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I was reading a post on APN (http://www.americanpreppersnetwork.com/2010/12/castle-doctrine-laws-by-state.html) the other day 

and got to wondering just what the “Castle Doctrine” (aka Defense of Habitation Law) was and what in the world is the 

difference between “stand your ground”, “duty to retreat”, “line in the sand”, and “retreat to the wall” are.   Well let me 

tell you it is not as clear cut in America today as it is in other countries or in days of yore!! 

 
The Make My Day nickname is from the Dirty Harry Sudden Impact film 

"When"When"When"When    a strong man, fully armed, guards his house, his possessions are safe."a strong man, fully armed, guards his house, his possessions are safe."a strong man, fully armed, guards his house, his possessions are safe."a strong man, fully armed, guards his house, his possessions are safe."    
Luke 11:21Luke 11:21Luke 11:21Luke 11:21    

 

What I found out is that the Castle Doctrine is probably one of the oldest and most documented self-defense with 

deadly force ideologies in human history.  It traces its existence back to Biblical times (Exodus) and English Common Law 

(ah ha, now I understand the “retreat to the wall” phrase); most notably in 1651 Hobbes Great Britain as the "act of 

defending oneself” and then in a sports sense with references to fencing (1728) and boxing (1820s).   It appears that 

human kind has been warring with the differences between murder and deadly force self-defense since the beginning of 

time. 

 



Castle Doctrine - Continued 

2 | P a g e  

 

All of the above phrases are basically attempting to define the various examples of deadly force in self-defense, or in our 

country, more like the “defense of self-defense”.   To add to this confusion is the fact that the interpretation of each of 

these phrases is different in each state and different between the states and federal government.   

 

In the United States the right to defend oneself, loved ones, property and guests, with deadly force if necessary, was 

expanded to our states and country in the 2nd Amendment of our Bill of Rights.   The 10th Amendment gives each state 

its own sovereignty, independent from the central government, to produce and enforce its own rules, regulations and 

guidelines for its citizens.  This makes the Castle Doctrine very powerful and should not be taken lightly.  It also explains 

why the doctrine is so widely debated and has all the additional “phrases of explanation” to it. 

 

So because of the Bill of Rights each state has established its own laws concerning the Castle Doctrine.  The states do 

this by using various clauses in their constitutions and or Criminal Law documents and their own definitions of “legal 

property, access, defense”, etc. with regards to deadly force.   While our federal judicial and legislative branches have 

their own definitions and interpretations.  Both utilize the (in my book) egotistical wordy, double-speak mumbo jumbo 

way of writing this down for us of the “common masses”.   All of which does nothing but muddy the waters. 

 

"Though defensive violence will always be 'a sad neces"Though defensive violence will always be 'a sad neces"Though defensive violence will always be 'a sad neces"Though defensive violence will always be 'a sad necessity' in the eyes of men of sity' in the eyes of men of sity' in the eyes of men of sity' in the eyes of men of 
principle, it would be still more unfortunate if wrongdoers should dominate principle, it would be still more unfortunate if wrongdoers should dominate principle, it would be still more unfortunate if wrongdoers should dominate principle, it would be still more unfortunate if wrongdoers should dominate 

just men." just men." just men." just men."     
St. AugustineSt. AugustineSt. AugustineSt. Augustine    
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Bottom line here is that in the United States there is no specific meaning that applies across the board, from federal to 

state to judicial and legislative levels.  On top of that all of these terms and phrases have different meanings depending 

on which state and which court is looking at what specific case, at any specific time.  Basically us citizens must make a 

split second decision as to which interpretation we can use to defend ourselves, loved ones and property, while risking 

death if we fail to make this decision quickly or face prison if we make a wrong decision, based on the previously 

mentioned judges, courts, laws, statutes, bills, acts and constitutions at any given time.   Now that was a mouthful but I 

think you get my drift! 

 

The meanings to these terms are so dang blasted confusing that even the law and resource web sites appear to have 

contradictory information.  If you don’t believe me take a gander: 

 

'Self'Self'Self'Self----defense is nature's eldest law.' defense is nature's eldest law.' defense is nature's eldest law.' defense is nature's eldest law.'         
John DrydenJohn DrydenJohn DrydenJohn Dryden    

 

South Carolina:  “Persons not "required to needlessly retreat." Right define needlessly. 

 

Washington:  “Homicide justifiable in the lawful defense of self or other persons present; and there is imminent danger 

of such design being accomplished ...or in the actual resistance of an attempt to commit a felony... or upon or in a 

dwelling, or other place...”  What is the difference between “actual resistance” and regular resistance? 

 

California in their Penal Code – “sets forth that unlawful, forcible entry into one's residence by someone not a member 

of the household creates the presumption that the resident held a reasonable fear of imminent peril of death or great 

bodily injury should he or she use deadly force against the intruder.”  Then in their Criminal Justice books – gives the 

instruction, "A defendant is not required to retreat. He or she is entitled to stand his or her ground and defend himself 
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or herself and, if reasonably necessary, to pursue an assailant until the danger ... has passed. This is so even if safety 

could have been achieved by retreating." However, it also states that "[People v. Ceballos] specifically held that 

burglaries which 'do not reasonably create a fear of great bodily harm' are not sufficient 'cause for exaction of human 

life.'” The court held that because a "trap-gun" was used, the doctrine did not apply.”  Imminent peril, define imminent? 

 

Colorado:  states "...any occupant of a dwelling is justified in using any degree of physical force, including deadly physical 

force, against another person when that other person has made an unlawful entry into the dwelling, and when the 

occupant has a reasonable belief that such other person has committed a crime in the dwelling in addition to the 

uninvited entry, or is committing or intends to commit a crime against a person or property in addition to the uninvited 

entry, and when the occupant reasonably believes that such other person might use any physical force, no matter how 

slight, against any occupant."  Reasonable belief?  And just how is the person to know if a crime has been committed or 

that the intruder might use physical force? 

 

Hawaii dictates that “Retreat is required outside the home if it can be done in "complete safety."”  Oh yeah this is real 

clear “IF” it “CAN” be done in “COMPLETE SAFETY”! 

 

'Even in the best and most peacefully civilized countries many occasions 'Even in the best and most peacefully civilized countries many occasions 'Even in the best and most peacefully civilized countries many occasions 'Even in the best and most peacefully civilized countries many occasions 
arise when a woman versed in the knowledge and use ofarise when a woman versed in the knowledge and use ofarise when a woman versed in the knowledge and use ofarise when a woman versed in the knowledge and use of    firearms may firearms may firearms may firearms may 

find that information and skill of great importance.'find that information and skill of great importance.'find that information and skill of great importance.'find that information and skill of great importance.'        
Annie Oakley, Oct. 1919Annie Oakley, Oct. 1919Annie Oakley, Oct. 1919Annie Oakley, Oct. 1919    

 

Illinois has no requirement of retreat, use of deadly force is justified and specific legislation prevents filing claim against 

defender of dwelling.   Wow is it really this clear and easy in this state? 

 

Kansas has no duty of retreat and use of force in defense of one’s dwelling is justified.  It’s the on “one’s dwelling” that 

gets batted around in the courts here. 
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''''Self defense is a part of the law of nature; nor Self defense is a part of the law of nature; nor Self defense is a part of the law of nature; nor Self defense is a part of the law of nature; nor can it be denied the can it be denied the can it be denied the can it be denied the 
community, even against the king himself.' community, even against the king himself.' community, even against the king himself.' community, even against the king himself.'     

William BarclayWilliam BarclayWilliam BarclayWilliam Barclay    
 

Maine states “Deadly force is justified to terminate criminal trespass AND another crime within home, or to stop 

unlawful and imminent use of deadly force, or to effect a citizen's arrest against deadly force; duty to retreat not 

specifically removed”.  Here is another one of those “imminent” catch alls -  “to stop unlawful and imminent use of 

deadly force”. 

 

Maryland on the other hand has case-law but no statute that incorporates the common law castle doctrine into its self 

defense laws.  Since there is no statute their mixed cases result in “invitees or guests may have duty to retreat”.   Oh 

yeah let’s leave this open to battle in the courts on a case by case basis!  Must be great job security… 

 

Michigan does not relieve the duty to retreat “unless [deadly force is] necessary to prevent imminent death …"  Which 

boils down to it does not require retreat unless it can be “safely” done and define “necessary” and “imminent”. 

 

Although Minnesota has no duty to retreat before using deadly force in “self defense” or “to prevent a felony in one's 

place of abode” it also has four cases where duty of retreat was upheld.  Now how often does the homeowner have a 

crystal ball to see the future to know a felony is going to be committed, yet alone just what is a felony is or not? 

 

Missouri has a good one:  “Extends to any building, inhabitable structure, or conveyance of any kind, whether the 

building, inhabitable structure, or conveyance is temporary or permanent, mobile or immobile (e.g., a camper, RV or 

mobile home), which has a roof over it, including a tent, and is designed to be occupied by people lodging therein at 

night, whether the person is residing there temporarily, permanently or visiting (e.g., a hotel or motel), and any vehicle. 

The defense against civil suits is absolute and includes the award of attorney's fees, court costs, and all reasonable 

expenses incurred by the defendant in defense of any civil action brought by a plaintiff.”  OK this sounds nice.  Does 

anyone know if it works as it reads? 
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New Jersey is vague with its “retreat required outside home if actor knows he can avoid necessity of deadly force in 

complete safety, etc.” rendering.  “If” , ”necessity”, ”complete safety”? 

 

Ohio extends its no duty to retreat if home to “vehicles of self and immediate family”.  Now what is “vehicles of self”?  

 

“If someone has a gun and is trying to kill you, “If someone has a gun and is trying to kill you, “If someone has a gun and is trying to kill you, “If someone has a gun and is trying to kill you,     

it would be it would be it would be it would be reasonable to shoot back with your own gun.” reasonable to shoot back with your own gun.” reasonable to shoot back with your own gun.” reasonable to shoot back with your own gun.”     

The Dalai LamaThe Dalai LamaThe Dalai LamaThe Dalai Lama    
 

Although Oregon has no duty to retreat if home, it seems to test this law with just about every case, thus constantly re-

defining the law.  Like in State of Oregon vs Sandoval the states Supreme Court ruled that the “sets out a specific set of 

circumstances that justify a person's use of deadly force (that the person reasonably believes that another person is 

using or about to use deadly force against him or her) and does not interpose any additional requirement (including a 

requirement that there be no means of escape)."  Good one “reasonably believes” and “no means of escape”, we need 

that crystal ball again. 

 

Idaho does have a duty to retreat doctrine yet it has passed other acts, bills, etc that state that “Homicide is justified if 

defending a home from "tumultuous" entry”.  Ok what the hey is “tumultuous entry”? 

 

New York seems to contradict itself with “May not use deadly physical force if he or she knows that with complete 

personal safety, to oneself and others he or she may avoid the necessity of so doing by retreating;  except that the actor 

is under no duty to retreat if he or she is in his or her dwelling and not the initial aggressor.”  Now if you can’t say it in 

one breath you gotta wonder if you should be saying it all and define “complete personal safety”. 

 

Pennsylvania has a statute that says “defense of self there is no obligation to retreat from the home or workplace unless 

the actor was the initial aggressor”.  This is defined in PA Constitutional Statute 507 with:  “allows the use of deadly 

force if the actor believes there has been an unlawful entry into his or her dwelling and believes that nothing less than 
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deadly force will end the incursion; if the person on the receiving end of the deadly force is "attempting to dispossess [the 

actor] of his dwelling otherwise than under a claim of right to its possession;" or if deadly force is the only thing that will 

prevent a felony from being committed in the dwelling. In any of those cases, the property owner must first ask the 

interloper to desist — unless the owner believes that doing so would be "useless," "dangerous," or would result in the 

property being defended coming to substantial harm before the request to desist could be effectively communicated.”  

Then the courts goes on to modify this in a case between  co-workers  stating: "surrendering possession of a thing to a 

person asserting a claim of right thereto" and "complying with a demand that [one] abstain from any action which [one] 

has no duty to take" are listed in addition to retreating as avenues which, if open to the actor but not taken, invalidate 

justification for the use of deadly force. Deadly force itself is not justifiable unless "the actor believes that such force is 

necessary to protect himself against death, serious bodily injury, kidnapping or sexual intercourse compelled by force or 

threat."    All these “ifs” are the mud in this one and bottom line here is that it is up in the air and at the mercy of the way 

any judge or court wants to define this gobbly gouk at any given time. 

 

South Dakota gets short and sweet, but rather vague with “Homicide is justifiable if committed by any person while 

resisting any attempt to murder such person, or to commit any felony upon him or her, or upon or in any dwelling house 

in which such person is."   So I guess if a dude breaks in and just wants to rape and beat the crap out of a woman, in her 

own home, she cannot use deadly force for defense because she doesn’t KNOW the intruder is just going to just beat the 

crap out of her instead of kill her -  right, who wrote this BS? 

 

My own state of New Mexico appears to be case based with no civil immunity for self defense in its self defense 

statutes.  Most of what I read kept referring to:  “Section 30-2-7A NMSA 1978 provides that a homicide is justifiable 

when committed in the necessary defense of property.”  Although this statute has been a part of New Mexico law since 

1907, the New Mexico appellate courts have never given the statute a broad interpretation.  The New Mexico courts 

have consistently held, not always referring to the statute, that one cannot defend his property, other than his 

habitation, from a mere trespass to the extent of killing the aggressor.  (State v. McCracken, 22 N.M. 588, 166 P. 1174 (1917); 

State v. Martinez, 34 N.M. 112, 278 P. 210 (1929); State v. Couch, 52 N.M. 127, 193 P.2d 405 (1946)”.) – Add to this - the failure in 

2007 of House Bill 163, of the 48th Legislature (1st session) presented by John A. Heaton, which was titled:  “An Act. 

Relating to Criminal Law; Providing for justifiable use of defensive force.”  that would have instituted a Stand Your 

Ground law for NM and NM is a NO Castle Doctrine state of case by case enforcement.  (You can download this bill 

@www.handgunlaw.us/documents/legislative-pdf/HB0163.pdf). 

 

Now where do these people get off thinking that these nifty terms are clear and concise?  
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needlessly 

if 

safely 

may 

imminent peril  

mere trespass 

necessity/necessary 

tumultuous 

actual resistance 

vehicles of self 

 

Based on the sources below, with their quantifying dates of application, this is where the individual states stand on: 

Castle Doctrine - Stand Your Ground - Defense of Habitation Law  - Make  My Day - Duty to Retreat or whatever you want 

to call it and however the states and feds have defined it. 

 

If anyone can clear up some of this contradictory information please send the state code to TheCastleDoctrine.com via 

their online email form @ http://www.thecastledoctrine.com/id4.html.  

 

Castle Doctrine State by State Table per TNT research as of December 5, 2010 

State Stand Your Ground (SYG) 

Castle Doctrine (CD)  

No Duty to Retreat if in 

home (NDR-H) 

No Duty to Retreat 

anywhere or undefined 

(NDR) 

Nada (N) 

Comment Date of Source Source 

Alabama SYG  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine  

Alaska NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine  

Arizona SYG  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine  

Arkansas N  2010 (01) January 18 http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 
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State Stand Your Ground (SYG) 

Castle Doctrine (CD)  

No Duty to Retreat if in 

home (NDR-H) 

No Duty to Retreat 

anywhere or undefined 

(NDR) 

Nada (N) 

Comment Date of Source Source 

California NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine  

Colorado NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Connecticut NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

District of Columbia N  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Florida SYG  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Georgia SYG  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine  

Hawaii NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Idaho CD weak  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Illinois NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Indiana SYG  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Iowa N  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (01) January 18 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

Kansas NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Kentucky SYG  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Louisiana SYG  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Maine NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Maryland NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Massachusetts NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Michigan NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Minnesota NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Mississippi NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Missouri NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Montana CD weak Considering 2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Nebraska N  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (01) January 18 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

Nevada NDR-H weak 

N 

Wikipedia is the optimistic 

one 

2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (01) January 18 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

New Hampshire N Considering 2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

New Jersey NDR-H Statutes 2C:3-4, retreat 

required outside home if 

actor knows he can avoid 

necessity of deadly force 

in complete safety, etc. 

2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

New Mexico N Uses state constitution 

and criminal statutes to 

define self defense with 

deadly force.  Failed to 

pass a NDR bill in 2007. 

2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (01) January 18 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

New York N Upholds castle doctrine in 

general, but relies on case 

law instead of specific 

2008 (06) June 21 

 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://www.helium.com/items/1864986-the-

castle-doctrine  
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State Stand Your Ground (SYG) 

Castle Doctrine (CD)  

No Duty to Retreat if in 

home (NDR-H) 

No Duty to Retreat 

anywhere or undefined 

(NDR) 

Nada (N) 

Comment Date of Source Source 

legislation, may enforce a 

duty to retreat and may 

impose specific 

restrictions on the use of 

deadly force. 

2010 As of 

North Carolina NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

North Dakota NDR-H 

N 

Wikipedia is the optimistic 

one 

2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (01) January 18 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

Ohio NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Oklahoma CD weak  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Oregon NDR-H 

CD 

N 

Helium says No, Wikipedia 

& WrongfulDeath say Yes. 

My guess is that whatever 

they have it must be 

awfully weak or no 

statutes and is case by 

case. 

2008 (06) June 21 

 

2010 (01) January 18 

 

 

 

2010 As of 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

http://www.helium.com/items/1864986-the-

castle-doctrine  

Pennsylvania CD weak 

N 

Helium says No, Wikipedia 

& WrongfulDeath say Yes. 

My guess is that whatever 

they have it must be 

awfully weak or no 

statutes and is case by 

case. 

2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

2010 (01) January 18 

 

 

 

2010 As of 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

http://www.helium.com/items/1864986-the-

castle-doctrine 

Rhode Island NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

South Carolina NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

South Dakota CD weak Very weak, no specific 

statute, upholds in general 

2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Tennessee SYG  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Texas SYG  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Utah SYG  

NDR-H 

 2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Vermont N  2008 (06) June 21 

 

2010 (01) January 18 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

 

Virginia N  2008 (06) June 21 

 

2010 (01) January 18 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

 

Washington SYG weak Case based 2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

West Virginia NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

Wisconsin N  2010 (01) January 18 

 

 

 

2010 As of 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/

18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-

laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/ 

http://www.helium.com/items/1864986-the-

castle-doctrine  
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State Stand Your Ground (SYG) 

Castle Doctrine (CD)  

No Duty to Retreat if in 

home (NDR-H) 

No Duty to Retreat 

anywhere or undefined 

(NDR) 

Nada (N) 

Comment Date of Source Source 

Wyoming NDR-H  2008 (06) June 21 

2010 (05) May 28 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

 

 
Primary Resources 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle_doctrine 

http://wrongfuldeath.lawyersection.com/01/18/2010/the-castle-doctrine-self-defense-laws-that-protect-you-from-harm/  

http://www.helium.com/items/1864986-the-castle-doctrine 

http://www.thecastledoctrine.com/  

 

FYI Definitions of Self Defense 
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TNT 

PS – This was originally written back in early 2011, some sites no longer exist, sorry to say. 


