 —| 283 1| 779l 1] 455/ 1|3380950] 651 2| — |—| ‘854 6| 1595 7| 40,349 | 7
HL . ooovoi e, ~ol=] oBso— — | - =] =] = === 1| o — 551 | —
ID e 25400 2| 150—| 50|—| 45| —}-sold 211l |- 89— s0/—| 400 8] 100—| 3,788 | —
I, 1,577 2] 700|—1 - 556):1| 4,348 7| 11)—| 2.751] 4 s8l—| 4,199)12] 2,083/14] 624 3| 16902 | 3
IN oot i, 689 1| 438—|  118—| 150—| 28/—| 786l 1] e97 2l — |-| s3—| 590 2| 3544 | —
TA o Ce4l—]  71—| 145003 8| — |—| e 1| 7sl—! 400 1] i500'1| 56— 8236 | —
KS . iiiiiiuiiininn, 150—| 2,002 1] 4ool 1| s0{—| 309 1] 2,307 3| 1,816 6] 211—| 613 4| 126/—| 8077 | 1
KY . oooiiiiiiininannnn, 6,790 7|41,40525|20,796|43|24,930[30| 6,30319| 2,302 8| 6.23919] 2,674 7| = 743 4| 1,808 7| 114,075 | 19
LA i, 580 1| 400—| 1,246 8| 172—| ‘se4f 2| — |—| 58~ — |-} of=| 100—| 8220 | —
ME......oveiil.. 124/ — d—| = | — [=] = |=| 8501 78— — |-|  o={ 171—| se8| —
MD o\t 307—| — |—| 90| 496 1| - 78~] — |—| 18~ — |-| o= 0| — 989 | —
MA ... | 1eo—| 00— — |—| = =} 120—| — || — || d— 0| — 385 | —
17 T 50| — |—| = |=| 2469 4 —|=] — |-[|" 139~| es3 2| 9| 49— 338 | —
MN Lt ol asi—| s~ s0l—| — [—| — |=| 180 1| 410] 1| 150{ 1| 986 4] 2160 | —
MS... ol 1,020 1| 2,360 1| 624 1] 800l 1| - 1f—| s8—| 1,988 6] 60|—| 15001] 95 —| 7153 | 1
MO Wi 1,815 2[10,569 6| 385 1| 3,275 5|~ 27001] 1,614 2| 1,280 4| 904 2| 251 2| 642 3] 21,005 | 4
M. .., — || 4408 3| - 206! 1,008 2| 250 1] so—| s0{—| 25|—| = of—=| 389 2] 6410 | 1
NE......ooi, 2l—| — || = =] s00 1} — || 100} — || — || O o—| 6271 | —
NV. il o5(—| 1,507 1| e7l-| 58 —| sesl 1] — [—| = |=| — |=| @ 5—=| 230 1] 2255 | —
NH...ooooeeiiaannnn. g — || = |=1 400 1}—800 2| — |[~| 201 1| 2,700 7| O 5—| 4,009 | —
NI o, 158 —| 138 —| 454/ 1] 45— — || 1378 2] — |=| 56— 0— 5l—| 29231 | —
131 S -465|—| 1,659 1| 4,170 9| 1,001 2] — |—| 751 1| 110]—| 1,008 3] of— ol—| 91611 2
1) ST - 4400—| 3925 — |1 714|—| 765 1| 842 1| 810 1] 79 3—! 9592] es—| 3095 | —
NC......oveii, 438|=| 549{—| 1,365/ 8| 278 —| o5} 1| 537 1| 15460 5| 808 2| 29— 552 2| 6400 | 1
N Codsla] 150|—| = || - |=] ol — b o] | _j—=8l_| 156—| 1,381 —
OH.......oocue, ... 780012191318 645 1| s11|—| 133—| 49 —| 1000—| 695 2| 900 6| 1,625 7| 27,144 | 5
S ‘1,181 1| 145 —| 7750 2| 4,245 7] 1,331/'4| = s58—| 12184l 904 2| 249 2| 2,175 9| 12,281 | 2
OR ..o, 1800—| 4,279 3| - 150]—| 166(—| 1,905 8| 7,780011| - 100{—] 20/—| 108 1| 1,028 4| 15709 | 3
PA . .ouiiiiiiiinniiiil, 1,350] 1| 1,906 1| 1,411 8| 2,811 4] 1,617 5| 789 1| 4882} 411 1| 497 3| 1,900 8] 13270 | 2
RL ..ot ., =l — |=[oseoit] — [=] ] - [<loEa] — =1 de od—| 805 | —
SC ittt 50— — |- ‘ — |~ 40—| s0—| 10148 — |-} o—| 1208 | —
5 T 2198 — || s00) 1) ] 7es 1) e e]| — T of—-| 1348 | —
TN i 53900 5| 3,207 2 3| 565 1| 6,62920] 594 1| 820/ 1| 1,000 3] 1,97713| 1,117 5| 22,245 | 4
TR o, 9,198 2| 1,307 1| 2,187 4] 6,97211] 994 3| 3,571 5| 3,26410] 3,95611| 315 2| 2,027 8| 26,795 | 5
155 ST ==l vo1d 1| sigli|  101|—| 8291 49| smola sogfe] 83— 3248 | —
VT i casp—|  ado—|— || ~ |=oee| — |2 la e —| 1,365 9 o—| 1960 | —
\Z 92,118/ 2| 2,555 2| 651 1|  46/—| " 486 1| 530 1| 1023 3| 982 2| 158 1| 2000 1| 8646 | 1
WA oo 2,745 3| 5,839 4| 301 1 —| 658 2 200—| 2,672 8| 2,017 6| 1281 990 4| 15548 | 3
LA 1,3400 1|44,04327| 1.205/°2] 398 1| 801l'a| 7ool 1| 1518 5| 2,819 8| 4501 8| 1,104 5| 54,366 | 9
L =] 1900 1] 0 o874l 1] — | ead|agn 1] — |=| a071] ed—| o864 | —
WY . 5800 6| 576 —| 8400-1| 1,155 2| 487 1] 50| os—{ — |-} - d—| 1000—| 8513| 1
GUAIL ..''rennnns. erdla] - =] o= =] = = =] = ] = =] d= 0—| 672 | —
Puerto Rico............. I D R I S N e o [ N et O PO e 0 — 8| —
VirginIs....oo......... o e =] = =2l = == ] 1680 4] o o—| 1168 | —
Totals 104,554 | 164,414 | 48,511 | 64,500 | 33,981 | 68,082 | 32.966 | 36,183 | 15229 | 24,405 592,825
31 Grand Total

(GT)



Table XIII.—Number of Blasting Caps Stolen By State 1979-1988

YEARLY 1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987 | 1988 10-YEAR

TOTAL/PERCENT . “No| % Nol % Nol|% No|% | . No|% No|%| Nol% No.|% Nol% No.|%| TOTAL [% GT
N 527211| 505 1| 849 2| 2,887 7| 606 2] 709 2| 149/—| 1,049 3| 808 2| 230—| 13,064 | 3
AK ..o 89 2] — || — 1= — |=f — {=] 98—| — {={ — || 0~ o—| 885 | —
AZ i, 431 1] ssd—}  eol-| — |_{ 1321l 4|l — [-| oss|=| 44| 329 1] 518 1] 2821 | —
AR.... .o, 9,217 4| 1,746 2| 879 1| — [=| 15/—=] 815 2] ‘890 1 8l—| 1,126 3| 1,574/ 4| 8263 | 2
CA . uuveeini 1,000 2| 1,708 2| 901 3] 200—| 865 1| 979 3| 1,060 2] 1,894 6| ~330| 1| 1,596 4| 10,133 | 2
CO. i, 1900 2| 1,408 2] 700l 9| — || 430 2| 149} — l-| 1008 3/ - o—| 85— 4781 1
CT oo, 2507 5| 4449 51 20— — |—| 2500 1] — || = =] 174-| -100— 0—| 7500 | 2
DE ..o, =] = e = = = == e = = e = e 0 — 0] —
DC .ottt =] = === = =l == = == =] = =l e 0 — 0| —
FL oot 626 1| — || — 1| 81 1] 145/ 1] 305 1] so)—| 469 1} - O] 95— 2114 | —
GA... ..o, 1984 8] 781 1| ~ |—| 50l 1] — [=| 890 1] ~ || — |-l o] 12113 396 1
HI oot =] = = =] = =] = = =] s~ o o—| 82| —
ID oot 1300 2| — |—| 2500 1] 44 1] 43172 a—|. 1000—| 100—|13,315140] 100(—{ 15943 | 4
IL. i 1000—| 47—  50/—| 3,335 9| 50|—| 1,648 5 — || — |=| o—| 2505 6] 7825 | 2
IN i 1981 530 1]°2,0870 7| 855 2 25— | 169 1) 268 1] — |—| " 64| 809 2| 4,980 1
TA oo — =} s0—| 100/—| — |=| =~ [=| 436 1} — [—| 1,289 4] 165 o—| 2083 —
T — |—=] 30— 894 8| 907 2f 218 1| 1,087 3| 1211 3] 811 1| -2o4-1| 30/—| 4887 | 1
KY. .o 3,908 8]12,06914| 6,85420] 7,51618] 580922 2,454 7[12,942 69,394 | 16
DA L. i, ~oq00 1| 186|—| 597/ 2| 58—l 1m0l 1] — [|=| 7= 1,298 | —
ME. . \'oiisiiiann... SRS JER (P (VO s N RN I O I B T B 125 | —
MD ..o — =] 456 1] — |=| 1208/ 8] = || 4d—| 22 2,059 | —
MA oot I I e e e e e e 889 | —
Moo i, T I I O N AT I T o [ 5137 | 1
MN oo 1,009 2| 43 —| 7o/ 2] 14| ed—| — |-]° 15— 1,868 | —
MS\iieiiiiais 1=t sod—| 67| aol—| ==l s50{—i11;380 11,975 | 3
MO ....ovvin.. 2,526 5| 2,655 3] 319 1] 2,359 6] 479 2| 2171 7| 2,121 13424 | 3
MT. e =] 7o 1] 4s1 1] — =] 1s31 9| 1,396 | —
NE . ooiieiiiiiiitans. e — ||| o et — e 20 | —
NV, i ‘958 2| d444| 1} 979 3] — || 9mgl 1] — |-~ 2,639 | —
NH.oooiiieiiiiins I T I N [ B [ [ N 6| —
NJ oo 51001] 1668—| — |—| 328 1| 1,000 4] 1,188 4| — 3,189 | —
NM oo, o4l | 3,081 8| 50— 3500 1] — || 2,000 6] 5971 | 1
NY...o.oolo . 75l =| 419~ — || — [—| ‘166 1] 359 1j-— = 1,020 | —
NC..o'eeieann 100|—{ 1,158 1| 1,427} 4| 329 1| 21| 3} 1,900 6| 1,881 8,042 | 2
ND. vt 17— — == 14— 80| — || 1 656 | —
OH. oo, 5260 1] 2,674 3| 1,361} 4| 350 1| 2/0a1}i1| — [—| . 99— -1 1| 8627 | 2
) 1,166 2| 715 1] 1,248 3| 2144 5| 048 4] 70| 9391 5| ol 7737 | 2
OR ..ot w459 1| 2220 3|0 = |=]  19/~] 6933 146—| 2000 1| ~— 40001 4800 1) 4610 | 1
PA i, 11,289 8] 1,049 1] 2,110 6] 5,824114] 1,962 7| 3,21710] 2,930 6| 879 3| 0/—| 1,687 4| 20,940 | 5
12 U Y N P A R 1 I I D B B B e e e ol — 537 | —
BC i 5500 1| 833 1] 0 8] — |=lweodht] — |—f = =] ~ |-l 6= 0—| 1586 | —
8D — et — = ==l o000 1) = l={ 1000 8] — j=f — [ o o—| 1400 | —
TN o —g70r 2| 1,025 1 719 2| 3466 8} 2,4400.9] 26/—| 2,534 5| 2,086 6] 675 2/25,00458] 38,888 | 9
TX ool “7a7218| 1,560 2] 501 1) 1,974) 5| 2,288 9| 3,322/10| 1,539 3] 1,689 5/ 2,018 6| 353 —| 23016 | 5
UT e, - 9,595 5| 3207 4| 1,050 3| 112/—| 206 '1| 184 1| 160/=| 100—| 60/ o—| 7707 | 2
VT oo, 450 1] =] = =] — |=F =il = 2 =2 Z = de] 4q- 571 | —
VA i i '3,056) 620,150123| 5911117{ 2,604 6| 1,011} 4| 6,166/19| 2,676 6| 342611} 1,530 5| 490 1| 47020 [ 11

WA oo, 52— | 1,204 1| 538 2| — 3500 1| 975! 3| 1,9000 4| 492416 - 50{—| 1,684 4| 11,767
LA .2,939 6]19,41922| 2,178 6| 681 2| 527 2] 640 2| 2,053-4| 709 2| 5752 497 1| 30218 | 7
WIoioiiiioiiannnnnn.. — =] = -} 10d=] - |=] = |=| = |=]i= |=] — |-k as01] 81502 1865 | —
WY oo — =] 29—| 60]—| 134—| 30001 — |~ =l=| — |=|:to0=| 50— 673 | -
Guam ................. 18— — [ = |[=| — [l = |2 — [=l = [« - |=| 19— o—! 37 | —
Puerto Rico............. - = g L ooy T oo e e I e e o I I i ol— 1| —
VirginIs............... I e e e e N e TN o0—| 265 | —

Totals 47,018 | 87,664 | 33,990 | 42,466 | 26455 | 33,136 | 46,256 | 31,497 | 33,112 43,092 425,585
Grand Total
(GD)



Table XIV.—Theft Of Explosives As Reported By Licensees, Permittees,
and Users 1979-1988 ’

Year Manufacturer Dealer Permittee User Total
1979 # 28 30 70 207 335

% 8.4% 8.9% 20.9% 61.8%
1980 # 32 38 71 208 349

% 9.2% 10.9% 20.3% 59.6%
1981 # 29 19 65 130 243

% 11.9% 7.8% 26.8% 53.5%
1982 # 13 30 52 106 201

% 6.5% 14.9% 25.9% 52.7%
1983 # 24 24 58 102 208

% 11.5% 11.5% 28% 49%
1984 # 9 23 67 113 212

% 4.2% 10.9% 31.6% 53.3%
1985 # 12 27 49 131 219

% 5.5% 12.3% 22.4% 59.8%
1986 # 7 16 51 98 170

Yo 4% 9% 30% 57%
1987 # 6 16 34 66 129

% 5% 13% 28% 54%
1988 # 9 29 58 95 191

% 5% 15% 30% 50%

Total 169 252 575 ) 1,254 2.950 Grand
% Grand Total 1% 11% 26% 56% ’ Total
Figure VII
Percentage Graph of Explosive Thefts As Reported
By Licensees, Permittees, And Users 1979-1988
1988 10 Year Grand Total Percentages
Manufacturers Manufacturers
5% T%

Dealers
15%

Dealers

Users 11%

50%

Users
56%
Permittees
26%

Permittees
30%
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Figure VIII
EXPLOSIVE THEFTS AND RECOVERIES

BY STATE
Thefts(T) Number in 1988/Yearly Average
wa Recoveries(R) Number in 1988/Yearly Average
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Table XV.—Quantity Of Explosives Recovered By Category 1979-1988

High Explosives—In Pounds

10-YEAR
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 | 1985 1986 1987 | 1988 TOTAL
Dynamite 30,975| 87,653| 24,546 | 22574 | 20,755 | 9,962 | 22,536 | 16,635 | 14,226 | 15,305 265,167
INT C-4 5,333 288 502 2,661 143 304 329 424 285 377 10,646
Military
Primer 138 268 47 124 170 247 339 148 1,004 219 2,704
Boosters 2,897 2,425 377 604 298 87 | 1,179 200 171 1,545 9,783
gj::lly 39,343| 90,634| 25472 | 25963 | 21,366 | 10,600 | 24,383 | 17,407 | 15,686 | 17,446 288,300
Low Explosives—In Pounds
Black
2,856 433 19 41 363 319 | 1,044 261 588 1,720 7,644
Powder
Smokeless 7,546 45 114 6 49 312 162 625 414 340 9,613
Powder
,}_:;aarlly 10,402 478 133 47 412 631 | 1,206 886 1,002 2,060 17,257
Blasting Agents—In Pounds
| 33335] 27,744] 12822 16046 | 319] 3065 | 3793 | 1608 [ 4147 | 8695 | 111,569)

Detonating Cord/Ignitor Cord/Safety Fuse—In Feet

| 148850] 120561| 48375 | 82,887 | 57,492 | 79,306 | 87,820 | 111,083 | 81,311 | 55212 |

822,847 |

Blasting Caps—By Count

| 29202] 37670 11,386 ] 16,000 | 15053 ] 12,061 | 20571 [ 17,007 | 15619 | 35389 | 218,988 ]
Grsnades—By Count
| 566 | 136 | 96 | 138 | s0] 402 814 | 205 [ 299 | 144 |  2439]

Note; The category of Other, as reflected in statistics for the years 1979 through 1984, has been deleted from this table as well as the category Potassium

Chlorate/Photoflash Powder. Those recoveries that would have filled these categories for 1985 and 1987 are not reported in this

table,

Table XVI.—Incidents of Recovered Explosives Previously Reported

Stolen® 1975-1988

1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987 | 1988 | Total
Number of Incidents................... 121 123 20 66 49 69 103 88 53 68 830
Pounds of Explosives .................. 11,813 | 92,961 | 11,142 | 15,183 | 5,994 | 6,867 | 15,125 | 9,411 | 8,060 | 5,460 | 181,966
Blasting Caps .......c.ooovvviiiinia, 12,778 | 10,416 | 5,835| 7,345 | 4,404 | 6,015 |22,479 {11,716 | 3,210 | 8,711 92,909
Feet of Safety Fuse and Detonating Cord . | 35,000 | 37,264 | 13,970 | 29,785 | 22,267 | 17,833 | 49,378 | 45,488 | 7,208 | 26,170 | 284,363

'Recovered explosives may have been reported stolen in years other than recovered.
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Figure IX

Comparison of Categories of Explosives Recovered
by Year as Percent of 10-Year Totals 1979-1988

High Explosives(HE) Low Explosives(LE)

Percent Percent
14 1979 10,402 |} 60
31 K3 1980 3

9 90,634 1981 1
9 1982 0
7 1983 2
4 1984 4
9 1985 7
6 1986 5
5 1987 6
6 1988 12
30 20 10 Percent of 10-Year Total
Blasting Agents(BA) Total of HE+LE+BA

Percent - Percent
30| 33,335 1979 20
25 1980 B2 118,856 | 29
12 12,822 1981 38,427 9
14 16,046 B 1982 42,056 10

0 1983 5
3 1984 3
3 1985 7
1 1986 19,896 5
4 1987 § 20,835 5
8 1988 2 28,201 "
{ | | ] ] ] _1 l I
30 20 10 Percent of 10-Year Total 10 20 30
Detonating Cord/Ignitor Cord/Safety Fuse Blasting Caps

Percent Percent
18 148,850 1979 B8 13
15 120,561 1980 37,670 17

6 48,375 1981 11,386 5

10 82,887 E 1982 7

1983
9 79,306 B 1984
11 87,820 K 1985 & 29,571 14
13 111,033 B8 1986 § 17,017
4 1987
1988  [ERREERER j 35,389 16
] 1 L 1 I l
30, 20 10 Percent of 10-Year Total 10 20 30
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Table XVII.—Incidents of Explosive Recoveries by State 1979-1988

YEARLY 1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987 | 1988 10-YEAR
TOTAL/RANK No.| R [No.| R [No.| R.|No.| R [No.| R [No.| R {Né.| R [No.| R [No.{ R:{No.| R|TOTAL|{RANK

N T 33.(11 36| 7|26 5|15 9[18|10{20]| 7|25 11| 14{20] 13}14|20] 9| 215 | 12

N — 181 | —|28| 8|24 — 23| 4f18| 3j20|— 81| 4|25| 3l22]| ol28] 17 | 42

N 1{30]12 18] 8|19] 9l14] 8lisl11]14] 9l92] 6]24] 8l19]| 4j22] 76 | 31

IN 2115120 14 2712 716|183 [10{10 |15 |14} 18| 24|11 [ 16|31 |30]| 6] 172 | 16

o T 23113 42| 5|30} 4]o1| e|sv[a]39| 2|67 2] 91} 2|108|-1{65| 1| 517 2

CO .o, 2211416 16| 7]|20| 9 14| 4}18| 4}19|19]15]| 81| 8] 15|12 6|20 133 | 21

CT. v, 11|22| 6|23} 9l18] 7[16}10f13| 9]16| 6)25] 12|21 | -3{22l10{17] 83 | 28

DE ..o, 4098 — |28 —lo7| 1l22} 22| 1|22l 2l30]| 1|28 2|23] 2]24] 12 | 44

DC .ttt ol |osl=lor| — |23 a1 — |23 8l2o8| 4|a25| 9|l23] ol2s] 12 | 44

FL...ouuiial ... g(25(12{18{24| 7{13(10{18]6.[31| 4|18 )16 33| 6| 24/ 6[32]| 5| 213 | 13

GA it 671 5|22 1225 6|12 11| 617111422 13| 22|13 )25 &|26| 7| 238 9

HI. ..o 6|26 3|25 21954 3|20 —|22| 2|21] 8lo8| si26| 1}24] 1125 24 | 39

ID ... 4)98) 3)95| - f21| 4|19] 38|19 — |23] 2]29] 6|24y 6l20] 5|21 33 | 35

L e 63| 6]60| 2l18l11|18]| 8|16 | B8|13|12 45| 8| 55| 3| 88| 3|51| 3| 377 4

IN e 15018 | 11|19 5221112 (16]:8| 7|18 |23 l12| 12|12 | a6l11.{17 12| 133 | 21

TA \ i 6126| 5|24 6f21| 1122} 2|20] 4|19 5]26 | 1/28]| 2{238] 0|26/ 32 | 36

RS, oo, ~9loal10l20 [ 819112 |11 |11 1212|1312 |19 23|12 [ 11|16 10 |17 118 | 23

RKY oo, 121 ‘1|82 1531 1]40| 1|34 :2|16[10[89} 4| 26| 10|20} 9]13]15] 444 3

LA, oviiiiiinl 11 /22|16 |16 14|14 | 4191018 |11 |14 [11[20| 20|14 | 14} 13|18 |11] 129 | 22

ME ....ooco.loi... o499 1lar| 1le6| —l23f—]22] 1|22] alor| 2/27] 2}/23| 3|23] 16 | 43

MD .ot ~8lo5| 8|22 . 8119) 5|18 1018 1|22 | 526 18] 16 |.11] 5|21 79 | 29

MA i, 99411 ]19| 4{23] 9|14]| 4|18 18| 8|asl17| 7|23] 8]: 3i23] 88 | 26

M., 101023 921 10|17 11|12 |11 }12] 16|10 |21 |14 23|12 ] 29} 8|19 148 | 20

MN i, 14 119 5|2al2los| —l23f 1)21| 3|20 aler| 4]l25| s8] 8|19 49 ] a4

117 (14 |17 [14]14| 8j15 111217 | 9| ils0] 624} 5|21 99 | 24

1 8lo7| 9|20 9{21| 6|12]11|16]10[2312] 36| 5|1 14| 285 | 10

2|29 3 25| 4|23 |12 (11| 3(19| — |23 229 | — |20 2|2 24| 30 | 37

30| 9|21} 2|25| 3|20 21| 1]|22| 52| 3|26| 0]~ 25| 26 | 38

B.0o7 |11 |19) olas| aliol 7116711 |14 7724 16|18 |- 15| 98 | 25

1297 127 =27l 221 |-1)21] 1]22]. 6]95 24 21 25| 24 | 39

17-1 26 | 10 |'16} 13 9|14 [13]10]| 11 |14 } 17 [12{15 19| 152 | 18

9fe4l 9jo1lr0f17:| 1|22 6|17 i17| 9| a9 22 | 14 99 | 24

20:}16] 16 | 16 |>8'| 19| 518 {12411 34| 3|25} 9 | 8| 195 | 15

51 °3/48| a|38] 3]26]| 4 1o4 | 6|81 % 14 |2 17| 330 5

121 5|24 =]erl 1|22 : | 1122 Firlgo 29 | 23| 26 | 38

741 | 6228 18 |28 10 |5 10| 259 7

01020 14 |21 7 15| 206 | 14

611 |19 | : 17 | 28 18] 67 | 82

| 32 | 812116 11 | 4 4] 260 | 6

1|27 23 28 25| 16 | 43

GB |17 |15 | 14 23 21| 150 | 19

2 ‘ 23 26 20, 21 | 40

% 32 : 5 15 9| 258 8

' ST @’zﬂ e 9% 1 119 2| 650 1

UT teiiieeninn.. . ﬁﬁﬁ'z’sﬁ 21 RS0 19 24 23| 84 | a7

Ve Saamany 1 | 27 |TIBE — 23 28 |6 4 24| 18 | 41

VA i, RI0S Gk 42 | 5 [9IEGY 15 15 18 " 11] 215 | 12

WA oot 19058175 24 | 11 [(350lEE| 10 19 |7 20 13} 158 | 17

WV et ieeiiinnis §908I028 50 | 3 [S1oRiEToY| 10 12 [t 19 | 19 232 ] 11

VT B5EI20Y s | 25 IHOYNYE o 17 25 16| 77 | 30

WY oot HT0NP3E 12 [ 18 Eﬁﬁfﬁﬁ 10 18 26 23| 61 | a3

Guam ................ ﬁ{aﬁ! =T 23 f 29 26 2 | 46

i 23 ?&%m 27 26 5 | 45

23 (M 29 26 0 | 47

TRo08E| 566 | 506 | 879 7,411
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Table XVIII.—Pounds Of Explosives Recovered

By State By Year 1979-1988 (HE + LE + BA)

YEARLY 1979 | 1980 |-1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987. | 1988 | 10-YEAR
TOTAL/PERCENT | No, [%| No. |%| No. |%| No. {%| No. |%| No. |%| Neo. |%| No. |%| No. |%| No. |%| TOTAL |% GT
N 379—| 607 1| 9312 1958 —| 717] 8|2,071|12] 167|-| 46|—|2,691|13 136|—| 7,933 | 2
AK ol e I T e o S v 4j—| = || 754| 8 9|— 0o]—| 791 | —
AZ . —. & o908 1f 4971 479 1l o57] 1| 156 1lij126| 4| 112{—! 1s8t1] o1|—| 3810 | —
N “ 815/ 1| 755 1| s27t 1|  87—|o751(19]  345| o '853|'8| 201|—|1,150|°5|1,828| 6] 9,321 | 2
CA v, 651 1] 3,615 3| 1,232 3| 309 1]1,200| 5| 358| 2| 174]—| 694] 31,088 5] 455| 1| 9,726 | 2
CO v\t 15122 1,793 2| - 81—| 86 —| .33}=| 305 2. .66l=| 119|—| B4|=| 82|—| 4081 | 1
CT. . 284 — d_| 7ol 179 | s4l_| s40] 3] 16|—~| s02] 8} is59]—] 43]—| 2,131 | —
DE ... Tl — = =] sd =l =] = (= e — =1 e]=l ol-— 48 | —
DC .................. g — j— (RS ] [ —-— —_ |- -——— — |- O— 0|— 13 —
FL...oiiiiieans.s - 851 1 63—| 29878 381 1/ :400]2| 129| 1]1,278] 4]1,162| 5[3;192]15/3,190[10| 13,422 | 3
GA i 54y 1| 708 1} 3127 8 266 1 95)—| 158) 1) 569] 2| 320| 1| 201} 1|2,113] 6 8,103 | 2
HI ..ot SR [t RN P e | soded — [Zpbrangsy — J<licels]  o]— 13 | =
ID e, 17642 o | — L] 1e0—) BO{wi| — [—f=10]|=] 11|—|v8E79l3 77|~ 2,742 | —
IL otieeieeeeinains 9,508 3| 1,024] 1] 2,280/ 6| 2,238] 5|2,647(12] 54]—|1,278) 4| 570| 2| 279 4] s02{ 1] 13270 | 3
N 11240 1) s1d—| 13- sod9 1] -s8—| 11]—| 584|9 199|—| 206} 1] 211({—| 3,181 | —
TA o 351} — 61596 4 — || 26|=| 13)|—| 9]—] — |—| 33012 o|]—| 2331 | —
KS. . 'uoiiicieinnnn, gl rd=| 1sd<| 277 1|1.520) 7 722| 4]° 8101 111.463| 6| 173} 1] 83]—| 5103 | 1
'S S '5,303 '6/18,464/15|:2,786|:7/10,34325| " *607} 3| 3,106 |19] 5,738 |19| 910| 4{1,918}:9] 921| 8| 50,186 | 12
LA..oieiiiiinnnns 108/—| 726 1 930/ 2] 113 —| 162} 1] 140| 1|-201[1| 265| 1/:2%2] 1| 120|—| 2992 | —
ME .\ooiiiiinannnes D o I N R = I I B P I T R e - I e 254 | —
MD .\t od | ad—| om0zl sl owll] — |- 2= 11 866 | —
MA ot 69— 14| | 683 2| 109] 1| 333 2| - 5|= e 1451 | —
Moo “18—] 112—| 295 1| 2,668 6| 168] 1] 68|—| 922] 1 [ 4,545 | 1
MN ..o, 188 | 149 | = |=] — |=] “20l=] 5|-| 's2f~] 8[— 12 919 | —
MS \\ i orsl—| 417—| 318 1| 749 2 -112].1) 491 3] . 1|—| 258] 1 | 2,608 | —
1 T 5,047 6| 639 1| 82501 3,027 7. 212|:1] s504| 4f :637] 2 16,173 | 4
MT oo 4= s0d—| 28— 729 2l ell—| — [— 1,639 | —
NE ooooiiieieinnnns cood—| 12d—| — || s08 1]° 2]o] — 1,007 | —
NV i, - 81—| 1,908 2| 415 1] 18 —| 3071 87]1 3,525 | —
NH ..ot g (<l lel - =gl - = 236 | —
NI, C17g—=| 78— o] 81l—| 7 48l=| 831l s 1,448 | —
NM.oooiiiainnnn, 1,099 1) 529—|'1,113°3] 300 1| 1881 79—l -9 6485 | 1
NY oot 437 1| 285 —| . 67=| 725 2[.351] 2 e32] 4] 1 3,065 | —
NC oo, 1467 2| 886 1) 26400 7| 556 1:352| 2| 587| 4{1,088 8,408 | 2
ND ..l .. 1084 1| 855 ~ |= s70009 4| 2 2,166 | —
OH ..o, 3,6700 4[21,041/18] - 249 1, 1| 28|—|1.935 31,180 | 7
OK i, 9,134/11f 1,228 1| ‘doj— 8] 153] 1| 24 18,359 | 4
OR ..., 86| 2,315 2] i 9 4| 220| 1| 4941 | 1
PA. . i, 622 1l44,092/37) 014 2 )18 87| 1 54,802 | 13
RI......coocve.n, — ] — = s 1] — {—]" 5{=] — || 333 | —
B8C. i » 593 1| 258 —| ‘124|—| 123—| 274|1| 773| 5[ 3,155 | —
29 o s —| 8,506 2
710, 14,195 | 3
6] 4, 37,006 | 9
1 3,071 | —
—| 1,084 | —
31, 7,195 | 2
[ 8,868 2
211, 41,697 | 10
—| 1,004 | —
— 2,686 | —
— 47 | —
Puerto Rico y — |— — = 1 —_
Virginls ............. o — e —_ 0 —_
Totals 119,369 16,615 432,162

Grand Total




Table XIX.—Number Of Blasting Caps Recovered By State

By Year 1979-1988

YEARLY 1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986 | 1987 :| 1988 10-YEAR
TOTAL/PERCENT No. [%| No. |%| No. |%| No. |%| No. |%| No. |%| Ne.|%| No. |%| No.4%| No. |%| TOTAL |% GT
N 1441 224 1]-1,188l10] 417 8| - s9]—l1,365|11] 74| 183| 11088 7| 6,385/18] 11,057 | 5
AK. . oviiiiiiinn, T e I | P B e 3| == 4|—=| 5= 0| — 47 | -
AZ = |=| 3,80210] 418/ 4] 267 of — 1—| 1s0| 1| 44| 12| B} o|—| 4,789 2
AR it 2,182 7| 393 1| 128l 1] 10| 48a}'s| 4|_| ea|:| 83|} 955l 2 469 1| 4052 | 2
CA . v, o371} 1| 1,045) 8| 127 1l 809 2| 582 4| 267| ol 196| 1]1,014| 6] A77] 1| 618 2| 4,906 2
CO ..t 1,172 4] 1,977 5| a5t 23|—| 40|-| 142|—| 2|—| 281|9 46/—| 3765 | 1
CT ..ovvin . 2.261}°8| 283 1| el 1 6—|7 28]—| — |=|: 84{=| s97|2| 18}= 5| 3,119 1
DE..vuiiiiiinianinnnns et fe] = =l - =] =] 18| 1=t =] 1e1|=| 0= of—| 819 | —
DC .t 1= — (=] = =] = === = =] == wr|=lol= ol — 29 | —
FL ..oiiiiii i -201) 1| 169|—| o55] 2| 51| —| 116] 1| 408] 3} 129|— 5{—| 52 |=| 82/~ 1417 | —
(T 680, 2] 210] 1| 387/ 3 3|2l 102y 1} 24|=| 48| 2| e74) 4] 1,266| 4| 3,778 1
HL oot e 1 R T I e O D T s 0| — 10 | —
ID oot il wogole] 1,487 4| e es| | arla| — = =i | 29311l o|=|  256/—| 1,968 | —
I, -756| 8| 129)—| 163] 1| 171 1| 263| 2| 119} 1] 290|i| 18|-| "13|-| 2703 8] 4618 | 2
IN e ool 1| s 1l o~ || 1ss| 1l 16571 10!l e4&ys| 239 1] s0|=| s43) ol 2551 | 1
TA oo ol ml =] 01 4] — (=== 1e|=|-ger]a] — |—|19282]8 0|—| 2,038 1
KS oitiiiiiioiiiiiiinns 4= s9|—| o100 2 88—| 117l 1] 214! o[ 787} 3| 160|-| 80|=| s9|—| 1701 | —
SO 4,719|16| 1,879 5|-2,042]18| 1,666/10| 5,260 [35] 1,800{16| 2,255 | 8| 741 41781 11| 71| 2| 29744 | 10
LA ..o i, 14— 170/ —| 519] 5 3l—| ol 1] 4a7|=| ~ |= s0|—| 7|= 6—| 892 | —
ME.......ooonnnnnn. ] = =] = = == = = aesl=| s|=| o= ol— 129 | —
MD oot i, 66— 20l—| - 4= ol | gl=l — || ife] ees| 1| iz o—| 324 | —
MA oot 18| — 5|—| cagl—1 1,117 7| s08) 9] 1|-| ael=| — [=|1el=] s817] 1| 1848 | —
1Y U 44| 14| a43] 4l 744l 5[ afE|  — || 63[=|2634|15] 42| o263|—| 4240 | 2
MN e, o= s =l = =1 oss=| 15| osaf—| —~ || c13]= ol-| 248 | —
MS. .ot ool | 1s4|—| o 196[9] 114 1pis0l=| gof 1l ala| wma|-=|ald asl—| ssT | —
MO e 1,500 5| 1,658 4| 244] 2| 151} 1]~ 103]| 1| 896]| 7/2,049| 7| 736| 4| - 83] 1] 2,584 7| 10013 | 5
MT. e, 200 1] —~ [—| ool 1] 9| sF[=] — || = =] — || 3] o|—| 352 | —
NE.....ooooouiii i 871} 3 [ R 11— 2= e|-{a0fel — |=] ol= o|—| 895 | —
NV et 391} 1} 791 2| e[~ 6~ 7= 137 1| s2|~| es3| 4 g7|~| 19/—| 2002 | 1
NH..ootiuiniaainn il I e T I T N N e e I e of—| 408 | —
NI oo, 285 1] 652 2| - 39|=| 1| -|azl—| 192 9} a5l 1|-| . 8= o|—| 1210 | —
N 20720 7| 1,204 8} 104;:1] — |—|:21|<| 264 o> 7l 181|—}.760{5| 4151 4978 | 2
NY. .o, ©o50[—| 438 1} — |—{ omi ol e|=| 273| 9| 1e8|:1] 98|—|  13|=| 18/-| 1,336 | —
NC...oooieii . 1,884| 6| 412| 1| " 550].5| 49| 3l o11l1| eo1| el2453] 8| 87|~| el 41f—| 6927 | 3
N 210[ 1 I R ol —| - 98]—] 18|—| = — || co|=| 3874/ 1] e3¢ | —
OH. ..o, 677| 2| 1,819 5 14111  63|—| 92| 1| s342| 8| 48|~ s0{—| 110|1] 199|—| 3541 | 2
O e 1474'5| 78| “oi7F 9| 2,123|13|1,918118] 152| 1| 1881 1] s6|—[ 87|21 153|—| 6446 | 3
OR.viieieein.. - 49|—| 6241017 20| 205 1| 118} 1) 153| 1. 15{~| 2| 0| x| 6854 | 3
PA ..ol 314| 1| s836| 2| = 6ed| 6| 1,140] 7j1350] 8] 64| 1y3311]11] e27| 8| 102|1] 656/ 2| 8864 | 4
R o, o fml = | =] 524 8] ~ |} al=| — || 18]=] 1|-]  o]= oj—| 550 | —
SC vttt ‘743173 644 2| - 73l 1| e7|—| 326} 2 59| 12{=| 10|—| 89]=| 105|—| 2078 | 1
SD o i w38l = = == e = [=Fusol=] - =] 0]-j12,652]36 12,728 | 6
TN eeeeeeeass 38| a| 3203 9| '321]'3 130 1| 173| 1|1,195]10]11,564[39] 367| 4]5,904|38] 2,345| 7| 25,980 | 12
TX ool 973 3| 1,608 4] 567| 5| 541634 854 6| 1,914 |16{ 2,588 9 1,367| 81,1381 7| 1.466| 4| 17,801 | 8
15 S o= o708 7] i1el| 28| —| o wses|.g| 100] 1} o107l ~ |- 899l 8| 44|—| 3724
VT i, el = |2l o e = f=beea] = o lireelal  ad|=| e | —
VA e 895|.3| 483 1} 119] 1| 174 1| 108|.1] 167] 1|-955| 1] 119|—| v 44|=| 18/—| 2812 | 1
L 346/ 1| 881 o 830l 7| 118 1| 88 1] 62 1/1,029] 3/5858(34] - 0[—| 56|—| 9268 | 4
LAy 95200 9 1,117 3|, 90]'1 207 1{1:830]12] 306 8] 19|-| 139} 169]1] 506/ 1| 6931 | 3
WL Y I P e P 8l—|- d0]—] — || 107{—| — |—| 820]| 2 89|—| 510 | —
WY oo 280 1| 61 —| 87t 8ol 1| 4~ 16| 1| — [~| a24{—| .. o]= ol—| 711 | —
Guam ................. B o O o I I O e e I B e L N e T o 0| — 19 | —
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Fact Sheet—1984-1988

1. Methods of entry employed in explosive thefts

Pt

NEQEEYQW R

A remote control firing device was part of the seizure which included these

pipe bombs.
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1984 1985 1986 1987 1988

No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %

. Lockscut &pried .......... ... ... i 68 32 66 30 72 42 27 22 50 26

Doors pried & blownopen .......... ..ot 10 5 20 9 7 4 11 9 7 4

Keysused......ooviiiin i iiin i, 4 7 20 9 13 8 11 9 12 6

. Entry throughwall . ......... ... .ot 9 4 6 3 7 4 5 4 8 4

Entry throughroof .......... ... ... o oh... 3 — 4 2 11 3 2 3 2

Entry through windows & vents ................ 5 2 5 2 3 2 2 2 3 2

. Entry through floor............. .. cocniii, 1 — 2 1 0 — 00 00

L “Inside” help . oov i e 1 - 1 — 0 — 4 3 0 0

Other/Unknown ........covvveiineeniennnnennn 101 48 95 43 67 39 59 48 94 56
TOTALS 212 219 170 122 191
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In October 1988, in Naples, Florida, an abandoned storage bunker was found to contain 350 24-inch by
3-inch sticks of 60-percent dynamite. The bomb squad was forced to destroy the explosives by
burning.

On October 8, a homb destroyed this 1982 Oldsmobile Cutlass in Murphy, North Carolina.
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Atlanta

On December 16, 1988, at approximately 1:30 a.m., a pipe
bomb exploded under a Clayton County, Georgia, police
patrol car. Two police officers were inside the car at the time
of the incident. However, neither officer was injured, and the
vehicle sustained only minor damage. The explosion, which
produced a large fireball and a lot of smoke, caused the rear
of the vehicle to be lifted up. A magnet had been used to
attach the explosive device to the left rear wheel well of the
vehicle, next to the gas tank. This investigation continues.

* %k %k Kk Kk

Atlanta

On April 3, 1988, ATF received information from the FBI
pertaining to an alleged bombing conspiracy. The FBI had
received information from an informant whe had been
solicited by an individual to place a bomb at a residence in
Blue Ridge, Georgia. Agents met the informant at the in-
tended victim’s residence and took custody of the device. The
informant then led the agents to the location of the getaway
car, whereupon the driver was arrested. The informant, who
had aided in the manufacture of the device, subsequently led
the agents to a site where additional explosives had been
secreted. Under the agents’ direction, the informant placed
a call to his solicitor, who was told to pick up the informant
at a designated place. The solicitor was arrested at that time.
On April 5, 1988, a Federal grand jury indicted the solicitor
for making, transferring, and possessing a destructive device.
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The solicitor was subsequently found guilty of the charges
against him. His sentencing is pending.

* % % %k

Birmingham

The Naval Investigative Service provided ATF in Gulfport,
Mississippi, with information concerning possible weapons
and explosives violations. After developing corroborating
evidence, agents served a search warrant at the subject’s
residence. Three containers were unearthed, each holding a
variety of ammunition, flares, automatic firearms, explosives,
and accessories. The subject subsequently entered a guilty
plea, for which he was placed on 5 years’ probation, fined
$5,000, and ordered to pay $50 in court costs.

* k% %k

Charlotte

On January 13, 1989, a defendant was sentenced to 60
years’ imprisonment as a result of his conviction on July 20,
1988, on charges of possessing unregistered destructive
devices, possessing firearms as a convicted felon, and being
a fugitive from justice. This investigation was initiated when
an informant supplied information to ATF pertaining to the
defendant’s attempt to obtain explosives to make a bomb. On
February 28, 1988, the Raleigh, North Carolina, Police
Department, in conjunction with the North Carolina State
Bureau of Investigation, executed a State search warrant at



the defendant’s residence. The objective of the search war-
rant was to seize fraudulent documents and materials utilized
to create false identities. During the execution of the warrant,
two pipe bombs, hand grenade components, chemicals, and
paramilitary literature were seized along with the fraudulent
identification documents and materials. Also seized were
papers that targeted business entities and individuals for
sabotage or violence. Additional papers espoused the rights
of people to overthrow the Government. Handwriting
analysis conducted by ATF found the defendant to be the
author of the documents.

* % %k kK

Charlotte

As aresult of a burglary investigation by the North Myrtle
Beach, South Caroclina, Police Department, information was
developed that revealed a possible conspiracy among an
unknown number of people to rob a bank by using an ex-
plosive device. Once the robbery plan was uncovered and
thwarted, ATF pursued the investigation. Undercover agents
traced the bomb through four co-conspirators, from whom the
device was subsequently purchased intact. Additional bomb
components were later recovered from the manufacturer of
the bomb. On September 7, 1988, a Federal grand jury
returned an 11-count indictment charging 10 co-conspirators
with conspiring to rob a bank with a time-delay bomb.

* % & kK

Chicago

In July 1988, an individual delivered 14 improvised ex-
plosive devices to undercover ATF agents. Subsequent con-
tacts resulted in a second undercover purchase, at which time
the individual exchanged 20 pipe bombs and a remote con-
trol device for marijuana and cocaine. The individual, who
was wanted by the U.S. Army for desertion, was subsequently
arrested and held for the military authorities. The arrest
culminated a joint investigation that was conducted by ATF;
the Harvey and Markham, Illinois, Police Departments; and
the Cook County, Illinois, Bomb and Arson Unit. Federal
charges of conspiracy and the possession and transfer of
unregistered firearms are pending.

* %k * k%
Chicago

On October 7, 1988, the Buffalo Rock Shooters Supply in
Ottawa, Illinois, exploded, claiming four victims. One of these
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victims was the owner, a federally licensed firearms dealer.
The subsequent investigation was conducted by the LaSalle
County Sheriff’s Office, the Illinois State Fire Marshal, and
ATF. The focal point of the investigation at the time of this
writing is the automatic reloading machine that was in opera-
tion within the facility at the time of the blast.

Cleveland

On August 23, 1988, a convicted felon who illegally
operated a business that manufactured and distributed
fireworks used at exhibitions pled guilty in Federal court.
The defendant, who was on probation after having been con-
victed of impersonating a Government employee in 1985, was
operating his business with a license that had been obtained
by his brother. The defendant had legally operated his
business prior to his conviction in 1985. The execution of a
civil process seizure by a local prosecuting attorney on an
unrelated matter revealed the presence of a large quantity
of Class B explosives. Based on the evidence obtained from
this seizure, ATF obtained and executed a Federal search
warrant at the defendant’s residence. Approximately 1,490
cases of suspected Class B explosives and 600 pounds of black
powder were seized. Evidence that documented the defen:
dant’s ongoing and continued control of the operation was
also seized. The defendant was released on a $20,000 personal
recognizance bond.

* ok K



Cleveland

In the early morning of February 25, 1988, a Willoughby,
Ohio, man, while leaving his residence, activated his
automatic garage door opener from inside his garage. He then
noticed a metal can hanging from the outside handle of his
electric garage door. His closer observation revealed that the
metal can contained a pineapple-type hand grenade, which
was attached to the garage door handle by a fish hook and
fishing line. The Willoughby Police Department and ATF
responded and noticed that the hand grenade pin had already
been pulled. However. the device did not function. The
Summit County Sheritt’s Department rendered the device
safe.

%k kK

Dallas

On April 7, 1988, a Columbian national living in Fort
Worth, Texas, was killed when a remote control bomb
detonated. The victim, who was on probation for the murder
of his girlfriend in March 1987, was allegedly involved in
narcotics trafficking. Witnesses to the bombing reported that
the victim was in his vehicle when a second vehicle occupied
by two men pulled up behind him. One man got into the vic-
tim’s car and talked with him. This man then went back to
his car and drove away. As the vehicle with the two men
rounded the corner, the victim’s car exploded. Within 48
hours of the explosion and after more than 100 interviews
were conducted by ATF and the Fort Worth Police and Fire
Departments, a primary suspect was identified. Other in-
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vestigative leads led to the identification of two co-
conspirators. The investigators subsequently tracked the
suspects to Ardmore, Oklahoma, and Kansas City, Kansas,
where they were appreheuded. On April 13, the primary
suspect and his co-conspirators were indicted by a Federal
grand jury for conspiracy; aiding and abetting; and the
destruction of a vehicle by means of explosives, which
resulted in a death. Investigators determined that the motive
behind the victim’s death was the primary suspect’s desire
to take over the victim’s role in a cocaine distribution ring.
After pleading guilty to their respective charges, one co-
conspirator was sentenced to 5 years’ imprisonment, the sther
co-conspirator was sentenced to 18% years’ imprisonment,
and the primary suspect was sentenced to 48 years’ imprison-
ment. Because of the sentencing guidelines, the primery
suspect is not eligible for parole.

* k% ok Kk

Dallas

On October 24, 1988, in Grants, New Mexico, a woman was
killed when a package she received in the mail exploded as
she opened it. A friend of the victim who had picked up the
parcel from the U.S. post office in Grants was also seriously
injured by the blast. She subsequently died from her injuries
on November 16. The victim’s daughter was also present but
was not injured. Investigators from the U.S. Postal Service,
the Grants Police Department, the New Mexico State Police,
and ATF responded to the scene. Through interviews with
witnesses and friends of the victims, investigators developed
three possible suspects. On November 1, one of the two prime
suspects agreed to be tested on the polygraph. After the test
showed one suspect to be deceptive on several key points, the
investigators questioned him, whereupon the suspect
admitted that he had planned the victim’s death and that
he had constructed and sent the bomb which killed her. He
had done so in retaliation for the victim’s refusal of his mar-
riage proposal. Homicide charges against the suspect were
filed on November 2, 1988.

* %k Kk Kk &

Dallas

On December 7, 1988, after a 5-week jury trial, nine
national officers and six local chapter officers of the Bandidos
motorcycle club were found guilty of the possession of an
unregistered destructive device. Of the nine national officers
convicted, three were also found guilty of the possession of
an unregistered firearm and aiding and abetting. The jury



also found two club members not guilty of their charges and
dismissed the charges against six others. The indictment that
prompted the arrests and convictions of the club members
resulted from an investigation that began in 1983, That year,
the Bandidos bombed a vehicle and a residence that belonged
to a rival outlaw motoreycle club known as the Banshees.
The bombings were in retaliation for an altercation between
members of the two clubs that left one Bandido member killed
and several members of each club wounded. Over time, in-
vestigators from ATF, DEA, Customs, the U.S. Marshal’s
Service, the Corpus Christi Police Department, the Texas
Department of Public Safety, and the Nueces County Sheriff’s
Department gathered information through the execution of
search warrants and grand jury testimony. Their efforts un-
covered a plot by the Bandidos to bomb and murder several
members of the Banshees. Sentencing of the defendants is
pending.

* Kk %k Kk

Dallas

On October 2, 1988, a pipe bomb exploded in Fort Worth,
Texas, killing an 8-year-old boy and injuring five of his
friends. An investigation by the Fort Worth Fire Department
and Arson Unit and ATF revealed that the children had been
pouring the gunpowder out of the pipe and lighting it a little
at a time. Apparently, the lit powder flashed up into the pipe
and caused the explosion. Further investigation developed
a suspect who allegedly manufactured pipe bombs to sell in
the Fort Worth area. One such pipe bomb was used in an
attempt to blow up a car belonging to an individual who had
already purchased one bomb from the suspect. They sub-
sequently had a falling-out, which may have led to the
attempted bombing. When the attempt failed because of a
malfunction in the device, the individual took custody of the
bomb. The investigators determined that the bomb changed
hands on several occasions but was eventually discarded in
an alley. It was in this alley that the children allegedly found
the pipe bomb. ATF subsequently obtained an arrest war-
rant for the suspect, who had fled to Ohio. The warrant was
executed on October 31, 1988, and the suspect was returned
to Texas, where he was held without bond. On January 9,
1989, the suspect entered a guilty plea to the charge of
manufacturing a destructive device. On March 17, the suspect
was sentenced to 5 years’ imprisonment and 3 years’ proba-
tion. This sentence was rendered outside the sentencing
guidelines, which called for a 12-month sentence.
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Detroit

On November 3, 1988, an explosive device detonated in a
vehicle occupied by three individuals. The investigation con-
ducted by ATF and the Macomb County, Michigan, Sheriff’s
Office revealed that the individuals had purchased the parts
necessary to build a time-delayed, electrically detonated pipe
bomb. They allegedly made plans to detonate the bomb in
a field. However, during the assembly process, the device
detonated. One of the occupants of the vehicle was killed, and
the other two were injured. The two survivors face man-
slaughter charges in State court.

* Kk Kk Kk

Houston

On Decemniber 15, 1988, a defendant was found guilty of con-
spiracy and five counts of Title II violations. A co-defendant

is currently serving 10 years in Federal prison on related
charges. The defendant’s conviction stems from an investiga-
tion conducted by ATF and the Houston, Texas, Police
Department. The investigation concerned an attempted
bombing of a truck that belonged to the husband of the defen-
dant’s girlfriend. The defendant had hired his co-defendant
through the “Soldier of Fortune’’ magazine to kill his
girlfriend’s husband. The bombing attempt on the husband’s
life failed, as did two other attempts which were made with
firearms. Judicial action is pending.
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Houston

On October 12, 1985, a grenade bombing occurred at a
residence in Pasadena, Texas. The bombing was an attempt
on the life of an individual who was the target of a murder-
for-hire contract. The individual had been the target of an
earlier incident that occurred in Atlanta, Georgia, in August
1985. This incident also involved grenades, which had been
attached to the individual’s vehicle. The individual escaped
unharmed. He left Atlanta soon after and settled in
Pasadena, which he later fled 1 month before the second
kombing attempt. Prior to living in Atlanta, the individual,
who is a construction worker, lived in Denver, Colorado.
There, he met a woman who allegedly gave him a large sum
of money to start his own excavating business. The business
failed, and the individual left, though not before taking out
a $300,000 insurance policy which named his benefactress
as the beneficiary. Seeking revenge for the money he owed
her, the woman sought the services of an assassin who had
advertised in “Soldier of Fortune” magazine. The woman’s
new boyfriend loaned her $20,000 to pay for the contract,
$15,000 of which was paid in advance to the assassin. The
assassin then hired two co-conspirators to use hand grenades
against the victim’s residence. Their attempt failed. The
intensive investigative efforts of the Pasadena Police Depart-
ment and ATF led to the subsequent indictment of the
assassin and his four co-conspirators on charges of conspiracy,
transporting explosives in interstate commerce with the
intent to commit murder, aiding and abetting, and possessing
an unregistered destructive device. The conspirators were
later tried and convicted. Of the two individuals who hired
the assassin, the woman died prior to being tried, and her
boyfriend received a maximum sentence of 5 years. Of the
two co-conspirators who were hired to commit the bombing,
one was sentenced to three consecutive 4-year sentences, and
the other was sentenced to 20 years’ imprisonment. The
assassin, who was the last to be tried, was sentenced on May
30, 1988, to 40 years’ imprisonment,
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Kansas City

On November 29, 1988, at about 3:45 a.m., Kansas City
fire fighters responded to a construction site near Bannister
Mall for what began as a vehicle fire. After arriving the fire
fighters noticed two other fires at construction trailers.
Shortly after the fire fighters engaged these fires, a tremen-
dous explosion occurred when approximately 15,000 pounds
of ammonium nitrate that was stored in one of the trailers
detonated. As a result of this blast, six Kansas City fire
fighters were killed. Arriving fire fighters were pulled back
as the fire continued to burn. About 40 minutes later, a larger
explosion occurred when the second trailer containing an
estimated 30,000 pounds of ammonium nitrate detonated.
Shock waves from this blast were felt up to 10 miles away.



Because of the suspicious nature of the initial fires and
statements from witnesses, the deaths are being investigated
as homicides.

Los Angeles

On October 14, 1989, a subject transported two previously
constructed improvised explosive devices to the residence of
his ex-girlfriend in Los Angeles, California. His intent was
to place the devices at her residence to harm or intimidate
her. The subject placed one of the devices on the front seat
of his vehicle and the other device in the trunk. Upon his
arrival at his ex-girlfriend’s residence, the subject attempted
to prepare one device for placement. The device prematurely
exploded, causing extensive injuries to the subject. However,
he managed to drive his damaged vehicle approximately two
blocks to a pay phone where he called for the paramedics.
The second device was subsequently rendered safe by the Los
Angeles Police Department Bomb Squad. Federal charges of
transporting explosives with the intent to kill, injure, or
intimidate, and causing malicious damage by means of
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explosives are pending. A .38 caliber revolver was also found
in the subject’s possession. Because of his straw purchase of
the firearm, the subject also faces the charge of falsifying
documerits in the acquisition of firearms.

* % %k k

Los Angeles

The San Diego, California, Sheriff’s Office requested ATF’s
assistance in a multifaceted investigation that involved
murder, arson, and explosives. The prime suspect in the
investigation was the ex-husband of the murder victim, who
was found strangled with her throat cut just days after she
and her new husband won $581,000 in the California lottery.
The suspect and his ex-wife had been engaged in a long
custody suit over their two children. He was known to have
harassed his ex-wife and her new family for 2 years. As the
homicide investigation developed, evidence implicated the
suspect as being involved in the bombing of a vehicle belong-
ing to the ex-wife of the murder victim’s new husband.
Additional evidence implicated the suspect as being the
manufacturer of four pipe bombs that were found at a
residence in Escondido, California, Further investigation
linked the suspect to the arson of a boat that belonged to the
father of the murder victim’s new husband. These
developments prompted the sheriff’s office request for ATF’s
assistance. In March 1988, the suspect was indicted on arson,
explosives, and fraud charges. He was subsequently convicted
of these charges, and on February 23, 1989, he was sentenced
to two consecutive 10-year prison terms for the arson and
explosives charges. He was also given 5 years’ probation on
the fraud charges and was ordered to pay $40,000 restitu-
tion to the victims. An indictment for the suspect’s murder
of his ex-wife is pending.

* % %k Kk

Louisville

On February 22, 1988, a destructive device exploded in a
vehicle that was traveling near Portsmouth, Ohio. A
passenger in-the vehicle sustained serious injuries. The
driver, the passenger’s girlfriend, sustained minor injuries.
The couple was enroute to the U.S. attorney’s office in
Cincinnati where the boyfriend was to plead guilty to cccaine
distribution charges. The explosion, which was caused by a
homemade bomb made of high explosives, was initially
thought to be a drug-related incident. However, investigators
from ATF, the FBI, DEA, the Ohio Highway Patrol, the

Scioto County Sheriff's Office, the Portsmouth Police Depart- -



ment, the Ohio State Fire Marshal’s Office, and the Ashland,
Kentucky, Police Department later determined that the
incident was a suicide attempt. The boyfriend had been
despondent over problems associated with his testifying
against individuals he thought were his friends and partners
in the cocaine business. On September 23, 1988, the boyfriend
pled guilty to an information that charged him with conspir-
ing to distribute cocaine and possessing a destructive device.
On January 20, 1989, he was sentenced to 97 months’
imprisonment and 3 years’ supervised probation.
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Louisville

On July 5, 1988, three separate time bombs detonated at
the old jail, the City Hall, and the East Market Street bridge
in Salem, Indiana. No injuries were reported, and property
damage was minor. During the ensuing investigation con-
ducted by the Indiana State Police, the Washington County
Sheriff’s Office, the Salem Fire Department, and ATF, 10
additional time bombs were found in and around the city.
The recovered bombs contained varying amounts of dynamite
ranging from 18 sticks to 54 sticks. The explosives were later
found to be part of a 410-pound explosives theft that occur-
red on June 13, 1988, in English, Indiana. Explosives used
in a similar device that was recovered after a July 1 explosion
in a State park were also part of this explosives theft. In
excess of 1,000 interviews were conducted and a wide variety
of investigative techniques were employed before the in-
vestigators identified two suspects. They were arrested on
May 17, 1989, and charged with the unlawful possession of
destructive devices, the possession of stolen explosives, and
the attempted use of explosives to interfere with interstate
commerce. If convicted, the suspects face a maximum
sentence of 180 years’ imprisonment and a $180,000 fine.
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Miami

Based on information received from a confidential infor-
mant, ATF agents made contact with two individuals who
wanted to buy automatic weapons. At a subsequent meeting,
the individuals, who were Contra supporters, informed the
undercover agents that they wished to purchase missiles,
such as the TOW (tube-launched optically tracked wire-
guided missile), for use in destroying a heavily protected
fortress in Nicaragua. On dates following this initial under-
cover contact, the agents negotiated a sale of one TOW missile
and one LAW (light antitank weapon) rocket for $50,000. It
was arranged for the weapons and funds to be transferred
at an airport in Montgomery, Alabama. At this meeting, ATF
and U.S. Customs agents provided the individuals with three
dummy TOW missiles in exchange for $25,000 as a deposit
for the delivery of the weapons in Miami. The undercover
phase of the investigation soon culminated with the arrests
of the two individuals. An indictment on Federal explosives,
conspiracy, and exportation charges followed, although the
explosives and exportation charges were dismissed. On July
1, 1988, after a 7-day trial, the two individuals were sentenced
to serve 3 years’ probation, pay a fine of $7,500, and perform
300 hours of community service.

* % %k Kk
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Miami

On February 27, 1988, a destructive device detonated at
the Coral Springs, Florida, Police Department. No injuries
from the blast were reported, although the building’s exterior
sustained approximately $2,000 in damage. Through infor-
mation obtained from individuals who were present at the
time of the bombing, detectives from the police department
and agents from ATF identified a potential suspect. Subse-
quently, the police department, assisted by ATF and the
Broward County Sheriff’s Office Swat Team and Bomb and
Arson Unit, executed a State arrest warrant and search
warrant at the suspect’s residence. There, investigators found
a destructive device capable of being fired from a crossbow,
three firearms, drugs, and drug paraphernalia. The suspect
was arrested without incident. His apparent motive for the
bombing was revenge for ongoing investigations by the Coral
Springs Narcotics Unit into the suspect’s alleged drug
trafficking in south Florida. On October 4, the suspect was
sentenced to 8 years’ imprisonment after pleading guilty.

* ok ok k

Miami

On March 5, 1988, an explosion occurred at the Southern
Inn in Perry, Florida. The explosion resulted in one fatality
and three injuries. The explosion occurred in a late model
Chevrolet pickup truck that belonged to the victim, a guest
at the inn. Approximately 75 of the 100 rooms at the inn
sustained damage, which was, for the most part, restricted
to the windows. In response to a request for assistance from
the State Fire Marshal’'s Office in Tallahassee, ATF’s
Southeast National Response Team responded to the scene.
The investigation revealed that the victim, a staff sergeant
in the Air Force, had just left his room at the inn and was
driving his truck in the direction of the rental office when
the explosion occurred. A detailed examination of the truck
disclosed that the explosion was the result of an explosive
charge which had been placed behind the seat on the driver’s
side. Military authorities reported that on the victim’s last
assignment, blasting caps and military C-4 had been withheld
by the victim and never returned. The victim, who had a
history of alcohol abuse, was absent without leave (AWOL)
from the Air Force at the time of the incident. He allegedly
claimed that persons unknown had threatened him. However,
no evidence was developed during this investigation that
suggested that there had been any criminal activity on the
part of others. Based on a personality profile of the victim
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and the physical evidence gathered at the scene, investigators
were able to substantiate that the victim had committed
suicide.
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Miami
On May 5, 1988, the ATF office in Pensacola, Florida,
received information from the ATF office in Cincinnati, Ohio,
that a pro-life activist was enroute to Pensacola to bomb an
abortion clinic. ATF agents, working jointly with the
Escambia County Sheriff’s Department, the Pensacola Police
Department, and the Florida State Fire Marshal, set up
surveillance at a clinic known as The Ladies Center. In-
vestigators also set up surveillance at the residence of a very
active and very radical pro-life activist in Florida. Based on
their observations of the suspect’s movements, investigators
stopped the suspect’s vehicle and conducted a search. Various
explosive components and a suspected pipe bomb were seized,
at which time the suspect was placed under arrest. Conse-
quently, a search warrant was executed at the suspect’s
residence. There, an assortment of chemicals used in the
manufacture of explosives was recovered. On May 26, 1988,
the suspect was indicted on charges of possessing an
unregistered destructive device. In the subsequent jury trial,
the suspect was found guilty of his charges, and on October
18, he was sentenced to three concurrent 30-month prison
terms, which are to be followed by 3 years’ probation.
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Nashville

In November, a subject who had previously served time for
an arson conviction was indicted for his attempt to destroy
his business in Memphis, Tennessee, by means of a natural
gas explosion. The subject was observed by a surveillance
team as he entered the business and exited several minutes
later. An investigator from the gas utility company who was
part of the surveillance team discovered that the gas had been
turned on. After he turned the gas off, agents from the
surveillance team executed a search warrant on the business.
There, the agents found a burning candle and an open gas
valve. A latent fingerprint found on the candle holder was
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later matched to the subject. On March 22, 1989, the subject
pled guilty to an indictment that charged him with arson,
solicitation to commit a crime of violence, aiding and
abetting, and mail fraud. On May 22, 1989, the subject was
sentenced to 63 months’ imprisonment.

Nashville

The Carter County, Tennessee, Sheriff’s Department had
been investigating a subject on a variety of charges, including
possession of stolen property and marijuana. Upon their
arrival at the subject’s residence, the investigating officers
were granted a consent search. As a result of the search, 51
explosive devices were recovered. Six of these devices were
bound together by electrical tape. They had a mercury switch
that was capable of being the triggering mechanism. Other
device components were also found, including a transmitter.

* Kk K %k %k

Nashville

A subject who was under indictment in Tennessee for deal-
ing in stolen explosives offered additional explosives for sale
to an ATF informant. The subject-and his partner had stolen
the explosives from an explosives magazine that they had
gained entry to by using a cutting torch. The subject and his
partner then sold explosives to an undercover agent who
posed as a member of the Ku Klux Klan. The subject pled
guilty and was sentenced to 2 years’ imprisonment. His



sentence has an unusual twist in that the subject must appear
at his local high school on two occasions, wearing leg irons
and chains. He must deliver a speech to the students about
life as an inmate and the risks associated with violating the
Federal explosives laws.
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New Orleans

ATF assisted the Camden, Arkansas, Fire Department, who
discovered explosives stored in an old storage bin. Using elec-
tric blasting caps, rats had made nests among batteries inside
the bin. These nests were found among several boxes of high
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explosives. The rats had eaten through the leg wires scat-
tered around the storage bin. Two hundred and eight blasting
caps, 85 fuse caps, 36 sticks of Tovex, and 10 sticks of Irelo
Iremite 60 were recovered.
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New Orleans

On August 24, 1986, a pipe bomb detonated in the night
depository of the First Bank and Trust in Bossier City,
Louisiana. An investigation by ATF, the FBI, and the Bossier
City Police Department ensued. Their investigation revealed
that the bank’s vault teller had embezzled, during a 5-month
period, approximately $70,000 from the bank to support a
narcotics habit. On the day of the incident, which was just
prior to a scheduled bank audit, one of the teller’s two co-
conspirators placed the pipe bomb in the depository in an
effort to make it look like someone had broken into the bank
and stolen the money. The second co-conspirator, the teller’s
brother, had assisted the other co-conspirator in making the
pipe bomb. Laboratory examinations of physical evidence and
the conduct of extensive undercover work enabled the in-
vestigators to identify the conspirators, who were indicted
on January 20, 1989. The teller and her brother were tracked
to Seattle, Washington, where they were arrested on January
23 and were charged with conspiring to rob a bank by means
of explosives. They éntered a plea of guilty. She was sen-
tenced to 5 years’ imprisonment, and her brother received
a sentence of 6 months’ imprisonment with 5 years’
probation. Their co-conspirator was arrested on January 24



in Cincinnati, Ohio, and was charged with manufacturing
the destructive device used in the bombing. He pled guilty
to his charges on March 17 and was sentenced to 2 years’
imprisonment.

* % %k k

New Orleans

On December 15, 1988, the sheriff of LaFourche Parish,
Thibodaux, Louisiana, and his part-time deputy were injured
when a remote contrel pipe bomb detonated. The pipe bomb,
which had been packed with nails and bullets for shrapnel,
was hidden in a paper bag that had been placed beside the
sheriff’s vehicle. The pipe bomb detonated when the sheriff
kicked the bag with his foot. The explosion nearly severed
the sheriff's foot, which was later reattached by surgery. The
deputy was struck in the side with a piece of lead. The
Louisiana State Police contacted ATF and requested that the
Bureau assist in this investigation, which also included the
efforts of the LaFourche Parish Sheriff’'s Office and the
Thibodaux Police Department. On January 31, 1989, in-
vestigators served two search warrants at the homes of two
individuals. Their searches resulted in the recovery of a
remote control charger, explosive residue, and wire and liquid
sealant, all of which were similar to the explosive materials
used in the pipe bomb. The individuals were subsequently
arrested and charged with conspiracy, the possession of a
destructive device, and the use of explosives to inflict injury
and cause damage. Further investigative efforts led to taped
conversations between a former sheriff and a cooperating in-
formant. In these conversations, the former sheriff admitted
to paying the two aforementioned individuals to kill the
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current sheriff. The former sheriff was later arrested and
charged with conspiring to inflict injury and cause damage
by means of illegal explosives. On March 22, 1989, the former
sheriff and his three co-conspirators pied guilty to their
respective charges. Sentencing is pending.

* %k ok k

Philadelphia

On March 7, 1988, undercover agents negotiated their
second purchase of pipe bombs from two individuals. These
individuals were acting under the direction of a longtime
member of a La Cosa Nostra (LCN) family in Philadelphia.
The agents, working in conjunction with a confidential in-
formant, agreed to purchase 10 devices for $8,000. Upon
inspection of the devices, the agents effected the arrests of
the individuals. The arrest of the LCN family member soon
followed. Subsequently, the agents conducted a consensual
search of the residence where the bombs were manufactured.
This search resulted in the seizure of black powder, empty
cast iron pipe, fuse, and other assorted paraphernalia used
in the manufacture of pipe bombs. On May 16, 1988, the two
individuals pled guilty to a 28-count indictment that charged
them with conspiracy to manufacture explosive devices,
aiding and abetting, and the possession and sale of pipe
bombs. The LCN family member was convicted of the same
charges on June 13. All three defendants are in custody
pending sentencing.

* % kK

San Francisco

On June 29, 1989, in Richmond, California, an unknown
explosive device detonated, injuring seven children, some
critically. The children, who ranged in age from 4 to 17 years,
had found the device at or near an empty lot. The children
were observed playing with the device in the vacant lot. The
children were told to leave the area by a local resident, at
which time they took the device with them to an apartment
complex. While playing with the device on a second level
balcony of the apartment building, one of the victims inserted
match heads into an opening in the device that had been
made with a pen knife, After the match heads were inserted
into the opening, a flame was applied to the opening, which
resulted in the detonation. The victims were gathered around
the device when it detonated.

San Francisco

On January 16, 1988, a large bomb destroyed a Mormon
church in Marion, Utah. The perpetrators, who were
members of a Fundamentalist group of Mormons that prac-
tice polygamy, fled the scene and barricaded themselves
inside a remote ranch compound, refusing to surrender. Their
bombing of the church was in recognition of the ninth an-
niversary of the death of their leader, who was killed by police
officers in 1979. Fifteen people were inside the compound,
including six adults totally committed to the siege and nine
minor children. ATF agents, FBI agents, Summit County
deputies, and Utah State troopers responded to the scene. The
people holed up in the compound resisted law enforcement’s

‘efforts to execute both arrest warrants and search warrants

for 13 days following the destruction of the church. The siege
ended on January 28 with the shooting death of a Utah State
Department of Corrections enforcement officer, the wounding
of the principal suspect, and the arrest of three other suspects



associated with the bombing. Subsequent to the arrests, a
Federal grand jury in Salt Lake City returned an indictment
that charged the suspects with bombing interstate property,
attempting to kill Federal officers, using a firearm during
a crime of violence, aiding and abetting, interfering with
Federal officers, possessing a bomb, and possessing a sawed-
off shotgun. The suspects were convicted and sentenced on
September 2. The principal suspect was sentenced to three
consecutive 5-year prison terms and 5 years’ probation. Of
his three co-conspirators, one was sentenced to 5 years’
imprisonment and 5 years’ probation, and two were each
sentenced to two consecutive 5-year prison terms and 5 years’
probation.

* Ak ok k

Seattle

From August to October 1988, nine bombings occurred at
AM/PM convenience shops in and around the greater Seattle,
Washington, and Portland, Oregon, areas. The method of
operation for each bombing was the same. The perpetrator
would enter the store, order the store clerk to the rear of the
premises, place a pipe bomb in or under the store safe,
detonate the bomb, and remove the cash. The investigation
was conducted by ATF; the Everett, Seattle, and King
County, Washington, Police Departments; and the
Washington County and Portland, Oregon, Police Depart-
ments. Their investigation resulted in the identification and
subsequent arrests of three individuals who have been
charged in a 19-count indictment in Federal court.

* % k k %k

Seattle

On October 26, 1988, four members of the Aryan Nation
were sentenced as a result of their guilty pleas to charges
of conspiracy to commit racketeering, the manufacture of
destructive devices, the possession of machine guns, the
transportation and possession of counterfeit currency, and
the destruction of property used in interstate commerce by
means of explosives. This judicial action was the result of
a 2-year investigation that was conducted by ATF, the FBI,
the U.S. Secret Service, the Idaho State Police, the Kootenai
County, Idaho, Sheriff’s Department, and the Coeur d’Alene,
Idaho, Police Department. The investigation concerned a
series of bombings that occurred in the Coeur d’Alene area.
The bombings were directed at a trucking company, an auto
restoration company, a Catholic rectory, a Federal building,
a restaurant, and a telephone supply company. There was
also an attempted bombing of a financial building: Based on
information obtained from investigative leads, the officers
executed a Federal search warrant at the residence of two
of the defendants. There, bombing evidence, automatic
weapons, and counterfeit U.S. currency were seized. Soon
after, a 16-count indictment was returned against the four
defendants. The principal defendant was sentenced to 20
years’ imprisonment, two co-defendants were each sentenced
to 8 years’ imprisonment, and the remaining defendant was
sentenced to 6 years’ imprisonment, suspended, and was
placed on 5 years’ probation.

* % %k ok ok

St. Louis

On June 2, 1988, a vehicle carrying a man, his wife and
son, and a fourth individual was stopped by Calhoun County,
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Illinois, sheriff’s deputies who were conducting a burglary
surveillance operation. One of the deputies observed a silver
cylindrical object in a clear plastic bag on the front seat of
the vehicle. The deputy had the occupants exit the vehicle.
He also removed the object, which upon closer examination
was a pipe bomb. The four occupants and the device were then
taken into custody. A followup investigation revealed that
the husband had previously been charged with incest by a
State’s prosecuting attorney. The husband considered the
indictment political harassment and, as a result, retaliated
by enlisting his wife and son to assist him in murdering the
attorney. They intended to kill him by attaching the pipe
bomb to his vehicle. However, in the husband’s attempt to
place the bomb, the attorney’s dog alerted the attorney to
the intruder. The husband fled the area. This bombing
attempt occurred just prior to the family’s arrest by the
deputies. Swift prosecutive action by the State’s attorney
office resulted in the indictment of the family. On October
31, 1988, the husband was tried and convicted in State court
on charges of attempted murder, conspiracy to commit
murder, and the illegal possession of a destructive device.
He was sentenced to 28 years’ imprisonment. The husband’s
subsequent guilty plea to the incest charges resulted in an
additional 22 years’ imprisonment. Judicial action for the
wife and son are pending.

St. Paul

On June 13, 1988, a bomb detonated in the bed of a pickup
truck parked on a street in Green Bay, Wisconsin. The blast
from the bomb scattered debris and shrapnel 200 yards in
all directions. The occupant of the vehicle, who was also the
owner, sustained slight injuries as did a pedestrian passerby.
The pickup truck was totally destroyed, and nearly 61
vehicles in a parking lot received minor damage. At the
request of the Green Bay Police Department, ATF responded
to the scene to lend assistance. After several extensive
interviews and a thorough crime scene search, which included
the reconstruction of the device, the investigators determined
that the occupant of the truck was the prime suspect in the
bombing. While at the bomb scene, the investigators found
a receipt for the purchase of explosive materials and bomb
components. The investigators also recovered a list of names
that contained the name of the pedestrian who was injured
by the explosion. Apparently, the suspect had been follow-
ing the pedestrian for several months because the suspect
believed his children had been molested by the pedestrian.
The recovery of the receipt and the list of names prompted



the execution of a Federal search warrant at the suspect’s
residence. There, evidence was collected that revealed addi-
tional purchases of explosive powder. Notes, sketches, and
receipts were also retained as evidence to support the
suspect’s connection to the construction of the destructive
device used in the bombing. The suspect was subsequently
arrested on June 24 on charges of unlawfully possessing a
destructive device. He appeared before the U.S. magistrate
and was ordered held without bond pending a detention hear-
ing. The suspect has been in the custody of the State and
under psychiatric evaluation since his appearance before the
magistrate. Judicial action is pending.

LE & & &1

St. Paul

On January 21, 1988, ATF received information that an
individual in Huron, South Dakota, was violating Federal
explosives laws. This individual was federally licensed to
manufacture high explosives. However, the individual was
allegedly involved in the illegal manufacture of destructive
devices, to wit, mortar rounds. ATF pursued the investiga-
tion in conjunction with the South Dakota Division of
Criminal Investigation, the Huron Police and Fire Depart-
ments, the Beadle County Sheriff’s Office, and the Beadle

County Civil Defense. Based on information obtained dur-
ing the investigation, investigators obtained a Federal search
warrant for the individual’s residence and for his explosives
storage magazines, which were located on a neighboring
farm. The conditions of the home were deplorable. Explosive
material, chemicals, and device components used in the
manufacture of Class B explosives were littered in mounds
throughout every room in the house. Investigators also found
other types of high explosives illegally stored in rooms. City
fire, building, and health inspectors subsequently sealed and
condemned the house. The explosives magazines found on the
farm were in a similar state. None of the magazines complied
with Federal storage regulations, and each of them was
seriously decayed. Evidence was obtained from both sites, and
a court order was obtained to destroy those explosive
materials that were determined to be hazardous. On October
19, 1988, a Federal grand jury returned an indictment that
charged the individual with illegally manufacturing and
possessing a destructive device, illegally storing explosives,
and failing to keep records of explosives. On March 20, 1989,
a judge suspended the individual’s sentence of 3 years’ pro-
bation, provided that he pay a $50 fine, serve 6 months in
a halfway house, and receive psychiatric evaluation.

* % kK Kk

Washington

On December 31, 1988, an explosion occurred in the garage
of the residence belonging to the Consul for the Brazilian
Embassy. The 18-year-old son of the Brazilian Consul and
three friends were victims of the explosion. Two of the vic-

" tims were killed instantly. The Consul’s son and the fourth

victim died at the hospital as a result of their injuries. The
Montgomery County, Maryland, Fire Marshal and ATF
agents responded to the scene. Agents from the FBI, the U.S.
Secret Service, and the Department of State alse responded.
As a result of search warrants executed af the residences of
the victims, packaging materials and chemicals used in the
production of M-80 type explosive devices were recovered.
Investigators found more chemicals and explosive materials
at the dormitories of three of the victims. One of the chemicals
that was recovered had been used in the manufacture of the
device. Computer disks, photographs, and documents that
possibly relate to explosives were also seized.
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Forbidden Explosives

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF) has
been conducting investigations into the illegal distribution
of M-80 explosive devices almast since the passage of the
explosives laws in 1970.

During the 10-year period from 1979-1988, ATF statistics
revealed a total of 594 investigations involving 41 explo-
sions, 50 fatalities, and 101 injuries as a result of illegal
M-80 factories. In addition, property damage was estimated
in excess of $18.7 million. ATF activated a National
Response Team on seven of those occasions where explo-
sions occurred.

In 1984, ATTF initiated an Illegal Explosives Interdiction
Project, which was designed to monitor investigations con-
cerning the illegal distribution of M-80’s. By the time of
the project’s inception, it became increasingly clear that the
scope of the investigations ATF was conducting went far
beyond street sales of M-80’s; the scope expanded all the
way to the factories which were producing these devices and
to the suppliers of raw materials for the devices.

Despite ATF’s successes in the interdiction of illegal ex-
plosive device manufacture, many law enforcement person-
nel still look upon M-80’s as “firecrackers.” This is a gross
misconception. M-80’s are classified as explosive devices.

ATPF’s experience has shown that a raid upon an illegal
explosive device factory can be one of the most dangerous
operations in which a law enforcement officer can par-
ticipate. An officer should approach an investigation of this
sort with as much awareness as possible of the M-80
manufacturing process and the hazards caused by the
careless storage of chemicals and explosive mixtures at
these plants. Armed with this knowledge, an officer will
be able to conduct one of these investigations safely and
successfully.

Toward this end, ATF recently published the Special
Agent Guide to Investigating M-80 and Similar Explosive
Devices. The purpose of this handbook is to enable ATF
special agents to execute a safe and thorough search of an
illegal explosive device (M-80) factory and to conduct a suc-
cessful investigation of the factory. The handbook guides
the investigator through such items as ATF’s investigative
jurisdiction and seizure authority relative to M-80’s and
similar devices. In addition, this manual discusses in-
vestigative techniques, the M-80 manufacturing process,
and the safe handling of explosive materials. Contact your
local ATF office for additional information.

Jurisdiction

Jurisdiction over M-80’s and similar devices is the respon-
sibility of the following agencies:
1. The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF).
2. The Department of Transportation, Office of Hazar-
dous Materials Regulation (DOT).
3. The Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC).
ATF is empowered by 18 U.S.C. chapter 40 with the
responsibility for licensing the manufacturer, distributor,
and user of explosives and explosive materials. By law,
anyone who engages in the business of manufacturing such
devices must possess a valid license to assemble explosive
powder. The manufacturer or distributor of such devices
who fails to secure such a license is in violation of 18 U.S.C.
section 842(a) (1).
Chapter 49, CFR, section 117.86 requires that all ex-
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plosive materials be submitted to DOT for examination and
classification before they can be transported in cominerce.
Analysis is done by a private agency, the Bureau of Ex-
plosives. Because M-80’s and similar devices have never
been submitted for such analysis, they are considered for-
bidden explosives under 49 CFR section 173.51. As such,
their transportation in interstate commerce is illegal.
CPSC has jurisdiction over hazardous substances in

accordance with Title 15, U.S.C., chapter 30. Section
1261(f) (1) (a) of this statute defines a hazardous substance
as follows:

“Any substance or mixture of substances which (I)

is toxic; (II) is corrosive; (IIT) is an irritant; (IV) is

a strong sensitizer; (V) is flammable or combustible;

or (VI) generates pressure through decomposition,

heat, or other means, if such substances or mixture

of substances may cause substantial personal injury

or substantial illness during, or as a proximate

result of, any customary or reasonably foreseeable

handling....”

Furthermore, 16 CFR section 1500.17(a) (8) declares that

the following are banned as hazardous substances:

“Fireworks devices intended to produce audible ef-

fects (including but not limited to cherry bombs,

M-80 salutes, etc.) if the audible effect is produced

by a charge of more than 2 grains of pyrotechnic

composition....”

Definitions

The Department of Transportation (DOT), Office of Hazar-
dous Materials Regulation is the Government agency
responsible for the examination, classification, and approval
of explosive materials. All such materials submitted to NC™T
are subject to analysis by the Bureau of Explosives, Bureau
of Mines, or other contract agency. Materials approved by
the Bureau of Explosives are assigned a classification by
DOT.

Class C Fireworks.

Class C fireworks are also called common fireworks. They
are designed for use by the general public and include
firecrackers and salutes with casings that do not exceed 1%
inches in length and % inch in diameter. Their pyrotechnic
composition does not exceed 2 grains. Class C fireworks are
not regulated by ATF. However, anyone who manufactures
the explosive materials used in Class C fireworks must ob-
tain a license from ATF. (See 27 CFR section 55.41(a).)

Special Fireworks.

Special fireworks are classified by ATF as low explosives.
Special fireworks which are included within the definition
of Class B explosives are designed to produce visible or
audible pyrotechnic¢ effects. Their pyrotechnic composition
is greater than 2 grains of explosive charge. Federal law
places the following restrictions on the use and sale of
special fireworks:

1. Anyone who acquires, transports, ships, or
receives, in interstate or foreign commerce, any
special fireworks for his personal use must ob-
tain a user permit. (See 27 CFR section 5541 (a).)

. Anyone who manufactures black powder or any
explosive material used in special fireworks, as
well as anyone who imports or deals in special
fireworks, must obtain g license from ATF. (See
27 CFR section 55.41 (a).)



M-80’s, M-100’s, Cherry Bombs, and Other Similar
Devices.

These items have never been submitted to the Bureau of
Explosives for approval; therefore, they are classified as for-
bidden explosives by DOT. As such, they are considered by
ATPF to be explosive devices. These devices are not Class
B explosives or special fireworks and are not to be referred
to as such.




ATF Arson Enforcement
“A Team Effort”

The growing number of arson incidents nationwide and the
complexity of each arson investigation has necessitated that
law enforcement address the problem as a team effort. ATF
has long been an advocate of the team concept. In 1977, ATF
established its first arson task force in Philadelphia. The task
force approach proved effective, even though the Federal
arson laws then were enforced under the Explosives Control
Act of 1970. Under this act, an investigator’s ability to prove
the most common method of arson, the use of accelerants,
relied on the Federal court’s acceptance of the “fuel air
mixture” theory (18 U.S.C. section 844(j)). An explosive,
according to the theory, was defined, in part, as a chemical
compound which contained any oxidizing and combustible
units that would explode when ignited. This definition
presented quite an obstacle to investigators seeking a suc-
cessful prosecution. On October 12, 1982, when the Anti-
Arson Act came into effect, law enforcement saw a change
in the direction of arson investigation. This act amended
certain sections of the Explosives Control Act of 1970 with
the insertion of language that covered malicious damage or
threats to damage property by means of fire as well as
explosives. The Anti-Arson Act of 1982 was welcomed legisla-
tion to ATF because it was designed to enhance Federal
efforts to impact significantly upon the national erime of
arson. Since 1982, ATF has spearheaded a drive to coordinate
arson enforcement efforts among Federal, State, and local
authorities. One of the most successful ways ATF has found
to address and combat arson crimes is by pooling its talents
and resources with those of State and local agencies in task
forces to attack arson in those areas experiencing major prob-
lems. Each task force is unique in configuration, reflecting
such contributing factors as environment, manpower, and
management techniques. ATF currently has 15 formal task
forces in operation in the following cities: Boston, Chicago,
Dallas, Detroit, Houston, Los Angeles, Newark, New Orleans,
New York, Philadelphia, Seattle, San Francisco, St. Paul,
Kansas City, and Pittsburgh. Typigally, each task force is
comprised of three to five ATF special agents and at least
two arson investigators from the local police and/or fire ser-
vice agencies. Usually, the local officers contribute cause and
origin expertise, while all member agencies provide addi-
tional investigative talents and assist in other support areas.
A valuable member of the task force is the auditor from ATF’s
Office of Compliance Operations. In the past, auditors were
used primarily for assisting in the collection of revenues from
the alcohol and tobacco industries. As ATF’s arson program
has grown, the auditors have made their assistance in com-
plex arson investigations a top priority. ATF’s investigations
of arson crimes are directed at major incidents that involve
profit-motivated schemes. For this reason, the auditors’ skills
are needed, and their expertise in this regard has proven very
valuable. Thirty-four ATF field auditors are currently located
at Compliance Operations offices nationwide. Five additional
auditors are stationed at ATF Headquarters in Washington,
DC, and 1989 projections include increasing the number of
auditors by three to meet future arson-related demands. The
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U.S. attorney’s office and the local prosecutors are also in-
cluded in the task force and are available for direction during
each step of the investigation. Statistically, ATF investigates
only a small percentage of arsons that occur in the United
States each year. While statistics on the total of incendiary
and suspicious fires are not yet available for 1988, in 1987,
the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) reported
105,000 fires of suspicious and incendiary origin that caused
$1.59 billion in damages. By comparison, in 1988, ATF in-
itiated 519 investigations into arson fires that killed 55
persons and injured 182. The average amount of property
damage in each arson investigated by ATF was in excess of
$1 million.

Training has been instrumental to the success of ATF’s
arson program. The schools listed below are conducted by
ATF each year at the Federal Law Enforcement Training
Center in Glynco, Georgia.

Advanced Arson-for-Profit for State and Local Officers
# Schools # Students. # Officers trained Cost per

per year per class (since 1982) student
3 36 750 $400 (approximate)
Arson-for-Profit for State Prosecutors
# Prosecutors
# Schools # Students trained Cost per
per year  per class (since 1982) student
1 36 186 $180 . (approximate)

Arson-for-Profit for Insurance Claim Supervisors

# Personnel

# Schools # Students trained Cost per
per year  per class (since 1982) student
1 40 150 $400 (approximate)

Student selection for the various training programs is based
upon recommendations submitted by the special agent in
charge (SAC) of each district office. (See the directory in the
back of this publication for the addresses of ATF district
offices.) In addition to training, ATF’s arson efforts have had
a substantial monetary impact on the insurance industry and
general public. Since October 1, 1980, it is estimated that
more than $352 million has been “saved” by the insurance
industry as a direct result of effective law enforcement
relating to the crime of arson. The money has been saved in
the sense that in the absence of these effective law enforce-
ment efforts, the insurance industry could have potentially
payed out that amount for arson-related crimes, thus creating
a greater burder on the premium-paying general public and
the national economy as a whole.



ARSON PROFILING

Since January 1987, ATF has been involved in a joint
program with the FBI that concerns arson profiling. This
developmental program was designed to determine if a per-
sonality profile could be used to help identify a serial arsonist.
The program has had some impressive results. Contributing
to the program’s future success wiil be the investigative
application of data that validate certain characteristics com-
mon among arsonists. This data will be compiled from over
40 interviews with incarcerated arsonists. The information
will be analyzed and comparisons will be made, the results

from which will ultimately be used in assisting in the iden-
tification of future arsonists given similar circumstances and
methods of operation, ATF is encouraged by the results and
plans to continue with its research. Bear in mind, however,
that arson profiling is a fairly new investigative technique
that is intended for use as an investigative tool. It is not to
be considered evidence of guilt.

Additional information on the program can be obtained by
contacting the SAC, Arson Enforcement Branch
(202-566-7395). Profiling assistance is also available at the
State and local level through the nearest ATF office.

ATF Arson Statistics

Case Reports

Fiscal Incidents Persong Persons Property Doliars Submitted/Def.

Year Investigated Killed Injured Damage Saved Recommended
1979, oo 634 47 286 143.0 mil UNK 123/111
1980......c0h i 653 34 80 154.5 mil 54.0 mil 176/303
1981, ... iiinn 451 25 115 199.5 mil 27.0 mil 112/286
1982, . iiiiin i 352 40 106 154.2 mil 37.0 mil 101/195
1983 ... ... einn 550 58 178 232.6 mil 30.0 mil 110/247
1984 ...t 561 34 200 238.7 mil 43.2 mil 136/314
1985..... .. 553 55 218 871.6 mil* 77.3 mil 180/410
1986........coetn, 507 47 190 254.8 mil 31.7 mil 193/538
1987 . i 511 141%* 375 368.6 mil 24.6 mil 166/382
1988. .. 541 54 189 549.8 mil*** 27.8 mil 169/389
Totals .......,..... 5313 535 1937 3.167 bil 352.6 mil 1456/3175
(10 yr.avg)......... 531 54 194 816.7 mil 35.3 mil 146/318

*Includes a $400 million loss in New Jersey.
**Includes 97 persons killed in the DuPont Plaza fire.

***Includes a $200 million loss at the 1st Interstate bank in Los Angeles.

ATF Training Accomplishments

Arson-for-profit school—Glynco, Georgia 1982-1988 (two-week school)

State and Local Personnel: 726
ATF S/A—Journeymen: 324
ATF S/A—New Agents: 252
Arson-for-profit 5-day road show and 3-day seminar 1977-1988
State and Local Personnel: 1700 (approximate)
State and Local Prosecutors: 166
Insurance Investigators: 150
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Directory of ATF Headquarters

Bureau of Aleohol, Tobacco and Firearms
Associate Director, Law Enforcement
Ariel Rios Federal Building
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.
Washington, DC 20226

-

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
Chief, Explosives Division Special Agent in Charge

Ariel Rios Federal Building Explosives Enforcement Branch

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW. Ariel Rios Federal Building

Washington, DC 20226 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.

(202) 566-7159 Washington, DC 20226

(202) 566-7395

-

| ARIEL RIOS
FEDERAL BUILDING
12TH & PA AVE

"Bureau of Alcohol
Tobacco & Firearms
.

\
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State

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas
Counties of
Mississippi
and
Crittenden

All other
counties

California
Southern

Northern and

Central

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware

District of

Columbia

Florida

Directory of ATF District Offices

All addresses given below should be preceded by:

Special Agent in Charge

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms

Address

2121 8th Avenue North
Room 725

Birmingham, AL 35203-2305
(205) 731-1205

Federal Building, Room 806
915 Second Avenue

Seattle, WA-98174

(206) 442-4485

P.O. Box 1991, Main Office
Los Angeles, CA 90053-1991
(213) 894-4812

215 Centerview Drive
Suite 215

Brentwood, TN 37027
(615) 736-5412

10001 Lake Forest Blvd,
Room 309

New Orleans, LA 70127
(504) 589-2350

P.O. Box 1991, Main Office
Los Angeles, CA 90053-1991
(213) 894-4812

221 Main Street, Suite 1250
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 974-9589

221 Main Street, Suite 1250
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 974-9589

Boston Federal Office Bldg.
10 Causeway St., Room 701
Boston, MA 02222-1081
(617) 565-7040

U.S. Customs House, Room 504
2nd and Chestnut Streets
Philadelphia, PA 19106

(215) 597-7266

7799 Leesburg Pike
Suite 802 South

Falls Church, VA 22043
(703) 285-2543

8420 NW. 52nd Street
Suite 120

Miami, FL 33166
(305) 536-4368

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

Illinois

Northern and

Central

Southern

Indiana
Northwest
counties

All other
counties

Jowa

Kansas

Kentucky
Counties of
Campbell,
Kenton, and
Boone

All other
counties

101 Marietta Street, NW., Suite 406

Atlanta, GA 30303
(404) 331-6526

Federal Building, Room 806
915 Second Avenue

Seattle, WA 98174

(206) 442-4485

Federal Building, Room 806
915 Second Avenue

Seattle, WA 98174

(206) 442-4485

2115 Butterfield Road
0Ozk Brook, IL 60521-1364
(312) 620-7824

1114 Market Street
Room 611

St. Louis, MO 63101
(314) 425-5560

2115 Butterfield Road
Oak Brook, IL 60521
(312) 620-7824

510 West Broadway
Suite 807

Louisville, KY 40202
(5602) 582-5211

811 Grand Avenue, Room 108
Kansas City, MO 64106
(816) 867-7188

811 Grand Avenue, Room 106
Kansas City, MO 64106
(816) 867-7188

Plaza South One, Room 300
7251 Engle Road

Middieburg Heights, OH 44130
(216) 522-7210

510 West Broadway
Suite 807

Louisville, KY 40202
(502) 582-5211



Louisiana

10001 Lake Forest Blvd.
Suite 309
New Orleans, LA 70127

. (504) 589-2350

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri
Eastern

Western

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New
Hampshire

New Jersey
Northern

Boston Federal Office Bldg.
10 Causeway St., Room 701
Boston, MA 02222

(617) 565-7040

7799 Leesburg Pike
Suite 802 South

Falls Church, VA 22043
(703) 285-2543

Boston Federal Office Bldg.
10 Causeway St., Room 701
Boston, MA 02222-1081
(617) 565-7040

231 W. Lafayette
533 Federal Building
Detroit, MI 48226
(313) 226-4830

316 North Robert Street
Room 658

St. Paul, MN 55101
(612) 290-3092

2121 8th Avenue North
Room 725

Birmingham, AL 35203-2305
(205) 731-1205

1114 Market Street, Room 611
St. Louis, MO 63101
(314) 539-3560

811 Grand Avenue, Room 106
Kansas City, MO 64106
(816) 867-7188

Federal Building, Room 806
915 Second Avenue

Seattle, WA 98174

(206) 442-4485

811 Grand Avenue, Room 106
Kansas City, MO 64106
(816) 867-7188

221 Main Street, Suite 1250
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 974-9589

Boston Federal Office Bldg.
10 Causeway St., Room 701
Boston, MA 02222-1081
(617) 565-7040

90 Church Street
Room 1016

New York, NY 10008
(212) 264-4659

Southern

New Mexico
Northern and
Central

Southern

New York

North
Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio
Counties
immediate to
Tristate
Area

All other
counties

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

South

Carolina

South Dakota

U.S. Customs House
Room 504

2nd and Chestnut Streets
Philadelphia, PA 19106
(215) 597-7266

P.O. Box 50906

Dallas, TX 75250-0906

(214) 767-2250 .
16630 Imperial Valley Drive
Suite 263

Houston, TX 77060

(713) 220-2169

90 Church Street
Room 1016

New York, NY 10008
(212) 264-4659

4530 Park Rd.

Suite 400

Charlotte, NC 28209
(704) 371-6125

316 North Robert Street
Room 658

St. Paul, MN 55101
(612) 290-3092

510 West Broadway
Suite 807

Louisville, K'Y 40202
(502) 582-5211

Plaza South One, Ro:ma 300
7251 Engle Road

Middleburg Heights, OH 44130
(216) 522-721(

P.O. Box 5090t
Dallas, TX 75259-0906
(214) 767-2250

Federal Building, Room 806

915 Second Avenue
Seattle;, WA 98174
(206) 442-4485

U.S. Customs House, Room 504
2nd and Chestnut Streets ‘
Philadelphia, PA 19106
(215) 597-7266

Boston Federal Office Bldg.
10 Causeway St., Room 701
Boston, MA 02222-1081
(617) 565-7040

4530 Park Rd.

Suite 400

Charlotte, NC 28209
(704) 371-6125

316 North Robert Street
Room 658

St. Paul, MN 55101
(612) 290-3092



Tennessee

Texas

Northern

Southern

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

215 Centerview Drive
Suite 215-A
Brentwood, TN 87027
(615) 736-5412

P.O. Box 50906
Dallas, TX 75250-0906
(214) 787-2250

16630 Imperial Valley Drive
Suite 263

Houston, TX 77060

(713) 220-2169

221 Main Street, Suite 1250
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 974-9589

Boston Federal Office Bldg. .

10 Causeway St., Room 701
Boston, MA 02222-1081
(617) 565-7040

7799 Leesburg Pike
Suite 802-South

Falls Church, VA 22043
(703) 285-2543

Washington

West Virginia
Northwest
Panhandle

area
All other

counties

Wisconsin

Wyoming

Federal Building, Room 806
915 Second Avenue

Seattle, WA 98174

(206) 442-4485

U.S. Customs House, Room 504
2nd and Chestnut Streets
Philadelphia, PA 19106

(215) 597-7266

510 West Broadway
Suite 807

Louisville, K'Y 40202
(502) 582-5211

316 North Robert Street
Room 658

St. Paul, MN 55101
(612) 290-3092

Federal Building, Room 8086
915 Second Avenue

Seattle, WA 98174

(206) 442-4485
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ATF Explosives/Arson Training—Fiscal Year 1990

ATF, in conjunction with the National Center for State and Local Law Enforcement Training, offers train-
ing in advanced explosives investigative techniques and advanced arson-for-profit investigation. Briefly presented
below are qualifications for attendance, costs, and program outlines of these schools. On the following page
is a registration request, suitable for duplication, that may be used in application for either of these schools.
If applying for both courses, use separate registration requests. Please note that upon receipt of an application
by the Federal Law Enforcement Training Center (FLETC) in Glynco, Georgia, a card informing the applicant
of such will be mailed. This card does not constitute scheduling. When selected, a letter of confirmation will
be forwarded to the applicant approximately 45 days in advance of the scheduled school.

Advanced Explosives Investigative Techniques Training Program

Qualifications for Attendance: Enrollment is
limited to public safety officials involved and ex-
perienced in the investigation of bombings and
related explosive incidents (police and fire
investigators).

Estimated Cost for Fiscal Year 1990: $450, This fee
covers room, board, materials, and supplies. At-
tendees are responsible for their own transportation
expenses to FLETC. Fees will be collected on the first
day of class.

Program Outline: The 2-week program of instruc-
tion was developed in conjunction with the Interna-
tional Association of Bomb Technicians and Investi-

gators (IABTI) and is presented in the classroom and
through practical exercises. The subject areas covered
include pre-planning, team concept and individual
duties, initial and final explosive scene evaluations,
processing the crime scene, technical resources
available to the investigator, information manage-

- ment, roles of the prosecutor and expert witness, in-

formants and undercover techniques, and the
pathologist’s role in bombing investigations.

Proposed Schedule—Fiscal Year 1990:
1. Nov. 26-Dec. 8, 1989
2. April 8-20, 1990
3. Sept. 23-Oct. 5, 1990

Advanced Arson-for-Profit Investigative Training Program

Qualifications for Attendance: Applicants must be
full-time law enforcement and/or fire service person-
nel whose workload is primarily focused upon the in-
vestigation/management of arson-related crimes.
Each applicant should be familiar with cause and
origin determination.

Estimated Cost for Fiscal Year 1990: $413. This fee
covers room, board, materials, and supplies. At-
tendees are responsible for their own transportation
expenses to FLETC. Fees will be collected on the first
day of class.

Program Outline: This 2-week program of instruc-
tion is presented in the classroom and through prac-
tical exercises, The subject areas covered include the
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arson task force concept, analytical techniques, visual
investigative aids, financial investigative techniques
and motives, kinesic interviewing, report writing,
electronic surveillance techniques, real estate and
insurance investigative techniques, laboratory
capabilities, and utilization of the expert witness.

Proposed Schedule—Fiscai Year 1990:
1. Oct. 17-26, 1989
2. Mar. 13-22, 1990
3. Jul. 10-19, 1990

Arson-for-Profit for State Prosecutors:
1. Jun. 7-11, 1990
2. Sept. 10-14, 1990



National Center for State and Local Law Enforcement Training
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center
Glynco, Georgia

REGISTRATION REQUEST

Program Title Preferred Program Date(s)
Applicant’s Name SSN Sex
Department/Agency Duty Telephone No.
Address/Agency City, State, Zip Code
Applicant’s Rank/Title Length of Time in Total Years’ Experience

Present Assignment

Name and Title of Authorizing Official

Signature Dazte

FEE: per student

Program costs include tuition, meals, lodging, and course materials, Fees will be collected on the first
day of class, and may be paid by cash, check or money order. Make checks payable to the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Center.

CONFIRMATION: A confirmation letter with full details on housing, transportation, and schedules
will be provided upon acceptance to the program.

Questions may be directed:

Assistant Director

Office of State/Local Training

Federal Law Enforcement Training Center
Building 262

Glynco, Georgia 31524

912-267-2345
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