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Founding Fathers: 

“Liberty cannot be preserved without a general knowledge among the people, who have a right, from the frame of their nature, to knowledge, as their 

great Creator, who does nothing in vain, has given them understandings, and a desire to know; but besides this, they have a right, an indisputable, 

unalienable, indefeasible, divine right to that most dreaded and envied kind of knowledge; I mean, of the characters and conduct of their rulers.” --

John Adams, Dissertation on Canon and Feudal Law, 1765 

 
 

House Bill 40 – Castle Doctrine –Update 

Leadership Sends HB 40 to the House 

Appropriations Committee to Die: 
While the public's attention was distracted and captivated by 

the torturous budget debate, House Bill 40 (Castle doctrine) was 

quietly spirited into the House Appropriations Committee to 

what some political observers believe is to be left to a slow and 

quiet death at the hands of the Pennsylvania House of 

Representatives Democratic leadership. 

In choosing this parliamentary maneuver and tactic it may 

be accurate to say that this is backfiring on the political power 

brokers. The sponsor, Rep. Scott Perry, and some in the media 

(PA Self Defense Bill Appears Dead) have expressed growing 

frustration at the fact that this legislation, that has 126 

cosponsors, would most likely pass if it was brought to the floor 

and that this is a clear attempt at silencing the will of the people 

and the rank-and-file legislators. 

Gun rights activists continue to pressure the House and the 

Senate to take up the mantle of this legislation and bring it to 

the floor for a full vote. Not only do gunowners deserve the 

opportunity to present this matter to the full legislature but so do 

the tireless advocates on both sides of the aisle who have 

continued to sponsor and cosponsor this legislation. 

We encourage you to continue to keep up the pressure and 

focus on the members of the Pennsylvania House of 

Representatives Appropriations Committee members to petition 

and beseech the majority chairman of this committee, Rep. 

Dwight Evans, to release this bill from the clutches of his 

legislative dungeon. 

 

Swirling array of gun constitutional 

issues at the Federal and State levels 

overwhelm the senses 
First and foremost we finally have some clarity from the 

United States Supreme Court on the Second Amendment and an 

individual citizen's right to bear arms! The decision in the 

McDonald case regarding the Chicago handgun ban that has 

been in effect since 1982 is, make no mistake about it, a 

landmark decision that will transform the issue of gun 

ownership. In addition, the coupling of this decision with the 

Heller decision from two years ago regarding the Washington 

DC ban provides for an amazing level of clarity on such a 

controversial issue. 

If for no other reason, it will be amusing to watch the 

American Civil Liberties Union try to wiggle out of being 

involved in cases wherein citizens are denied 2nd Amendment 

rights now that it is a recognized constitutional freedom (civil 

right). As is usual, the anti-gun spin doctors were out within 

minutes trying to minimize the impact of this decision on the 

gun control movement. Unfortunately, for Sarah Brady, Josh 

Sugarman and the rest of their ilk, the lies they have told 

incessantly for the last 40 years regarding the Constitution, our 

heritage and the basis of the freedoms protected therein have 

finally been exposed for the duplicitous and self-centered 

ramblings of individuals who are unwilling to retrace their steps 

or admit they are wrong! 

Disclosure Bill – H.R. 5175  

Hot on the heels of the McDonald decision is the effort, by 

the Obama administration and the Leaders in the House of 

Representatives, to enact what is called the "disclosure bill". 

This is an attempt to reinstitute the limitations that the Supreme 

Court (Citizens United case) said were unconstitutional in the 

McCain/Feingold legislation. Even more to the point, this is a 

naked attempt to silence the American citizens who have 

expressed their growing resentment towards a government and 

an administration that is increasingly oblivious to their voices 

and their concerns. 

In fact this Disclosure Bill has direct ‘historical’ connections 

going back well over 200 years to the widely reviled President 

John Adams statute known as the "Alien and Sedition Acts"! 

All one has to do is read history to realize that some in 

government (especially the Federalists at the time) have always 

chafed at the unbridled criticism of Americans who feel that 
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their freedom of speech guarantees them the ability to criticize 

government where they believe they are wrong.  Now desperate 

incumbents are singling out citizens and most organizations 

(under 500,000 members) for legal duct taping of their 1st 

amendment rights.  This is ALL about control and protecting 

incumbents against the growing resentment of the American 

people to an isolationist federal legislature who have forgotten 

who they ‘work’ for! 

Pennsylvania Gun Rights Issues 

Throughout the last 7 1/2 years and, in particular, the last 

three years Pennsylvania has been squarely under the 

microscope of the anti-gun organizations at the national level 

and within the state on a variety of issues. The main reasoning 

behind this is the desire not to lose Pennsylvania to the 

conservative movement that is sweeping across the country in a 

political sense thus bringing power politics from the national 

level and to gun rights issues and others. The real loser here are 

the citizens of this commonwealth who desperately need 

changes to the gun laws in this state if they are to avoid 

becoming a prosecutorial and political ping-pong ball! 

Issues such as House Bill 2536, which is representative 

Lentz's so-called license to carry a concealed firearm loophole 

bill that is nothing but a façade for his congressional aspirations. 

Or Rep. Kessler who is also a supervisor of Oley Township that 

enacted an ordinance violating Pennsylvania preemption law, 

which bans firearms on Township property (you would think a 

state representative would know that this was illegal)! 

Another hot button ticket item is the continuing pressure of 

Cease-Fire Pennsylvania to enact local ordinances that also 

violate Pennsylvania preemption law. Of course Joe Grace of 

Cease-Fire PA refuses to admit that this is a violation but clearly 

the Philadelphia legislators to core operating with this anti-gun 

organization fully understand the import and reasoning by virtue 

of what Rep. Thomas said at a May 25 Judiciary Committee 

hearing. At this hearing Rep. Thomas admitted that the 

enactment of local ordinances was a case of civil disobedience 

clearly indicating that these anti-gun state representatives and 

Cease-Fire PA were conspiring to break in violate Pennsylvania 

law. These individuals are not ones to let ethics or reality get in 

the way of a good public relations spectacle since not one of 

these laws or ordinances have resulted in anyone or any 

individual being prosecuted for violating them. Thus giving lie 

to the true intentions and reasons for these efforts, which are to 

manipulate state law and the state legislature and advance the 

gun control agenda for political purposes. 

As you can see from this newsletter and the agenda items for 

Sunday’ meeting there are many, many more issues before us 

but in the end result we must not be distracted from the 

importance of the upcoming general election and the need to be 

involved in redirecting our government by enacting legislators 

who understand the importance of our Constitution and the 

limitations of government. 

 

Of Children, Liberty, and the Right 
to Bear Arms  

Tonight as I put my girls to bed and they laid their heads 

down and went to sleep I was struck by a thought that pierced 

me so deeply I felt the need to put it into words. Often in the 

realm of political struggle and legal battles to preserve our 

liberties we discuss philosophy and principle and we offer 

platitudes suited to further our cause, but in the midst of all our 

quotations of law, founding fathers, and men of reason we 

cannot lose sight of what gave men pause to discover the nature 

of man's rights and the cause which made men run into battle in 

the name of this notion we call individual liberty. I think, 

tonight, I saw more clearly than ever the tangible motive that 

provoked men to challenge kings and tyrants from the times of 

ancient Egypt to colonial America. It was not wealth or power 

these men sought; although they did wish to prosper...it was 

something far simpler and yet something not considered 

principle in the argument for freedom by many politicians and 

scholars. 

Before I became a father I always talked of liberty and the 

rights of man but it was purely intellectual. I never really felt 

such passion as I do now to actively preserve the essential 

liberties granted to us by nature and secured by our Constitution. 

When I first held my daughter in my arms my whole world 

changed. As time passed and another beautiful little girl entered 

my life I began to ponder on not just the intellectual side of my 

belief but the reality of how eroded the concept of essential 

liberty has become in our country and what it might mean for 

the future of my children. 

I often hear the arguments by those who seek to remove 

more and more freedom that I must think of the children and 

that we must keep them safe so please, if you will, hand over 

this right or that right. Then they return a little while later and 

request with aid of some tragic event if I would not mind 

handing over another liberty because after all you don't really 

need that and it would make our job so much easier to keep you 

and your family safe. Time and again the people of this country 

buy into that same line of thinking and willingly tighten the 

noose around our collective necks. Not many stop to think of 

where these requests will end or what they are giving up until it 

is too late. As I sit here tonight and feel my heart beating with 

such pride and love as a father for the two most precious people 

in the world to me and of my wife who is my life and love I 

cannot fathom handing their safety and well being over to 

another. It is this cause and this motive that I believe moved 

men to first perceive freedom and individual liberty. 

In the end of our lives here in this existence what have we 

but the dirt which holds our remains? What is it that causes us 

to want to preserve our freedoms which we hold onto for yet a 

moment? Looking into the kind and innocent eyes of a daughter 

answers that question for me. Holding my wife and feeling the 

love I have for my family is what pushes me to action. Liberty 

should not just be for one generation but for all who follow 

behind us. It is not an idle task to endure but is a daily battle 

against those who would turn our emotion and our love of life 

and family into a cause that would destroy all that we hold dear. 

Know that the only thing that can keep all we treasure safe from 

the hands of tyrants and small minded men is the barrel of the 

gun that you hold pointed in the face of every such evil. Without 

the ability to protect our loved ones and our families there is no 

liberty. That is why I fight as passionately as I do for my right to 

bear arms. The root of my cause is not a love for wood and steel 

or a fetish for violence...it is and ever will be the endearment of 
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that first glance into the eyes of a new human being that calls 

me, daddy.  

BY T IMOT HY HAVE NE R 

 

Chicagoans shoot back despite city's ban 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

Chicagoans who would rather be tried by 12 than 
carried by six are not waiting for the US Supreme 
Court to announce its decision in the pivotal 
McDonald v. Chicago case that most believe will 
incorporate the Second Amendment to cities and 
states. 

While that decision was expected to be announced 
by the end of June, two male Chicago residents used 
handguns, illegally possessed in their homes according 
to the Windy City's handgun ban, within an eight-day 
span to defend themselves and their loved ones against 
armed criminals. 

On May 26, an 80-year-old Korean War Army 
veteran fatally shot an armed man police said tried to 
break into the victim's East Garfield Park home. 

Then, on June 3, a drug suspect fleeing Chicago 
police chose the wrong home to break into on the 
city's West Side, when the 27-year-old South Austin 
resident inside wounded the intruder with a handgun. 

Neither of the residents who fired for self-defense 
has been identified and, so far, neither has been 
charged with violating the city's handgun law. 
However, they could still be charged. 

Investors Business Daily noted of the first incident 
that "if the 80-year-old vet living on the city's West 
Side didn't have the gun the city said he shouldn't have, 
he and his 83-year-old wife and 12-year-old great-
grandson might have joined those victims of gun 
violence about whom gun-control advocates 
constantly chirp." 

The elderly vet obtained the gun in violation of the 
city's handgun ban after a prior incident in which the 
couple was robbed at gunpoint by three armed 
intruders. So when Anthony Nelson—a parolee with a 
record of drug and gun arrests—tried breaking into 
their East Garfield Park home, they were ready. 

Nelson fired twice at the elderly homeowner, who 
walks with a cane but retained enough of his military 
marksmanship to drop the intruder with a single 
gunshot to the chest. 

The younger resident involved in the June 3 
shooting had a valid firearm owner's identification 
card, but also a misdemeanor 2002 conviction for 
unlawful possession of a shotgun. 

Police said they pulled over the drug suspect in that 
case, Aaron Marshall, for a traffic violation shortly 
after midnight on North Pine Street when he jumped 
from his car and ran from the scene. Marshall, 26, a 
felon with a long criminal history, dropped a large 
quantity of narcotics as he ran from police, said Officer 
Laura Kubiak, a police spokeswoman, quoted by the 
Chicago Tribune. 

Marshall ran two blocks north, coming to a gated 
home on North Long Avenue. When the suspect 
crashed through the home's front window, police said 
the resident, fearing for his safety, shot Marshall in the 
chest. 

Marshall was taken to Mount Sinai Hospital, where 
his condition was stabilized, officials said. He was 
charged with criminal trespass, drug possession and 
two traffic citations, Kubiak said. 

Marshall's criminal background includes a felony 
drug conviction in 2009 and a 2007 conviction for 
felony aggravated unlawful use of a weapon, court 
records show. 

Chicago Tribune columnist John Kass wrote in 
2008 that in his city only two classes of people can 
possess firearms—criminals and politicians. Chicago 
politicians, he noted, either used their influence to 
"become deputized peace officers so they can carry" or 
"often go around surrounded by armed bodyguards on 
the city payroll." 

Whether that will change if the Supreme Court 
applies its 2008 Heller decision to Chicago and other 
states and cities remains to be seen. Chicago officials 
seem likely to follow Washington, DC's example, if the 
McDonald decision goes against them, setting up a 
system for some sort of licensing, but making it as 
difficult and expensive as possible. The New GUN WEEK, 

July 1, 2010 
 

SCOTUS declines to review Glock liability 

case 
The US Supreme Court has refused to hear the 

appeal in Ileto v. Glock, a liability case that stems from 
the August 1999 crime spree by Buford 0. Furrow, Jr., 
an avowed white supremacist, who shot several 
children at the North Valley Jewish Community Center 
and then gunned down US postal carrier Joseph Ileto. 

Family members of the deceased and children 
wounded in the shootings sued Glock, RSR and 
several other firms. The case had been dismissed 
earlier based on the Protection of Lawful Commerce in 
Arms Act. 
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Representing Glock and RSR in the case was 
Christopher Renzulli of the Renzulli Law Firm, who 
after being notified of the Supreme Court's rejection of 
the appeal remarked, "Our clients are elated that the 
judicial system has confirmed what they have been 
saying all along—Bufford Furrow's brutal criminal 
conduct caused this tragedy. Glock and RSR continue 
to enjoy their unblemished reputations in the law 
enforcement and civilian firearm communities." The New 

GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 
 

Maryland AG's opinion clarifies .22 rifle 

issue 
Maryland's Attorney General Douglas Gansler 

issued a favorable opinion on May 24 on what 
constitutes a "copy" of a so called assault weapon that 
may be subject to the state's "regulated firearm" law. 

The issue was whether .22 caliber rimfire rifles that 
may cosmetically resemble any firearms defined as 
"assault weapons" in the Annotated Code of Maryland 
should be regulated under that section as "copies" of 
the listed center-fire models. 

According to the opinion, a copy must be similar 
"in its internal components and function to the 
designated weapon" and "cosmetic similarity to an 
enumerated assault weapon alone would not bring a 
weapon within the regulated firearms law." 

The opinion also states that the Maryland State 
Police will make the initial decision as to whether the 
gun's internal parts make it a "copy" of an "assault 
weapon." 

The National Rifle Association said the opinion 
represents a victory for Maryland's law-abiding citizens 
who use these common rimfire rifles for competition, 
sport shooting and home defense. The New GUN WEEK, 

July 1, 2010 
 

Knife group opens ‘Second Front' rights 

campaign 
Knife Rights chairman Doug Ritter on June 5 

announced a million-dollar "Second FrontTM" 
fundraising campaign at Knife Rights' Sharper 
FutureTM Awards Breakfast during the Blade Show in 
Atlanta, GA. 

"This past year Knife Rights opened the 'second 
front' in the defense of our Second Amendment rights. 
Now, we launch a new fundraising effort to support 
this work. Appropriately, it's our Second FrontTM 
campaign," said Ritter. 

"This effort represents a broader application of 
Second Amendment rights beyond traditional firearms 
issues. It's our Second Amendment, too." 

The fundraising effort will support Knife Right's 
National Knife Law Preemption Campaign which was 
launched with a model Knife Preemption Law passed 
into law in Arizona earlier this year Knife Rights plans 
preemption initiatives in other states plus legislation 
modeled on the Knife Rights Bill just passed in New 
Hampshire. Their new law legalizes switchblades and 
other knives once banned in an irrational reaction 
against' 1950s-era Hollywood film excesses of the day. 

Ritter said Knife Rights has received preliminary 
pledges of $150,000 even before official 
announcement of the campaign. 

"Our Second Front campaign will help increase the 
relevance of Second Amendment issues in the minds of 
many who haven't historically considered the Second 
Amendment their own. The campaign will expand the 
base of support for the Second Amendment to the 
benefit of all," Ritter concluded. 

Knife Rights (www.KnifeRights.org) is America's 
Grassroots Knife Owners OrganizationTM, working 
towards a Sharper FutureTM for all knife owners. 
Knife Rights is dedicated to providing knife owners an 
effective voice to influence public policy to protect and 
enhance their rights. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

CA Assembly OKs ban on open carry 
Despite fierce opposition, the California Assembly 

last month passed a bill to ban open carry of unloaded 
firearms in the Golden State on a 41-25 vote. The bill 
was subsequently sent to the State Senate. 

Sponsored by anti-gun San Diego Democrat 
Assemblywoman Lori Saldana, AB-1934 was written 
in reaction to the appearance of open carry advocates 
at coffee shops, an act which has been legal since the 
1960s. But a high-profile campaign against open carry, 
mounted by the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 
Violence and other groups, resulted in Saldana's bill 
when one coffee shop chain, Starbucks, refused to ban 
open carriers from its stores. 

Republicans opposed the measure, arguing that it 
was an attack on law-abiding citizens, according to the 
San Diego Union Tribune. Supporters of the measure 
claim that open carriers "intimidate" other coffee shop 
customers. 

Saldana argued that "Carrying a gun simply because 
you can is not responsible ownership." The New GUN 

WEEK, July 1, 2010 
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More guns equals less crime; various data 

tell the tale 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

While more Americans were buying guns and 
ammunition in 2009, the violent crime rate fell for the 
third consecutive year, two facts that gun rights 
advocates and the firearms industry suggest are 
directly related. 

The FBI's preliminary Uniform Crime Report data 
shows a decline in murder of 7.2% last year, with an 
overall drop in violent crime of 5.5% from 2008 
figures. Robbery was down 8.1%, forcible rape 
declined 3.1% and aggravated assault dropped 4.2%. 

At the same time, according to the National 
Shooting Sports Foundation, excise taxes collected on 
the sale of firearms and ammunition went up. NSSF 
noted that the Excise Tax Collection Report, released 
by the Treasury Department, show firearm and 
ammunition manufacturers reported more than $115.8 
million in excise tax obligations for just the third 
quarter of 2009. During the second quarter last year, 
that tax obligation was up a whopping 52% over the 
same period in 2008. 

The FBI's National Instant Check System also has 
reported continued increases in the number of 
background checks conducted. While that does not 
automatically translate to the number of completed 
firearm transactions, it does indicate gun sales are up. 
Figures from the US Fish & Wildlife Service—which 
apportions excise tax revenues to the states through 
the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act—rose 
from $336,474,545 in fiscal year 2009 to 
$472,719,710 for fiscal year 2010, according to data 
obtained by Gun Week. 

"This translates to one irrefutable fact," said Alan 
Gottlieb, chairman of the Citizens Committee for the 
Right to Keep and Bear Arms. "There are more guns 
in private hands than ever before, yet crime rates have 
declined. In plain English, this means that gun 
prohibitionists have been consistently wrong. Higher 
rates of gun ownership have not resulted in more 
bloodshed, as the gun ban lobby has repeatedly 
forecast with its 'sky-is-falling' rhetoric." 

The rush to gun shops began in October 2008 in 
anticipation of the elections that put anti-gun 
Democrat Barack Obama in the White House and 
solidified Democrat control of Congress. The trend did 
not begin easing until late in 2009, but sales continue 
strong even now, and adding to that is an increase in 

the number of concealed carry permits and licenses 
issued by the states. Some estimates now place the 
number of citizens with concealed carry licenses at 
more than 6 million. 

Yet, Gottlieb observed, the increased number of 
guns in private hands, and greater number of citizens 
packing firearms for personal protection has not 
resulted in widespread violence or "neighborhood 
bloodbaths" that have been repeatedly predicted by the 
gun control lobby. It appears that just the opposite has 
happened. 

"It might just be that criminals are less likely to 
attack someone out of fear their intended victim is 
armed," Gottlieb stated. "Robbers might be 
discouraged by the growing potential that the clerk 
behind the counter is willing to fight back. Maybe 
would-be rapists are deterred by the possibility that 
they might get shot." 

He contended that the statistical crime trend over 
the past three years has "refuted the rhetoric" of 
organizations like the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 
Violence and Violence Policy Center. 

"The data prove otherwise," he said. "America 
should turn its back on the gun prohibition lobby and 
their insidious policy of victim disarmament." 

According to the FBI, the largest drop in murder 
rates came in larger cities, while the only increase in 
murder came in smaller cities with populations falling 
between 25,000 and 50,000. There, the FBI says, 
murder was up 5.3%. 

The FBI bases its data on figures collected from 
more than 13,000 law enforcement agencies, and it 
will be updated later this year for a final report. 

The data also indicate that in a worsening economy, 
Americans are increasingly interested in personal 
security. While unemployment has climbed and the 
economy has grown weaker during the past year, 
Americans are still buying firearms and ammunition. 
The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

Report asserts Obama team set to lock up 

13 million acres 
Fox News has reported that a leaked partial 

document from the Bureau of Land Management 
reveals a secret plan by the Obama administration to 
lock up 13 million acres of public land. 

Making the issue more suspicious is that the 
Department of Interior has refused to release 
documents or answer questions about the alleged plan. 
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The Fox News report said the Obama plan could 
halt any private use or development on the lands in 
question. President Obama could lock up the lands 
under the Antiquities Act of 1906, which has also been 
used by other presidents to lock up land, most notably 
President Bill Clinton. He set aside huge chunks of 
land in Utah and elsewhere before leaving the White 
House in 2001. 

Washington state Congressman Doc 
Hastings, a conservative Republican, told the news 

agency that the revelation worries him. 
"When the administration is, for lack of a better 

word, stiffing us—you know that causes concern," 
Hastings told Fox News. "We do have responsibilities 
to our constituents to make sure that when there is a 
huge change on federal lands in their area, that they are 
part of that process. We are afraid that that process is 
going to be taken away from them and that's why we're 
asking for these documents." 

Fox reported that the Interior Department did 
produce some 300 e-mails, but they revealed very 
little. There are supposed to be some 2,000 documents 
that the House Natural Resources Committee is 
seeking from the Interior Department that deal with 
this issue. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

Largest arms cache in years seized by 

Laredo, TX, police 
Laredo, TX, police say they made one of their 

largest weapons seizures in years after pulling over a 
truck laden with brand new "assault rifles, bayonets 
and ammunition" that they believe was headed to 
Mexico, according to the Associated Press (AP). 

Acting on a tip from the Webb County Sheriff's 
Office, Laredo police stopped a vehicle containing 147 
new, boxed rifles, 200 high-capacity magazines, 53 
bayonets and 10,000 rounds of ammunition. One of 
the two men in the vehicle tried to flee, but was 
apprehended, said Laredo Police Investigator Joe 
Baeza. 

Baeza said it was the largest weapons seizure in a 
decade in the area around Laredo, which is 145 miles 
south of San Antonio along the US border with 
Mexico. 

US Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) 
and the Bureau of Alcohol, 

Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) are 
investigating the seizure, but Baeza said the 
presumption is the vehicle was heading to Mexico. 

"Two Joe Blows aren't going to buy a bunch of 
weapons and it stops there," Baeza said. "We're pretty 
positive it was headed to Mexico." He declined to 
release the names of the two men in custody. 
Spokesmen for ICE and ATF would only say that the 
investigation was ongoing. 

Baeza said the seizure hit home in the context of 
Mexican President Calderon's recent visit to 
Washington, during which he suggested the US 
reinstate its ban on the sale of so-called assault rifles. 

For about a year, the US has intensified its efforts 
to inspect vehicles heading into Mexico from the US. 
The hope is to find the weapons and drug proceeds 
that help fuel Mexico's war with drug traffickers. The 

New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 
 

‘Fries and a bullet with that?’ 
From the "Not Likely to Succeed in Jail" file comes 

the story of Pine Bluff, AR, resident Jason Robinson, 
the only suspect in the robbery of a fast food 
restaurant that went so bad as to be embarrassing. 

According to the Associated Press and WMC news, 
the 22year-old Robinson strolled into a Burger King 
late on May 17 where an unidentified female employee 
was counting the cash. Like any devoted robber, he 
had a pistol and pulled it when he ordered the woman 
to give him the dough. 

Robinson allegedly threatened to kill the woman, 
but then did a remarkably stupid thing for a robber. He 
put the gun down so he could stuff the restaurant cash 
into a bag. 

If fast food makes for a fast gun, this Burger King 
should become a national monument because soon as 
Robinson's gun was on the counter, the woman 
employee grabbed it. In the short struggle that 
followed, she shot him in the leg. 

That wasn't all for poor old Jason, however. The 
woman then put him in a headlock and called the cops. 
By the time they arrived, Robinson was most likely 
eager to be taken into custody. The New GUN WEEK, July 

1, 2010 
 

Sexual predator shot 
Bad enough that Major Lee Barnes, identified as 

the suspect in a Fort Pierce, FL, sexual battery case, 
now faces multiple charges for a May 14 incident, but 
according to the Palm Beach Post, his victim grabbed 
his gun and shot him in the leg. 

The newspaper reported that Barnes, 19, allegedly 
approached a woman who was walking down a city 
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street at just after midnight. He was riding a bicycle 
and when they were close enough to speak, he offered 
to pay her for sex. 

When she turned that offer down, the suspect 
pulled a handgun and ordered her to remove her pants, 
subsequently searching her for money, and stealing her 
cell phone in the process. He then ordered her to her 
knees and demanded that she perform a sex act. 

With some detail, the newspaper explained that 
Barnes allegedly put the gun in his pocket and leaned 
back, at which point the victim grabbed the gun and 
aimed it at him. When he rushed toward her, she 
pressed the trigger and put a bullet in his right leg. 

However, Barnes told the cops that he was only 
walking down the road and heard three shots, so he 
immediately ran away. But then he told the police that 
he had been lying, and that he actually found a gun, but 
when he heard an unidentified male say his name and 
heard the shots, he tossed the gun and ran. 

One thing is clear. Barnes got shot and at last 
report, he was cooling his heels in the slammer, in lieu 
of more than $1 million bail. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 

2010 
 

Ex deputy busted for heists 
From the "Only Cops Should Have Guns" file 

comes the report out of Virginia about Robert 
Walcker, a former lawman now on the wrong side of 
the bars. 

According to KIRO-TV news, the 55-year-old 
Walcker was bagged by Virginia authorities in 
connection with three bank robberies in April and 
May. After the third caper in May, Walcker was 
arrested at his Virginia Beach home. 

Walcker served as a deputy with the Snohomish 
County, WA, Sheriff's Department from 1991 through 
August 2002, when he resigned following allegations 
that he had tried to fraudulently obtain prescription 
drugs. He had been placed on administrative leave 
when the accusation surfaced on July 2, 2002, the 
station reported. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

Death in collision with steer 
One Border Patrol agent was killed and another 

severely injured after the Crown Victoria in which they 
were travelling collided with a steer and a tree on 
Farm-to-Market Road 755, in Brooks County, TX, 
according to The Dallas Morning News. Agent Mark 
Van Doren was declared dead at the scene—Agent 
Adelaido Martinez was taken by helicopter to Corpus 

Christi Memorial Hospital where he has been listed in 
serious condition. 

According to a report in the Fort Worth Star 
Telegram, a Border Patrol spokeswoman indicated 
that neither agent was wearing a seatbelt. 

The website for KGBT-TV 4 states in its coverage 
of the incident that "cattle and other livestock have the 
right-of-way on farm-to-market roads, ranch roads, 
and state highways" under Texas state law. The New 

GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 
 

Appeal of 118-year sentence 
Don't look for Michael J. Pierce at this year's 

Christmas party, because he's not going to make it. 
Pierce was sentenced recently to 118 years in prison 

for the double homicide of a Quilcene, WA, couple, a 
crime he tried to conceal by setting fire to their home, 
the Associated Press noted. The March 18, 2009 
slayings of Patrick Yarr and his wife, Janice, brought 
Pierce a sentence of 1,415 months. 

Jefferson County Superior Court Judge Craddock 
Verser handed down the sentence in a Port Townsend 
courtroom. Pierce's defense attorney, Richard Davies, 
said his client will appeal. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 

2010 
 

WI gun rights activist charged with 

homicide 
A man described as a "prominent gun rights 

advocate" and open carry activist has been charged in 
connection with a May 9 homicide in Milwaukee, WI, 
and the serious injury of another man in a parking lot 
confrontation. 

Open carry advocates were quick to remind one 
another on the "OpenCarry.org" Internet forum that 
Jesus C. Gonzalez, 23, is innocent until proven guilty. 
After all, they note, it was Gonzalez who immediately 
called 911 following the late night shooting that left 
29-year-old Danny John dead and 21-year-old Jered 
Corn paralyzed from the chest down. 

According to the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, 
Gonzalez called police to report that he had shot at 
two men who allegedly attempted to assault him in a 
dispute outside of a tavern at about 12:15 a.m. He 
lives just two doors away from the establishment. 

Gonzalez is no stranger to the public eye. An open 
carry activist, he has been arrested twice over the past 
two years for carrying a loaded handgun into local 
businesses. Open carry is legal in Wisconsin, according 
to an opinion from State Attorney General J.B. Van 
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Hollen, but police in Milwaukee and elsewhere 
continue to confront open carriers. 

The newspaper said Gonzalez filed a civil rights 
lawsuit over his 2008 and 2009 arrests, but that 
lawsuit was dismissed only two days before the 
shooting. 

Curiously, the newspaper's description of Gonzalez 
changed from one day to the next as it reported the 
story. When the arrest was initially reported, the 
newspaper alluded to Gonzalez only as "A Milwaukee 
man who filed a civil rights lawsuit over his arrest for 
openly carrying a gun." That was later revised to "A 
prominent gun rights advocate (who) seemed impatient 
with others in the so-called open carry movement..." 

He was charged with one count of first-degree 
intentional homicide and one count of attempted first-
degree intentional homicide. 

The newspaper said police searched Gonzalez' 
home and found three more handguns, three rifles, a 
shotgun and approximately 1,300 rounds of 
ammunition. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

Registered guns in Hawaii at all-time high 
In 2009, 95% of the applications for gun licenses in 

Hawaii were approved, meaning a record high 33,678 
firearms were registered last year, outpacing the 
previous year by 30%, according to WITV in 
Honolulu. 

A record 66% of the guns registered were rifles and 
shotguns in which only one permit is needed for 
several guns. Handgun owners need a permit for each 
gun. 

According to WITV, the numbers don't come as a 
surprise to the president of the Hawaii Rifle 
Association who says more people these days want to 
protect their homes. 

"We have a fantastic police force here, but they 
can't be everywhere all the time," said Harvey Gerwig, 
the Association's president. "People are recognizing 
'it's my responsibility to protect me and my family.' " 

Gerwig also believes residents are reacting to the 
current administration in the White House. 

Some local gun dealers said Hawaii's law that 
requires all guns to be registered is one reason for the 
high numbers. A little more than half of the firearms 
registered last year were brought into the state, with 
the rest being in-state transfers. 

But Gerwig believes more people are just practicing 
their Second Amendment right. 

"More guns in the hands of your average citizen, 
the less crime there is. And it's shown across the nation 
very definitively," said Gerwig. 

One percent of the applications were rejected last 
year because applicants had prior criminal convictions 
or pending criminal cases. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 

2010 
 

Cops furious at renewed filing of ‘don't-kill’ 

bill in New York 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

New York City cops are livid over a legislative 
proposal that could handcuff the officers involved in 
life-and-death confrontations with criminals—requiring 
them to shoot gun-wielding suspects in the arm or leg 
rather than shoot to kill, The New York Post reported. 

The "minimum force" bill, A02952, which 
resurfaced in the state Assembly in late May, seeks to 
amend the state penal codes' `justification" clause that 
allows an officer the right to kill a thug if he feels his 
life or someone else's is in imminent danger. 

The new bill is sponsored by Brooklyn Assembly 
Members Annette Robinson (D-Bedford Stuyvesant) 
and Darryl Towns (D-East New York), would force 
officers to use their weapons "with the intent to stop, 
rather than kill" a suspect. They would be mandated to 
"shoot a suspect in the arm or the leg." 

This is not a new idea in Albany. It was offered in 
2006 by then state Sen. David Paterson, now 
Governor Paterson. It failed to gain traction when first 
offered by Paterson and is likely to face the same fate 
again. 

The reason: police as well as trainers and specialists 
who study the dynamics of the use of force were 
unanimously opposed. The reasoned opposition to the 
first proposal has apparently escaped the attention of 
Robinson and Towns. 

Their new version of the "don't kill" proposal 
surfaced at a recent Assembly Codes Committee 
meeting, but was held for further consideration rather 
than killed or put to vote before the full Assembly. 

Under present NYPD training, cops are taught to 
shoot at the center of mass and fire their weapon until 
the threat has been stopped. 

"These are split-second, spontaneous events—and 
officers have to make a full assessment in a fraction of 
a second," said an angry Michael Paladin, president of 
the Detectives Endowment Association. "It is not 
realistic, and it exists only in cartoons. 
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"It's moronic and would create two sets of rules in 
the streets if there is a gunfight. This legislation would 
require officers to literally shoot the gun out of 
someone's hand or shoot to wound them in the leg or 
arm. I don't know of any criminal who doesn't shoot to 
kill They are not bound by any restrictions." 

"The legislators have their heads buried in the sand, 
and we would not be able to fully protect the public or 
ourselves." 

In fact, The Post pointed out, NYPD officers and 
detectives hit their targets only 17% of the time 
because of the incredibly stressful circumstances. 

Dr. Bill Lewinski, executive director of the Force 
Science Institute, told Force Science News in a 2006 
interview centered on Paterson's proposed legislation, 
"When civilians judge police shooting deaths-on juries, 
on review boards, in the media, in the community-this 
same argument is often brought forward. Shooting to 
wound is naively regarded as a reasonable means of 
stopping dangerous behavior. 

"In reality, this thinking is a result of `training by 
Hollywood,' in which movie and TV cops are able to 
do anything to control the outcomes of events that 
serve the director's dramatic interests. It reflects a 
misconception of real-life dynamics and ends up 
imposing unrealistic expectations of skill on real-life 
officers." 

Studies by the Force Science Research Center 
reveal some of the practical problems with these 
positions. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

NSSF responds to Calderon's call for semi-

auto ban renewal 
When Mexican President Felipe Calderon visited 

the United States and addressed Congress, seeking 
renewal of the Clinton ban on semi-autos, he got a 
standing ovation from Capitol Hill Democrats. 

Not so from the National Shooting Sports 
Foundation, however. NSSF issued a blistering 
response to Calderon's remarks, which the mainstream 
press essentially ignored. 

Here is the full text of that reaction: 
While we respect the work of President Calderon to 

willingly take on his country's powerful drug cartels, 
we are disappointed that he, in the name of security, 
would urge our Congress to reinstitute a failed ban on 
so-called assault weapons. 

Let's be clear, semi-automatic rifles, demonized as 
so-called assault weapons, are not machine guns but 
modern sporting rifles that are used every day by law-

abiding Americans for the shooting sports, hunting and 
home protection. Since 2004, when the Clinton/Gore 
"assault weapons" ban expired, modern sporting rifles 
have fast become one of the most popular types of 
firearms for law-abiding Americans to purchase. 

Firearms that Congress would label "assault 
weapons" are functionally no different than any other 
semi-automatic civilian sporting firearm. They shoot 
only one shot per trigger pull, no spray firing as some 
allege, and use the same ammunition as other guns of 
the same caliber. What differentiates modern sporting 
rifles from other guns is cosmetic; for example, the 
type of stock on the firearm. 

According to the Department of Justice, so-called 
assault weapons are rarely used in crimes (less than 
2%). 

Furthermore, the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention has established that banning firearms and 
ammunition has no effect on crime levels. 

Some 29,000 firearms were recovered in Mexico in 
2008, of which approximately 5,000 were traced to 
US sources. That means more than 80% of the 
firearms recovered in Mexico were not traced to the 
United States. Furthermore, according to the ATF, 
those firearms traced were originally sold at retail not 
recently, but on average 14 years earlier. This is 
completely inconsistent with any notion that a flood of 
newly purchased firearms are being illegally smuggled 
over the border into Mexico. And let's not forget, no 
retail firearms sale can be made in the US until after a 
criminal background check on the purchaser has been 
completed. 

In recent years as many as 150,000 Mexican 
soldiers, 17,000 last year alone, defected to go work 
for the drug cartels—bringing their American-made 
service-issued firearms with them. It has also been well 
documented that the drug cartels are illegally 
smuggling fully automatic firearms, grenades and other 
weapons into Mexico from South and Central 
America. Such items are not being purchased at retail 
firearms stores in the United States. 

Even more, investigations and regulatory 
compliance inspections by the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) into firearms 
trafficking along the Southwest border have confirmed 
that firearms retailers are law-abiding businessmen and 
women who are playing a key role in detecting and 
deterring illegal purchases of firearms. As part of a 
Project Gun Runner Impact Team firearms traffick ing 
operation, more than 1100 firearms retailers were 
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inspected by ATF. Of these inspections only one 
retailer license was revoked. One. 

Members of the firearms industry take seriously the 
criminal acquisition and misuse of their products. This 
is why our industry supports the Southwest Border 
Violence Reduction Act of 2009, sponsored by Sen. 
Bingaman (D-NM) and Rep. Ciro Rodriguez (D-TX), 
and will continue to work cooperatively with law 
enforcement. For nearly a decade our industry has 
partnered with the ATF in a national campaign called 
"Don't Lie for the Other Guy" that makes the public 
aware that it is a serious crime to illegally straw 
purchase a firearm. The program also helps ATF to 
educate firearms retailers to be better able to detect 
and prevent illegal straw purchases. It is our hope that 
Don't Lie will once again receive grant funding from 
the Department of Justice—a move that would allow 
NSSF and ATF to further expand this worthwhile 
program. For the last year, Don't Lie has been financed 
entirely by members of the firearms industry. 

Again, we applaud President Calderon for taking 
steps to stop the cartels when past Mexican 
administrations paid only lip service and allowed 
rampant corruption to fester. Still, it is wrong for 
anyone to blame the Second Amendment and 
America's firearms industry for the problems Mexico is 
currently facing. 

Sacrificing the constitutional rights of law-abiding 
Americans will not make Mexico safer—especially 
when the sacrifice is rooted in unfounded allegations 
and hyperbole. President Calderon would be doing 
both his country and ours a favor if instead of pushing 
for already failed crime-control measures, he used his 
time in the United States to call for proven methods to 
combat criminal acts, such as putting more cops on the 
street and more prosecutors in the court rooms. The 

New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010  
 

New York's highest court hears Albany PD 

machine gun case 
New York state's highest court heard arguments on 

June 2 on a more than 4year-old Freedom of 
Information Law (FOIL) case in which the Hearst 
Corp., owner of the Times Union of Albany, is seeking 
the release of records related to the illicit purchase of 
machineguns by current and former Albany police 
officers. 

The report from the Times Union, written by staffer 
Brendan J. Lyons, said that lawyers for the city and the 
Albany Police Officers Union, which is part of Council 

82, said the records should remain sealed because the 
officers who possessed the guns may have engaged in 
misconduct or possibly illegal activity. Therefore, they 
argued, the records fall into a category of "personnel" 
files, which precludes disclosure under state Civil 
Service Law because they could be used to evaluate an 
officer's employment status. 

No officers have been disciplined, arrested or 
passed over for a promotion due to the gun purchases, 
according to multiple departmental sources. In 
addition, records that were previously released show 
the department never conducted a documented internal 
investigation until after the newspaper filed a request 
for the records in January 2006. 

Gun Week has previously reported on this case in 
which the police chief at the time of the purchase of 
the full auto firearms was apparently involved in 
authorizing the purchases for private use. Ironically, 
many, city officials have been pushing for new and 
highly restrictive local gun ordinances in recent 
months. 

City police officials have privately said that officers 
who turned in the guns several years ago were told by 
a commander that they would not face discipline, the 
Times Union reported. 

The city initially denied the newspaper's request for 
the records and claimed releasing the records could 
endanger the lives of officers because the guns were 
used to fight crime. In fact the guns were never 
deployed by the department; there was no policy or 
training for their use; and many officers took the 
federally-registered weapons, which they bought with 
their own cash, home as personal souvenirs. 

After the newspaper publicly reported the guns 
were not used in crime fighting, the city changed the 
focus of its court argument to say the records were 
part of "personnel" files and therefore excluded from 
release under state civil service law. 

The records at the center of the court case are 42 
tags that were affixed to each of the guns recovered by 
a police commander when the weapons were quietly 
rounded up beginning in January 2003. At least four of 
the guns remain missing, police said. 

The tags contain the names of current and former 
officers—as well as a former Albany County assistant 
district attorney, Bryan Farley—who were in 
possession of the guns when federal agents learned of 
the scandal in 2002 and instructed Albany police to get 
them back. 
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Two years ago a state Supreme Court judge 
ordered the city to release dozens of pages of 
documents related to the gun purchases, including the 
tag listing Farley's name. But the judge ruled the city 
could keep secret the remaining names of the current 
and former officers involved. The newspaper appealed. 

Last year, a mid-level state appeals court affirmed 
the lower Supreme Court's decision. The newspaper 
appealed again and the Court of Appeals agreed to 
hear the case. 

Yet the case has evolved into more than a scandal 
involving the Albany police force. Several news 
organizations, including The New York Times, New 
York Daily News and NBC News, filed an amicus 
brief to the court supporting the Hearst Corp.'s 
argument and also urging the court to hand down a 
refined definition of "personnel records" as it was 
intended under section 50-A of state Civil Service 
Law. 

The news organizations said the current definition, 
as interpreted by police agency FOIL officers across 
the state, "has permitted too much discretion to 
agencies and led them to broaden 50-A beyond its 
intended scope." 

Eugene F. Pigott, Jr., an associate judge of the 
Court of Appeals, pressed city lawyers about whether 
a broad interpretation of the statute would preclude 
the release of public records if, for instance, a police 
officer was arrested for DWI and the arrest might be 
used to evaluate the officers employment status. The 
judge also questioned whether the city had fueled its 
own controversy by dragging out the FOIL case more 
than four years. 

"It seems to me it makes the Albany Police 
Department look bad and you would want that 
information out as soon as possible," Pigott said. 

Judge Theodore T. Jones asked the city's attorney, 
Jeffrey V. Jamison, whether the tags are "internal only 
because no one was arrested." 

The only document initially turned over by the city 
four years ago was a one-page letter that was used to 
purchase several of the weapons from a Vermont arms 
dealer in 1994. The city released the document, which 
carried police department letterhead, after city 
attorneys learned the Times Union already had a copy. 
The letter released by the city listed the name of a city 
police officer who helped facilitate some of the 
purchases. The newspaper did not publish the officer's 
name. 

The newspaper's first story on the gun purchases 
was published in August 

2007, which is when city lawmakers said they 
learned of the scandal. 

Former Chief James W. Tuffey told the city's 
Common Council that the guns had been obtained by 
many officers for personal use and as souvenirs. He 
also told the panel the guns had been recovered and 
destroyed, but later admitted at least four were 
missing. Tuffey, who abruptly resigned last September 
under pressure from Mayor Jerry Jennings, told city 
lawmakers three years ago he was personally launching 
an investigation of the scandal. 

Tuffey's investigation apparently never concluded 
before he left the dePartIn011ttikiPlag tile. way, he 
enlisted assistance in his probe from Officer Christian 
M. Mesley, the police union's president and the 
department's armor master. It was later revealed that 
Mesley had possessed and re-sold at least one of the 
machineguns. 

A central focus of the city's FOIL argument is an 
affidavit by Tuffey in which he said he would consider 
an officer's role in the machinegun scandal if that 
officer was up for a promotion. He said it was no 
longer possible, under the city's collective bargaining 
agreement with the police officers union, to impose 
any discipline. 

Lawyers for the Hearst Corp. have questioned the 
timing of Tuffey's internal investigation as it relates to 
the FOIL case. 

"None of these documents have the nature of 
personnel records," Jonathan R. Donnellan, an 
attorney for Hearst Corp., told the Court of Appeals 
panel, according to the Times Union's report. He 
added there has been no showing by the city the 
records were ever used to evaluate an officers work 
performance. 

Robert J. Freeman, executive director of the state 
Committee on Open Government, has monitored the 
case and attended the June 2 oral arguments before the 
7-member Court of Appeals. Freeman said the gun 
tags represent police officers who purchased guns and 
not a personnel file. 

"This case offers the Court of Appeals an 
opportunity to deal with a law that enables police 
officers, the government employees who have the most 
power over our lives, to be less accountable than any 
other public employees," Freeman said, according to 
the Times Union. "I am hopeful that the court will, as 
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it has in the past, foster the public's right to know and 
sensibly limit the government's ability to deny access? 

Officers used cash money orders and personal 
checks to purchase the federally regulated guns in the 
early and mid1990s. They were registered to the police 
force in documents filed with the US Treasury 
Department and purchased at tax-exempt prices using 
departmental letterhead signed by a now-deceased 
assistant chief, William Murray, who was a gun 
enthusiast. 

The orders indicated the guns would be used for 
law enforcement purposes, which was false. The New 

GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 
 

Granddad shoots bear menacing daughter, 

her kids 
A Parksville, NY, grandfather shot and killed a 

large adult black bear that was menacing his daughter 
at her Parksville home Apr. 4, according to The Mid-
Hudson News. The daughter was inside with her four 
children. 

The bear attempted to break into a bedroom 
window of the home and swatted at the dog on the 
porch, said State Department of Environmental 
Conservation (EnCon) spokeswoman Wendy 
Rosenbach. 

EnCon and State Police were called to the scene, 
but before they arrived, the woman called her father, 
who came over. He fired a warning shot, but the bear 
did not budge, so he shot and killed the animal. 

Rosenbach said the bear had been tagged and had 
been a nuisance to others before. No charges were 
filed against the man who shot the animal. The New GUN 

WEEK, July 1, 2010 
 

Gura tells GRNC: ‘Rash, unwise litigation 

threatens our freedom’ 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

"The single biggest threat we have to our firearms 
freedom is rash and unwise litigation." 

So said Virginia-based attorney Alan Gura, now 
representing the Second Amendment Foundation in its 
effort to overturn the gun ban in Chicago. SAF is 
joined in that case—McDonald v. Chicago—by the 
Illinois State Rifle Association and four individual 
plaintiffs, including Otis McDonald, for whom the case 
is named. 

Gura's observation came during remarks he 
delivered to Grass Roots North Carolina members at 
the group's gala banquet in Charlotte, NC, on May14. 

He argued the landmark Heller case before the 
Supreme Court two years ago, and in March he argued 
the Chicago case before that same court. 

Describing himself as an attorney who "sues the 
government in order to restore your Second 
Amendment rights," Gura elaborated about "un- wise 
litigation." He said it is "done by people who frankly 
do not know what they are doing and have no business 
doing it." 

"Many of these people are well- meaning," he put it 
bluntly, "and many of these people are nuts." 

Gura told the audience that it is important to file 
"strategic lawsuits," with good, sympathetic plaintiffs 
who will have public appeal. It is not necessarily a 
good idea, he added, to file lawsuits with an 
organization as a plaintiff. 

Looking back on the aftermath of the 2008 Heller 
ruling, Gura noted that it has had considerable impact 
on local governments. Gone are gun bans in several 
Chicago suburbs, including Morton Grove. Gone is the 
ban on guns in national parks, and Amtrak regulations 
have been revised to allow passengers to transport 
firearms in their checked luggage, same as on a 
commercial airliner. He also noted that the District of 
Columbia tried to adopt "bizarre" regulations for hand- 
guns, but subsequent legal actions have derailed many 
of those efforts. 

Earlier in the day, he added, New York Mayor 
Michael Bloomberg had announced that gun 
regulations in the City of New York would be relaxed. 
This may be due to Heller and also because Bloomberg 
may see the Chicago ban being struck down and he is 
being proactive about adjusting New York's 
regulations. 

But Gura also cautioned the audience against 
expecting all gun laws and regulations to be struck 
down at the Supreme Court. 

"There is no constitutional provision these days 
which is perfectly inter- preted," he observed. "It is 
naïve and unrealistic for us to expect that the Supreme 
Court will suddenly find perfection in the Second 
Amendment. Steel yourselves; we are not going to be 
batting a thousand, but we will do a lot better than 
many people give us hope for." 

He said a win in the McDonald case swill mean that 
"every single gun law in America is going to be subject 
to scrutiny in the federal courts." 

"It will not be judged on the basis of whether 
someone thinks it is a good idea but whether it is 
consistent with our basic rights," the attorney stated. 
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Gura also explained that litigation is not lobbying, 
and that the two are very different activities. One 
should not litigate, or insert themselves into litigation, 
in order to raise money, he observed. Likewise, 
litigation must be based on a good case that is put 
together carefully. 

Also, lobbying has room for failure, and people who 
do not get something adopted one year may come 
back and try again later. In court, if someone loses, 
"you may set a bad precedent" that can have 
subsequent impact on other issues, he cautioned. 

"Winning begets winning," he said, "and losing 
begets losing." 

A careful strategy is one in which cases are filed 
and won on a step-by-step basis, like stepping stones, 
he explained. Gura said "our goal is to make the 
Second Amendment a normal part of the constitution." 

"It means it becomes non-controversial in a legal 
sense," he explained. "It means that everyone accepts 
it. If the Second Amendment becomes a hobby horse 
for right wing people it will be unstable as far as the 
law is concerned and will always be subject to attack. 

"We have to make the other side accept the premise 
of gun rights," he continued, "even if they don't like 
the policy they have to at least accept its 
constitutionality. That's something that is very 
important for us to do." 

Gura wrapped up his remarks with a promise that "I 
will keep bringing cases." 

"With the wonderful support of Alan Gottlieb and 
the Second Amendment Foundation," he said, "we 
have a fantastic litigation program going forward." The 

New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 
 

Relatives claim Missouri thug wanted 

money for his baby 
The family of a recently-slain would-be robber in 

Hazelwood, MO, claim that he was trying to get 
money to support his girlfriend and their new baby. 

But gun rights activists reacting to the story on the 
KeepAndBearArms.com forum, and Missouri residents 
responding to the story posted on KSDK News' 
website contend that Christopher Holland Jr. should 
not have turned to robbery. 

The unemployed Holland reportedly picked the 
wrong victim when he pulled a gun on a 57-year-old 
man in Hazelwood at an intersection. That unidentified 
man, according to KSDK, was legally armed and after 
turning over his wallet, he drew and ordered Holland 

to drop his gun. When the 20year-old robber did not 
comply, the robbery victim shot him. 

An investigation by the Hazelwood Police 
Department indicated that the man acted in self-
defense. Holland's father told the news station that his 
son would not have hurt anyone. 

"My son would not have pulled no trigger," said 
Christopher Holland Sr. "If he had a gun on him, he 
would not have pulled no trigger. He never shot 
nobody." 

However, the senior Holland also acknowledged 
that his son had contacted him earlier and asked for 
$100, which his father did not have. Later, Holland's 
nephew called him to report that "Little Chris" was 
apparently on his way to commit a robbery. He had 
"put on a black hoodie, pants and shirt," the nephew 
allegedly reported.  Hazelwood is a suburb of St. 
Louis. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

NRA's Cox stresses urgency of November 

vote for gunowners 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

Reminding National Rifle Association members that 
they voted "Freedom First" in 2000 and "kept John 
Kerry out of the White House" in 2004, Chris Cox—
executive director of the NRA's Institute for 
Legislative Action—told them that they must turn out 
again this fall to save the Second Amendment. 

Cox, speaking to the annual NRA members' 
meeting in Charlotte, recalled that the election of 
George Bush in 2000 was pivotal in the battle to 
protect gun rights because the former president had 
the chance to appoint two pro-gun conservatives to 
the Supreme Court. 

"Your one vote for President Bush put two votes 
on the Supreme Court," he said. "Two years ago, the 
Supreme Court affirmed that you were right!" 

Cox was alluding to the 2008 ruling in District of 
Columbia v. Heller, in which the high court affirmed 
that the Second Amendment protects an individual 
civil right to keep and bear arms that extends well 
beyond service in a militia. 

"I'm not going to use Joe Biden's language," he 
quipped, "but that's a big (pause) deal." 

The crowd roared with laughter, recalling the faux 
pas-prone vice president's penchant for putting his foot 
in his mouth, particularly when there is an open 
microphone nearby. Biden was heard using a vulgarism 
during a press event with President Barack Obama that 
made national headlines. 
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But Cox's speech was not all for laughs. He quickly 
and repeatedly underscored to the audience of more 
than 2,000 NRA members the importance of their 
vote. 

"Every pro-gun leader you elect," he said, "is better 
than the anti-gun leader you defeat." 

Through the process of electing pro-gun 
candidates, Cox said NRA has been able to push for 
improved gun laws, including right-to-carry statutes 
that have been improved in seven states this year. He 
said pro-gun politicians have also produced "real self-
defense reform," which he likened to "real health care 
reform." 

He said NRA victories are making every 
neighborhood safer, and he argued that NRA has 
defined the debate, where in the past, anti-gunners and 
the press did that. 

Cox noted the importance of good gun laws that 
allow citizens to arm themselves by alluding to places 
where law enforcement services are falling victim to 
budget cuts. He said politicians who cut public safety 
budgets, and turning convicted prisoners out of jails to 
save money, are "flooding our streets with criminals 
and cutting cops." 

Of critical importance, however, is taking away 
congressional control from Obama and the Democrats. 
This is the only sure way to prevent Obama from 
stacking the high court with anti-gun justices who 
could reverse the Heller ruling. 

"We're not afraid to go up against anybody who 
attacks your rights," he assured the crowd. 

But the NRA and its allies cannot shoulder the 
burden alone, Cox suggested. 

"Too many gunowners don't care," he said. 
He lamented that between 20 and 25 million 

gunowners have not registered to vote. 
"If you think your vote doesn't count," he said, "it 

does...But we can't win if tens of millions of 
gunowners sit on the sidelines." 

He closed by urging NRA members to join in 
protecting "God's greatest gift to mankind: Freedom.” 
The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

NRA backs McCain in Arizona primary 
The National Rifle Association has endorsed John 

McCain in Arizona's Republican Senate primary 
against a challenge by former US Rep. J.D. Hayworth, 
who has attacked McCain's record on gun rights, 
saying the four-term Senator has supported restrictive 
legislation. 

Hayworth touts an endorsement from Gun Owners 
of America. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

***Hindsight 
June mass murder in England could 

broaden old gun debate 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

What are touted as the toughest laws in the world 
could not stop the tragic June 2 shooting spree in the 
Cumbria district of northwest England. 

A 52-year-old taxi driver, Derrick Bird, killed 12 
people and injured at least 11 more before killing 
himself, according to news sources in the United 
Kingdom (UK). 

His body was found in a wooded area near the Lake 
District village of Boot and two guns were recovered, 
a shotgun and a .22-cal. rimfire rifle. Bird was self-
employed and lived alone. 

Police said they were investigating 30 separate 
crime scenes including the first shooting site in the 
town of Whitehaven, from where Bird embarked upon 
an apparently random shooting spree. 

Unarmed Cumbrian police officers actually chased 
Bird after he began his 45-mile killing tour, but lost 
him after he pointed a gun at two of them, forcing 
them to hide. Police also reported that a member of the 
public found himself pursuing the gunman when 
another unarmed police officer jumped into his car. 

That unorthodox pursuit was just one of the 
springboards for the many post-incident investigations 
launched into the Cumbria constabulary's handling of 
Bird's shooting spree. Police have been criticized for 
failing to stop Bird. The fact that three unarmed 
policemen where at various times shadowing Bird, 
while fully aware of his shooting of random citizens, 
but unequipped or untrained for any confrontation 
should give everyone in Great Britain a reason to 
reconsider that issue. 

Still they pursued Bird, and at one traffic light, 
observed Bird shooting a man who had just walked 
around the corner, later identified as taxi driver Paul 
Wilson. As they continued their pursuit, another taxi 
came over a hill. Bird pulled level with the oncoming 
cab, and shot at the driver. The police stopped to help 
the wounded, one of whom was a friend of Bird's. 

Police firearms experts are to launch at least three 
investigations into the performance of the Cumbria 
police. And inquiries organized by the Association of 
Chief Police Officers (ACPO) will look into details of 
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how Bird was awarded licenses to own the shotgun 
and the .22 rifle he used in the shootings, as well as the 
police response and whether any changes are needed 
to national police firearms procedures and tactics, 
according to British media. 

As might be expected, many in Parliament have 
called for even more restrictive gun laws to be 
enacted. However, Prime Minister David Cameron, 
who urged more study before any new laws are 
proposed, gave the first indication of what will be 
involved in the official Home Office gun law review in 
the wake of the shootings. He expected it to include 
mental health issues such as "follow-up checks" for 
licensed gunowners and police visits to people who 
keep guns and ammunition at home. But he said he 
recalled police evidence from when he served on the 
Commons home affairs select committee that there 
was "virtually no leakage" of legally held guns into the 
illegal black market. 

The government has promised to lead a national 
debate on the gun laws with MPs debating the issue 
before the end of July. 

"Perhaps Derrick Bird's deadly rampages aren't so 
'inexplicable' after all," Peter Hitchens wrote in The 
Daily Mail on June 5. 

"Yet another gun massacre is followed by yet 
another typhoon of psychobabble, sentiment and bogus 
declarations that 'this must never happen again', when 
everyone knows that it will," Hitchens began. 

"It's difficult to argue for tighter gun laws, since 
they're already so tight, though I'm sure the authorities 
will think of something suitably irrelevant and futile, as 
they did after Hungerford and Dunblane. 

"They are determined to make sure nobody in this 
country is armed, apart from criminals and terrorists, 
the invariable effect of 'tough' gun laws that trouble 
only the law-abiding and have no impact on illegally 
held weapons at all. 

"The truth is that until 1920, Britain's gun laws 
were so relaxed they made Texas look effeminate, but 
we had virtually no gun crime," Hitchens reminded his 
readers. "That only really began to increase here after 
we abolished hanging. 

"But that truth doesn't fit the Leftist dogma which 
has everyone, including the Tories (Conservative 
Party), the media and the police, in its grip, so the facts 
will be ignored. 

"What can we learn from the Cumberland murders? 
Well, first of all that the police are no use to anyone 
once a crime has been committed. They never were 

and they never will be, except if they can do first aid," 
Hitchens noted. 

Then he later said, "But I'd also like to urge another 
line of investigation." 

"Was Bird taking the anti-depressant pills that are 
now prescribed so readily by NHS (National Health 
Service) doctors to so many people whose lives—like 
Bird's—have gone down the drain? 

"Look carefully at the reports of many of the big 
US shootings—for example Eric Harris at Columbine 
in 1999— and you will find that the shooter is 
described as having been 'depressed' and 'on 
medication'. 

"Here is a partial list of other incidents (there are 
several more, including some where it is likely, but not 
proven, anti-depressants were involved) which must 
surely suggest that this possible link badly needs 
investigating. 

"Patrick Purdy, culprit of the 1989 Cleveland 
School massacre in Stockton, California, had been on 
antidepressants. Jeff Weise, perpetrator of the March 
2005 Red Lake High School massacre, was on anti-
depressants. 

"Anti-depressants were found in the cabin of the 
'Unabomber' Ted Kaczynski. Michael McDermott, 
culprit of the 2000 'Wakefield massacre' in 
Massachusetts, was on antidepressants. 

"Kip Kinkel, culprit of a 1998 murder spree in 
Oregon, was on antidepressants. John Hinckley, who 
tried to kill Ronald Reagan in 1981, was on anti-
depressants. 

"It is both interesting and worrying that, with so 
many such unhinged and otherwise inexplicable killings 
perpetrated by people taking legal medication, the 
official world has been so slow to look into the matter. 

"It's so much easier to pass a pointless, populist gun 
ban," Hitchens concluded. 

Actually, Hitchens is far from the first to call for a 
thorough examination of the link between 
psychotropic prescription drugs and a series of 
relatively rare but highly dramatic mass murder sprees 
occurring around the world. These horrendous events 
appear to take place worldwide, contrary to the claims 
of some in the media who ingest the swill served up by 
the anti-gun crowd. It doesn't matter whether the host 
country has gun control or not. In China, where there 
have been several such attacks on children just in 
recent months, the current weapon of choice seems to 
be a knife Guns or no guns, such violent attacks do 
occur. 
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However, in spite of anecdotal evidence linking the 
drugs, whether the patient is using or has suddenly 
stopped taking the prescribed drugs, demands for such 
a study have been stonewalled. Even when I have 
raised that question with some thoughtful pro-gun 
physicians, I have been told that anti-depressants and 
related drugs have helped so many people in their own 
practices that they don't think that's the link to mass 
mayhem we are searching for. 

Maybe not. But then again, one has to wonder how 
closely some physicians are monitoring the patients for 
whom they have prescribed such drugs. 

Judging from some of the drug commercials on 
television, most of these drugs do have serious side 
effects. Although the drug company ads stress that the 
benefits outweigh the dangerous side effects, only one 
or two patients on the danger side can cause a lot of 
harm to others. The New GUN WEEK, July 1, 2010 

 

*************************************************

** 

SAF --NEWS RELEASES 

 

SAF SUES TO OVERTURN NORTH 

CAROLINA'S 'EMERGENCY POWERS' 

GUN BANS 
6/29/2010 

SAF-BELLEVUE, WA - The Second Amendment 
Foundation on Monday filed a federal lawsuit in North 
Carolina, seeking a permanent injunction against the 
governor, local officials and local governments from 
declaring states of emergency under which private 
citizens are prohibited from exercising their right to 
bear arms. 

Joining SAF in this lawsuit are Grass Roots North 
Carolina - the state's leading gun rights organization, 
and three private citizens, Michael Bateman, Virgil 
Green and Forrest Minges, Jr. Named as defendants in 
the federal lawsuit are North Carolina Gov. Beverly 
Perdue; Reuben Young, secretary of the Department 
of Crime Control and Public Safety; Stokes County 
and the City of King. The lawsuit was filed in U.S. 
District Court for the Eastern District of North 
Carolina. 

The lawsuit contends that state statutes that forbid 
the carrying of firearms and ammunition during 
declared states of emergency are unconstitutional. 
Plaintiffs also contend that a North Carolina law that 
allows government officials to prohibit the purchase, 
sale and possession of firearms and ammunition are 

also unconstitutional because they forbid the exercise 
of Second Amendment rights as affirmed by Monday's 
Supreme Court ruling in McDonald v. City of 
Chicago, the landmark Second Amendment ruling that 
incorporated the Second Amendment to the states. 

SAF and the Illinois State Rifle Association took 
the McDonald Case to the Supreme Court. 

"Through this lawsuit in North Carolina, " said SAF 
founder and Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb, " 
we intend to show that state emergency powers 
statutes that allow government officials to suspend 
fundamental civil rights, including the right to bear 
arms, are unconstitutional and therefore should be 
nullified. Citizens do not surrender their civil rights just 
because of a natural or man-made disaster." 

SAF is once again being represented by attorney 
Alan Gura, who led the legal effort in the McDonald 
case and also won the historic Heller ruling that 
overturned the District of Columbia handgun ban in 
2008. Local counsel are Andrew Tripp and Kearns 
Davis with the firm of Brooks, Pierce, McLendon, 
Humphrey & Leonard, LLC in Raleigh. 

 
 

COURT VICTORY OVER CHICAGO IS 

'CALL TO ACTION, ' SAYS SAF 
6/28/2010 

SAF-BELLEVUE, WA - Today's Supreme Court 
ruling in the Second Amendment Foundation's 
challenge of the Chicago handgun ban is "our call to 
action, " said SAF Executive Vice President Alan 
Gottlieb. 

"This morning's high court ruling clearly shows that 
the right of the individual citizen to have a gun is 
constitutionally protected in every corner of the United 
States, " Gottlieb stated. "We are already preparing to 
challenge other highly-restrictive anti-gun laws across 
the country. Our objective is to win back our firearms 
freedoms one lawsuit at a time." 

In striking down Chicago's handgun ban, and 
incorporating the Second Amendment right to keep 
and bear arms so that it applies to state and local 
governments as well as the federal government, the 
high court affirmed that a constitutionally-protected 
civil right cannot be arbitrarily regulated as though it 
were a privilege, he added. 

Gottlieb announced that in recognition of SAF's 
victory, the organization will host the 2011 Gun Rights 
Policy Conference in the Chicago area. The event will 
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serve as SAF's official celebration of today's Supreme 
Court ruling. 

"By that time, " he said, "we should have some 
exciting news about other actions we are currently 
planning." 

The ruling marks another important Second 
Amendment victory for attorney Alan Gura, who also 
successfully argued the Heller case in 2008. This time 
around, Mr. Gura represented SAF, the Illinois State 
Rifle Association (ISRA) and four Chicago residents. 
The case was McDonald v. City of Chicago, named for 
plaintiff Otis McDonald. 

"I'm glad the Supreme Court has ended the years of 
oppression of law-abiding gun owners by the City of 
Chicago, " added ISRA Executive Director Richard 
Pearson. 

"Thanks to the Supreme Court, " Gottlieb 
observed, "average Chicago residents like Mr. 
McDonald will now enjoy the same right of self-
defense as a squad of bodyguards provides to Mayor 
Richard Daley. Now we can work to lower the 
deplorable violent crime rate in Chicago, something 
that the anti-gun mayor's policies have been unable to 
accomplish. 

"The Second Amendment Foundation is delighted 
to have worked with Alan Gura, who brought together 
the individual plaintiffs and organized this landmark 
case for us and our colleagues at ISRA, " Gottlieb 
concluded. "Today, it feels great to be the most 
effective community organizer Chicago has ever had." 

 

SAF FOUNDER, ATTORNEY AT 

SUPREME COURT MONDAY FOR 

LANDMARK RULING 
6/25/2010 

SAF-BELLEVUE, WA - Alan M. Gottlieb, 
founder and executive vice president of the Second 
Amendment Foundation, will join attorney Alan Gura 
and Chicago resident Otis McDonald on the steps of 
the United States Supreme Court on Monday, June 28 
to hear the court's ruling in the historic McDonald v. 
City of Chicago gun rights case. 

This important challenge to the Chicago handgun 
ban was mounted by the Second Amendment 
Foundation, Illinois State Rifle Association and four 
Chicago residents, including Mr. McDonald, for whom 
the case is named. 

"It is important for us to be at the Supreme Court 
when the ruling is handed down, " Gottlieb stated. 

"This could be a landmark ruling that incorporates the 
Second Amendment to the states, which will truly 
make the Second Amendment the law of the land, ' and 
thus bolster state constitutional right to bear arms 
provisions. 

"I want to be there, representing the 650, 000 SAF 
members and supporters, because this will be their 
victory, " he added. "Our members have generously 
supported this legal effort, and they will have earned it. 

"I also want to join Otis McDonald, whose 
courageous challenge of this handgun ban, along with 
co-plaintiffs Adam Orlov, and David and Colleen 
Lawson, made this case possible, " Gottlieb said. "And 
certainly, I will want to stand with Alan Gura, whose 
skillful management of this case as it rose through the 
lower courts and finally was accepted for review by 
the high court laid the foundation for what we believe 
will be a victory for gun rights." 

Meanwhile, Richard Pearson, executive director of 
the Illinois State Rifle Association, will also meet with 
reporters at the Hotel Allegro, 171 West Randolph 
Street, in Chicago following the high court's ruling. 

 

52 SHOT, 8 DEAD AND MAYOR 

DALEY STILL RESISTS SELF-DEFENSE 
6/21/2010 

SAF-BELLEVUE, WA - Fifty-two people shot, 
eight of them fatally in a single Chicago weekend, yet 
Mayor Richard Daley appears poised to go down 
screaming in his opposition to the Second Amendment 
Foundation's lawsuit to overturn his city's handgun 
ban. 

The U.S. Supreme Court could rule any day on the 
case of McDonald v. City of Chicago, filed by SAF, 
the Illinois State Rifle Association and four Chicago 
residents. That ruling will likely strike down the 
handgun ban, thus opening the door to legal self-
defense by Windy City residents. 

"Chicago has become a slaughterhouse, " said SAF 
Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb, "where 
defenseless victims are terrorized by armed thugs who 
have taken full advantage of an unarmed populace. 
Daley and his predecessors who perpetuated this ban 
are wading knee-deep in the blood of hundreds of 
crime victims who should have had the means to 
defend themselves. 

"Year after year the statistics have piled up, " he 
continued, "yet Mayor Daley has stubbornly defended 
the city's ban. While he has luxuriated at his vacation 
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home with the safety of armed bodyguards, the bodies 
of Chicago crime victims have stacked up like 
cordwood. 

"Within days, " Gottlieb observed, "we should have 
a ruling from the Supreme Court that puts an end to 
this insanity, and gives the citizens of Chicago back 
their right to defend themselves. Daley thinks his 
constituents should be content to call 911 and wait for 
help to arrive while they're being shot, stabbed, raped, 
robbed or beaten. Those crimes happen fast, and when 
seconds count, Chicago police are minutes away. 

"We took Daley to court because we trust his 
citizens more than he does with their self-defense 
rights," Gottlieb concluded. "Chicago residents have 
endured the terror of public disarmament for almost 
three decades, and all they have to show for it is a 
body count. Mayor Daley should be ashamed." 
 
SAF --NEWS RELEASES (above): 

 
*************************************************

** 

CCRKBA --NEWS RELEASES 

 

MOST AMERICANS AGREE WITH 

SCOTUS, SAY CITIES CAN’T BAN 

HANDGUNS CCRKBA 
7/02/2010 

CCRKBA-BELLEVUE, WA A new Rasmussen 
poll showing a majority of Americans believe cities 
cannot ban handguns goes along with what we have 
been saying, and what the Supreme Court affirmed, the 
Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear 
Arms said today. 

The high court ruled in its 2008 Heller decision that 
the handgun ban in Washington, D.C. violated the 
Second Amendment, noted CCRKBA Chairman Alan 
Gottlieb, and this week’s McDonald ruling 
incorporates the Second Amendment to the states. 
That effectively nullifies municipal gun bans 
nationwide. The court has spoken twice, and a 
majority of Americans concur. 

The recent Rasmussen survey also revealed, he 
continued, that only 35 percent of adults support 
stricter gun control, proving that gun prohibitionists 
are in the minority, and their influence is shrinking. 

Rasmussen conducted its survey earlier this week 
among 1, 000 adults. The margin of error is +/- 3 
percentage points. The survey also found that only 14 
percent of the respondents who live with someone 

who owns a gun believe cities can ban handguns, while 
a whopping 80 percent say cities do not have that 
authority. Fifty-five percent of those without guns in 
the home also agree, Rasmussen said. 

Without a doubt, Gottlieb said, the gun ban 
movement is on the ropes. I can think of a no more 
fitting moment for this to happen, on the eve of the 
Fourth of July weekend. Our American ancestors 
started the Revolutionary War when the British tried 
to confiscate their guns in Lexington and Concord. 
Privately-owned guns were essential to secure our 
liberty. 

Today, we are witnessing a new revolution, he 
concluded, in which America is rejecting the 
demagoguery of gun banners like Chicago Mayor 
Richard Daley. Court rulings and the Constitution are 
on our side. We will keep fighting until firearms 
freedom is fully restored and liberty is secured. 

 

DEMOCRATS ATTEMPT TO BUY OFF 

NRA SHOWS BANKRUPTCY OF 

DISCLOSE ACT, SAYS CCRKBA 
6/20/2010 

CCRKBA-BELLEVUE, WA This week’s highly-
publicized effort to exempt the National Rifle 
Association from the effects of the Disclose Act, H.R. 
5175 shows how fundamentally bankrupt the 
legislation and its underlying philosophy is, the 
Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear 
Arms said today. 

The attempt by Democrats to essentially buy off the 
NRA with a tailor-made exemption should be proof 
enough that the entire measure is morally, if not 
legally, repugnant and should be rejected by Congress, 
said CCRKBA Chairman Alan Gottlieb. The 
exemption clause, if it were to be formally adopted as 
an amendment to the bill, is probably unconstitutional. 
We think that is reason enough for Congress to stop 
H.R. 5175 in its tracks. 

The proposed exemption would only apply to the 
NRA, while essentially sascrificing the First 
Amendment rights of other effective grassroots gun 
rights organizations due to their smaller membership 
numbers. 

This proposed exemption is unconscionable, 
Gottlieb said, but it reveals the desperation of its 
sponsors to pass legislation that would still silence 
organizations critical of how the Democrat leadership 
has mismanaged things on Capitol Hill. We are today 
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urging our 650, 000 members and supporters to tell 
their congressional representatives to derail the 
Disclose Act altogether. 

Congressional anti-gunners like nothing better than 
to drive wedges between effective gun rights 
organizations, he continued, and this week’s events 
prove they can still accomplish that. We are astonished 
that anybody on Capitol Hill would imagine for a 
heartbeat that they could buy off one gun rights group 
at the expense of all the others. To think they could 
actually get away with such smarmy Chicago-style 
politics suggests that the Democrat leadership in 
Congress has not only lost its moral compass, they’ve 
lost their minds. 

While it is disappointing that the NRA might have 
accepted the exemption, Gottlieb said, it is despicable 
that the offer was ever made in the first place. If pro-
gun Democrats want to shield the NRA from the 
effects of H.R. 5175, they should simply vote against 
the entire bill instead of trying to carve out a special 
exemption. They have insulted and infuriated millions 
of gun owners who are represented by smaller 
grassroots organizations, and they need to hear that 
loud and clear. 
 

CCRKBA --NEWS RELEASES (above): 
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Gun Owners of America  NEWS RELEASES: 

Gun Owners of America E-Mail Alerts 

8001 Forbes Place, Suite 102, Springfield, VA 22151 

Phone: 703-321-8585 / FAX: 703-321-8408 

http://www.gunowners.org/ordergoamem.htm 

 

Will NRA Endorse the Anti-gun Harry 

Reid?  -- Please urge them to holster their 

guns in this race 
Friday, July 9, 2010 

A Wall Street Journal blog has reported that the NRA 

leadership is seriously considering an endorsement in the 

Nevada Senate race.  But the endorsement might not be what 

you expect: 

The chief lobbyist for the National Rifle Association made 

an interesting admission to The Weekly Standard following a 

Wednesday report by RedState.com that the powerful gun lobby 

might back Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid in his general 

election battle against Republican Sharron Angle. 

It's not that they might endorse Reid -- because they might, 

said chief lobbyist Chris Cox -- but that the issue doesn't appear 

to be as much about the records of Reid and Angle, but rather 

the specter of a Senate run by either Democratic Sens. Dick 

Durbin of Illinois or New York Sen. Chuck Schumer. 

This should seriously concern gun owners, as Harry Reid is 

an F rated candidate by GOA -- a politician who has trampled 

all over the Constitution.  In addition to pushing the massive, 

anti-gun ObamaCare bill through the Senate, Reid has helped to 

secure the confirmations of President Obama's left-wing radical 

nominees to the highest positions of power. 

Sen. Reid voted for, and as Senate Leader set the schedule 

for, the likes of Attorney General Eric Holder.  Holder was the 

point man for gun control initiatives such as the Brady bill and 

the semi-auto ban under President Clinton. 

Holder also coauthored an amicus brief to the Supreme Court 

arguing in favor of the gun ban in the District of Columbia.  

Almost immediately after his confirmation, Holder called for the 

reinstatement of the Clinton gun ban. 

Sen. Reid also pushed through Cass Sunstein as the new 

regulatory czar.  Sunstein stated that he believes hunting should 

be banned. 

The top legal advisor at the State Department, Harold Koh, 

also received Reid's support.  Koh advocates bringing the U.S. 

into conformity with a global gun control agenda. 

And the newest Supreme Court Justice, Sonia Sotomayor, 

could not have advanced if Sen. Reid had objected.  Indeed, Sen. 

Reid voted for this anti-gun radical, who recently ruled that the 

Second Amendment does not protect a "fundamental" right. 

As Majority Leader, Reid could have objected to any and all 

of these nominees and insisted that the president put forth men 

and women who respect the Second Amendment. 

 

To see more of Senator Harry Reid's anti-gun record, 

please see:  http://www.goapvf.org/index.php/sharron-angle-

for-senate.htm  

 

Bottom line:  Harry Reid is not a friend of gun owners.  

The NRA leadership is concerned that Chuck Schumer (NY) or 

Dick Durbin (IL) might be elected as the new Senate Majority 

Leader if Reid loses.  But most gun owners know this reason 

doesn't hold water because Harry Reid and the Democrats will 

not have dominating control after the November elections.  And 

regardless, rewarding bad behavior just spoils the child! 

It's obvious that the NRA has NOT told their membership 

about the radical anti-gun record of Harry Reid.  But you can see 

it above.  It's time to realize Reid is in a powerful position to do 

major harm against gun owners and must be stopped. 

It's also obvious that the top leadership of the NRA -- 

Executive Vice President Wayne LaPierre (who seems to be a 

close friend of Reid) and Chief lobbyist Chris Cox -- are in bed 

with the Nevada Senator.  If this type of coziness continues, it 

would not be surprising to see NRA members demand that their 

leadership be removed from their positions of power, before they 

do irreparable harm to the Association and its laudable mission. 

Please note very carefully: Gun Owners of America harbors 

no desire to "bash" the NRA; we simply do not want to see a 

gun-grabber endorsed as the United States Senate Majority 

Leader! 

Reid is clearly calling in his "chips" to get a pass from the 

NRA in this critical election, so call the NRA and voice your 

alarm at this travesty and pass this on to your friends to help 

stop the Reid endorsement. 
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ACTION:  Please ask the NRA leadership NOT to endorse 

Harry Reid in the Nevada Senate race -- especially since his 

opponent, Sharron Angle, is an extremely pro-gun advocate.  

ENCOURAGE YOUR FAMILY AND FRIENDS TO HELP IN 

URGING THE NRA MANAGEMENT TO STAY CLEAR OF 

ENDORSING REID AS WELL. 

You can call the NRA at (800) 392-VOTE (8683). 

Thank you for your commitment to the Second Amendment. 

 

Time For Blue Dog Democrats To Show 

Their True Colors 

Urge Sen. Casey to vote NO on Kagan 

 

Friday, July 9, 2010 
The nomination of Elena Kagan to the U.S. Supreme Court 

presents an opportunity for pro-gun "Blue Dog" Democrats to 

vote to protect the Second Amendment -- or stop pretending to 

be pro-gun. 

During her confirmation hearings last week, Kagan ducked 

and dodged questions about the Second Amendment, and she 

refused to declare whether she believes the Second Amendment 

protects an individual right. 

While Kagan blathered on and on about precedent and 

"settled law" with regard to the Supreme Court decisions in 

Heller and McDonald, this in no way precludes her from ruling 

that almost any gun law -- including gun owner registration, 

purchasing limits, waiting periods, private sale background 

checks, and more -- are consistent with the Constitution. 

As GOA attorney William J. Olson, who testified at the 

hearings, noted: "If [Kagan] were to go on the Court, with what 

we know about her now, she could be the most anti-gun justice 

on that Court."  (See www.gunowners.org/kagantestimony for 

video of that testimony.) 

Senator Robert Casey claims to support the Second 

Amendment.  Well, if that's the case then there is NO WAY he 

can vote to confirm anti-gun radical Kagan to the Supreme 

Court of the United States!  

ACTION:  Contact Sen. Casey and urge him to oppose 

Elena Kagan for the U.S. Supreme Court.  Please urge your 

family and friends to do the same. A pre-written letter is 

provided below for you to copy-and-paste or to guide your 

comments. 

Contact info: 

Sen. Robert Casey 

Phone -- (202) 224-6324 

Webform -- http://casey.senate.gov/contact/ 

----- Pre-written letter ----- 

Dear Senator Casey: 

You claim to be a supporter of the Second Amendment.  If 

that is the case, there is NO WAY that you can vote to confirm 

radical anti-gunner Elena Kagan to the U.S. Supreme Court. 

During her confirmation hearings last week, Kagan ducked 

and dodged questions about the Second Amendment, and she 

refused to declare whether she believes the Second Amendment 

protects an individual right. 

While Kagan blathered on and on about precedent and 

"settled law" with regard to the Supreme Court decisions in 

Heller and McDonald during the Senate hearings, this in no way 

precludes her from ruling that almost any gun law -- including 

gun owner registration, purchasing limits, waiting periods, 

private sale background checks, and more -- are consistent with 

the Constitution. 

As GOA attorney William J. Olson, who testified at the 

hearings, noted: "If [Kagan] were to go on the Court, with what 

we know about her now, she could be the most anti-gun justice 

on that Court." 

I am sure you have seen the recent polls -- fewer than four in 

ten Americans want to see Kagan confirmed to the Court.  I 

hope you will follow the will of the American people on this 

one, and not blindly follow the President who, himself, is at near 

record lows in the polls. 

I urge you in the strongest possible terms to oppose the 

confirmation of Elena Kagan and join a filibuster of her 

nomination. 

Sincerely, 

 

GOA Attorney Testifies Against Kagan 

Before Sen. Schumer's Committee 
Friday, July 2, 2010 

On Thursday, Gun Owners of America had the 
important opportunity to testify concerning the Second 
Amendment views of Supreme Court nominee Elena 
Kagan.  

William J. Olson, counsel of record on amicus briefs 
for GOA in both the Heller and McDonald Supreme 
Court cases, testified at the hearing that Kagan has 
demonstrated "visceral hostility" to the Second 
Amendment right to keep and bear arms. 

Moreover, Olson demonstrated that Elena Kagan's 
view of rights is tied in directly to her view of Judicial 
Supremacy, that is, that our rights "are whatever a 
majority of the Supreme Court rules at a particular 
time in a particular case." 

But under that philosophy, Olson said, "what the 
Court grants, the Court may take away." 

So what's the bottom line if Ms. Kagan does not 
know whether our inalienable rights to defend 
ourselves from criminals and tyrants comes from God -
- as the Declaration of Independence states -- or from 
government, she cannot be trusted to protect our God-
given right to self-preservation, " Olson concluded. 

Click here for video of Mr. Olson's testimony. 
GOA will have much more to say about the 

nomination of Elena Kagan in the coming days and 
weeks. In the meantime, have a happy, and safe, 
Fourth of July weekend.  

Sincerely,  
The GOA Team 
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Senate Hearings Begin on Radical Anti-gun 

Pick for Supreme Court -- Will yesterday's 

Chicago ruling hurt Kagan's chances? 
Tuesday, June 29, 2010 

The hearings on Elena Kagan -- President Obama's 
radical pick to join the U.S. Supreme Court -- began 
yesterday.   

This is a VERY IMPORTANT battle that gun 
owners must fight, as evidenced by the slim victory in 
the McDonald v. Chicago case that was handed down 
by the high Court yesterday. 

Kagan doesn't have a record of judicial opinions, 
but her views on the Second Amendment are no 
mystery:   

* Kagan drafted a directive in favor of a semi-
automatic import ban while serving in the 
Clinton administration; 
* As a law clerk, she advised against allowing 
the Supreme Court to hear arguments in 
Sandidge v. United States that the D.C. gun 
ban was unconstitutional;  
* Kagan was also part of the Clinton team that 
pushed the firearms industry to include gun 
locks with all gun purchases and was in the 
Clinton administration when the president 
pushed legislation that would close down gun 
shows; and 
* Just today, Kagan gave a hint to her true 
colors.  When asked a simple question by 
Senator Grassley of Iowa -- does the Second 
Amendment codify a pre-existing right from 
God or is it a right created by the Constitution-
- Kagan looked like a deer caught in the 
headlights.  After an awkward pause, she said: 
"I've never considered that question." 

 
Yikes... the Supreme Court is no place for on-the-

job training! 
While two key Republican senators (Kyl and 

McConnell) had previously indicated that there would 
not be a filibuster of her nomination, Sen. McConnell 
seemed to open the door yesterday for such an action.  

That's why all Senators (especially the 
Republicans!) need to hear from you during this 
confirmation battle.   

Note:  Bill Olson, the Gun Owners Foundation 
attorney who spearheaded our amicus brief before the 
Court in the Chicago case, is scheduled to testify 

before the Judiciary Committee in opposition to Elena 
Kagan later this week. 

By the way, Justice Sonia Sotomayor's confirmation 
last year should now shed some important light on the 
Kagan hearings.  McDonald v. Chicago is the first 
Second Amendment case that Sotomayor has dealt 
with as a Supreme Court Justice. 

It's no surprise that she joined the anti-gun 
dissenters, but it highlights what a sham the judicial 
hearings are -- and how Senators should put no stock 
in a nominee's responses. 

On July 14 of last year, Sotomayor was asked by 
Sen. Pat Leahy during the confirmation hearings: 

"Is it safe to say that you accept the Supreme 

Court's Decision [in Heller] as establishing that the 

Second Amendment right is an individual right Is 

that correct?" 

Sotomayor responded:  "Yes, Sir."  In other words, 
she affirmed with her response that the right to keep 
and bear arms was a fundamental, individual right. 

But then contrast this to the Chicago case where 
Sotomayor joined the dissent in stating: 

"I can find nothing in the Second Amendment's 
text, history, or underlying rationale that could warrant 
characterizing it as 'fundamental' insofar as it seeks to 
protect the keeping and bearing of arms for private 
self-defense purposes." 

Most people would say she lied to Senator Leahy 
and said whatever she needed to say to get 
confirmed... which is why Senators need to HEAVILY 
LOOK at Kagan's record, not only in what she might 
say during these hearings. 

ACTION:  Please... please... please... contact your 
Senators and urge them to oppose Elena Kagan for the 
U.S. Supreme Court.   

You can use the Gun Owners Legislative Action 
Center at http://www.gunowners.org/activism.htm to 
send a pre-written message to your Senators. 

----- Pre-written letter ----- 

Dear Senator: 
I urge you to oppose and FILIBUSTER Elena 

Kagan's nomination!  Not based on what she says 
during these hearings, but based on what she has 
already done.  Kagan may not have a record of judicial 
opinions, but her anti-gun views are no mystery:   

* Kagan helped draft a directive in favor of a semi-
automatic import ban while serving in the Clinton 
administration; 

* As a law clerk, she advised against allowing the 
Supreme Court to hear arguments in Sandidge v. 
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United States that the D.C. gun ban was 
unconstitutional; and 

* Kagan was also part of the Clinton team that 
pushed the firearms industry to include gun locks with 
all gun purchases and was in the Clinton administration 
when the president pushed legislation that would close 
down gun shows. 

This is what she has done.  What she might say to 
earn Senate approval is almost completely irrelevant.  
Consider that on July 14 of last year, Sonia Sotomayor 
was asked by Sen. Pat Leahy during the confirmation 
hearings:  "Is it safe to say that you accept the 
Supreme Court's decision [in Heller] as establishing 
that the Second Amendment right is an individual right 
Is that correct?" 

Sotomayor responded:  "Yes, Sir."  In other words, 
she affirmed with her response that the right to keep 
and bear arms was a fundamental, individual right.  But 
in the Chicago ruling from June 28, Sotomayor joined 
the dissent in stating: 

"I can find nothing in the Second Amendment's 
text, history, or underlying rationale that could warrant 
characterizing it as 'fundamental' insofar as it seeks to 
protect the keeping and bearing of arms for private 
self-defense purposes." 

Most people would say she lied to Senator Leahy 
and said whatever she needed to say to get 
confirmed... which is why Senators need to LOOK 
CLOSELY at Kagan's record, not what she might 
blabber during these hearings. 

Please oppose the Kagan nomination. 
Sincerely,  
 

House Narrowly Passes Gag Order 

(DISCLOSE) Act -- Now it's time to 

barrage the Senate 
"Now the NRA are the big defenders of the 

Second Amendment of the Constitution, the right to 

bear arms.  But yet they think it's all right to throw 

everybody else under the table so they can get a 

special deal, while requiring everyone else to comply 

with all the rules outlined in this bill, and frankly, I 

think it's disappointing." -- House Minority Leader 

John Boehner (R-OH), June 24, 2010 

Friday, June 25, 2010 

Well, if there were any doubt as to what greased the 
skids for the DISCLOSE Act's final passage... the 
quote above hits the nail on the head.   

Speaking on the House floor, Rep. Boehner blasted 
the horse-trading that occurred behind the scenes -- 
noting that certain groups were made exempt from the 
legislation in order to convince them to drop their 
opposition to H.R. 5175. 

Republican Dan Lungren of California called it an 
"auction behind closed doors."  Some groups won, 
Lungren said, others lost. 

Rep. Gregg Harper (R-MS) vilified the bill because 
of its ambiguity.  He said that since the Federal 
Election Commission won't issue regulations to 
implement the bill before the election, people will have 
to guess at what the new election law is.  That's 
because the government won't be able to tell people 
what the law actually is... and if you guess wrong, you 
go to jail or get prosecuted.   

Harper tagged liberals for trying to rush this bill 
(with all of its ambiguities) for immediate 
implementation so that Democrats can gag their 
opponents in the upcoming election.  Why else, Harper 
asked, won't Pelosi and company delay the 
implementation of the bill until the 2012 elections? 

Another irony with the whole process surrounding 
this legislation is that while the bill is called the 
DISCLOSE Act, liberal Democrats did not reveal 
(until a couple of hours before the Rules Committee 
Vote) that an amendment had been inserted at the last 
minute to exempt labor unions from the requirements 
of the bill.  By the way, many of these requirements 
would make it much more difficult for GOA to hold 
legislators accountable during an election year. 

The DISCLOSE Act (H.R. 5175) passed narrowly 
by a 219-206 vote.  You can see how your 
Representative voted by going to:  
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2010/roll391.xml 

GOA thanks all its activists for their hard work on 
this bill.  Don't be discouraged, it is MUCH harder for 
us to kill legislation in that chamber.  The fact that we 
came so close -- only 7 votes needed to switch -- 
means that we probably have the muscle to kill this in 
the Senate! 

ACTION:  Please urge your Senator to oppose the 
Disclose Act (H.R. 5175 and S. 3295).  You can use 
the Gun Owners Legislative Action Center at 
http://www.gunowners.org/activism.htm to send your 
Senators the pre-written e-mail message below.  

----- Pre-written letter ----- 

Dear Senator: 
I stand with Gun Owners of America in opposing 

the DISCLOSE Act (H.R. 5175 and S. 3295). 
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It is outrageous that the House of Representatives 
passed this legislation with a deal to exempt certain 
large organizations from the terms of the DISCLOSE 
Act.  This smacks of the money-for-votes fiasco which 
helped grease the skids for passage of ObamaCare and 
which has already lowered Congress' reputation to 
unprecedented depths. 

I was glad to see that Senator Mitch McConnell 
blasted this deal, which was especially aimed at carving 
out special exemptions for the NRA leadership in 
exchange for their promise to sit on their hands and 
not oppose the DISCLOSE Act.  "If there is one thing 
Americans loathe about Washington, it's the backroom 
dealing to win the vote of organizations with power 
and influence at the expense of everyone else, " 
McConnell said. 

"Just as it wasn't the Democrats' money to offer in 
the health care debate, free speech isn't theirs to ration 
out to those willing to play ball -- it's a right 
guaranteed by our First Amendment to all Americans." 

I agree wholeheartedly.  Please do NOT vote in 
favor of this legislation, as it will have a chilling effect 
upon our free speech rights by forcing the 
organizations we associate with to disclose their 
membership lists.   

How ironic that a Congress and President who treat 
transparency with contempt should now be trying to 
force legal organizations to disclose the names of their 
law-abiding members.  The hypocrisy is blatant, to say 
the least. 

Vote no on H.R. 5175 or S. 3295. 
Sincerely,  
 

Pelosi Trying to Shove DISCLOSE Act 

through Congress Once Again -- NRA 

remains on the sidelines 
"A top House Democrat said Monday that he 

remains hopeful of mustering enough votes to pass 

sweeping new campaign finance legislation, which has 

prompted a political uproar over a deal crafted to 

help the National Rifle Association." -- The 

Washington Post, June 21, 2010 

Tuesday, June 22, 2010  

The Washington Post corroborates what Gun 
Owners of America has been hearing on Capitol Hill.  
Top Democrat leaders in the House are trying to make 
another go at the DISCLOSE Act... and they think 
they are very close to getting the votes to pass it.  
According to the Post article from yesterday: 

Democrats are "in striking distance of getting the 
votes" for the package, which would require 
corporations, nonprofit groups [like GOA] and unions 
to disclose details about their political spending. 

The big news last week was a "carve out" that 
Democrat leaders made to exempt the NRA from the 
provisions of the bill.  This week, in order to gain more 
votes, there is talk about exempting many more non-
profit organizations -- which may include GOA. 

Our answer to Congress is simple and is found in 
the First Amendment: "Congress shall make no law... 
abridging the freedom of speech."  In other words, NO 
DEAL.   

The NRA claims, in a widely circulated letter, that 
"some of our critics believe we should put the Second 
Amendment at risk over a First Amendment principle 
to protect other organizations." 

To the contrary, sacrificing a First Amendment 
principle will end up putting the Second Amendment 
on even more precarious footing.   

The restrictions on government power contained in 
the Bill of Rights do not exist in a vacuum.  For 
instance, the First Amendment protections are what 
allow groups like GOA and people like you to 
complain to the Congress about anti-gun legislation, 
while the Fourth Amendment keeps the government 
from coming into our homes without a warrant to 
seize our guns.  

The DISCLOSE Act will impose a host of new 
restrictions upon groups like GOA, effectively limiting 
our ability to hold individual congressmen accountable 
in the weeks leading up to an election. 

Your activism against this bill so far has been 
OUTSTANDING, and it is the reason why liberal 
Democrats are trying to mute the voice of the gun 
lobby.  While other groups might acquiesce to a deal, 
GOA will oppose this bill so long as even one gun 
owner's voice is silenced.    

The Democrat leadership is trying very hard to 
round up the votes to pass the bill this week. 

ACTION:  Please keep up the pressure.  We must 
continue to contact our Congressmen in opposition to 
the DISCLOSE Act and urge others to do the same.  
If we are going to defeat the Obama gun control 
agenda, we have to be able to speak out against the 
politicians who are sacrificing our rights on the altar of 
liberalism.   

1. You can call your Representative toll-free at 1-
877-762-8762; or you can use the Gun Owners 
Legislative Action Center at 
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http://www.gunowners.org/activism.htm to send a pre-
written message to your Representative. 

2. Also, urge the NRA to change its position on the 
DISCLOSE Act and stand with Gun Owners of 
America.  All the gun groups need to stick together on 
this.  You can call the NRA at (800) 392-VOTE 
(8683). 

----- Pre-written letter ----- 

Dear Representative: 
Vote "NO" on the DISCLOSE Act (HR 5175).  

Every member who votes "yes" -- including you -- will 
be remembered at election time and I will vote NO on 
you. 

Do not accept any deals... do not support any 
compromises... do not vote for this infringement of the 
First Amendment at all. 

Sincerely,  
 

Congratulations:  We are Winning... for 

Now! 

"Gun Owners of America has been one of 

the key players in opposing the DISCLOSE 

Act." -- Rep. Paul Broun (R-GA) 
Friday, June 18, 2010 

Thank you all for your hard work.  The DISCLOSE 

Act is on the ropes! 

Here's what The Washington Post reported this 
morning:  

One of President Obama's top legislative priorities 
is in serious doubt after top House Democrats' attempt 
to satisfy the National Rifle Association backfired 
badly.  

The Post says that "top Democrats abandoned plans 
for a Friday vote in the House" on the DISCLOSE Act 
after several Representatives and organizations "rose 
up against the deal with the NRA." 

Interestingly, the Post also reported that the 
intended beneficiaries of the deal -- that is, the Blue 
Dog Democrats who were expected to drop their 
opposition to the DISCLOSE Act once the NRA 
dropped theirs -- were still "spooked" by public 
resistance to the bill. 

You can pat yourselves on the back knowing that 
you were a huge part of the outpouring of opposition 
that was generated this week.  You played a big role in 
"spooking" the politicians who are going to be 
soliciting your votes in November. 

You should know that the sponsors of the bill are 
still looking for ways to resuscitate the legislation, so 

GOA will continue to keep you abreast of further 
developments. 

But for now, enjoy the victory and have a great 
weekend! 

 
 

Threat to Free Speech Lights a Fire in the 

Grassroots -- Vote has been temporarily 

postponed; keep up the heat! 
“[T]he NRA -- on whose board of directors I serve -- 

rather than holding steadfastly to its historic 

principles of defending the Constitution and 

continuing its noble fight against government 

regulation of political speech instead opted for a 

political deal borne of self-interest in exchange for 

‘neutrality’ from the legislation's requirements.” -- 

NRA Director Cleta Mitchell, June 17, 2010 

Thursday, June 17, 2010 

The above quote -- part of an editorial authored by 
NRA Director Cleta Mitchell -- ran in The Washington 
Post today. 

Like Mitchell, bloggers and editorial writers around 
the country have lit up the Internet with the story that 
we have been alerting you to over the past 48 hours. 
Here are just some of the headlines: 

* “The NRA sells out to Democrats on the First 
Amendment,” The Wall Street Journal 

* “Conservatives take on the NRA over deal on 
disclosure bill,” The Washington Post 

* “The National Rifle Association’s Excuse Holds 
No Water,” RedState.org 

The conservative movement (and to be honest, 
many liberal organizations as well) are coming 
together to loudly protest the DISCLOSE Act -- 
legislation that threatens to gag our ability to 
effectively hold individual congressmen accountable in 
the days and weeks leading up to an election. 

It is imperative that we continue hammering the 
Congress. But rather than cry “uncle, ” liberal 
Democrats are now trying to buy off more groups with 
an exemption for those that have at least 500, 000 
members (rather than the higher threshold of one 
million, which would have applied to few groups other 
than the NRA). 

Of course, how is the government going to know 
how many members an organization has according to 
the legislation, each organization will have to certify to 
a government commission how many members they 
have. But what if the commission wants 
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documentation; will the organization have to 
“disclose” the names of their members? 

GOA, of course, will never do this. Furthermore, 
you should know that your Gun Owners of America 
can NOT be bought off. We will continue opposing 
this bill on principle, urging all gun groups to stick 
together in this fight. As we stated yesterday, we 
realize that: “We must all hang together, or we will all 
hang separately.” 

GOA applauds NRA Director Cleta Mitchell for the 
courageous stand she took today. (You can read her 
editorial here.) We hope that the NRA leadership will 
heed her wisdom and take a stand against this bill. If 
they don’t, we wouldn’t be surprised if NRA members 
start demanding a change in their leadership. After all, 
the NRA has engaged in many good fights over the 
years, and it would be a shame to lose this VERY 
IMPORTANT battle because high-ranking staff led the 
NRA down the wrong path. 

ACTION:  
1. Please call your congressman today and urge him 

or her to oppose HR 5175. We’ve asked you to send 
emails before, but now on the eve before the vote, it is 
crucial that the phones ring off the hook. If they’re not 
ringing, they won’t be worried. 

You can use the Talking Points below to call your 
Representative toll-free at 1-877-762-8762. 

2. If you haven’t yet urged the NRA staff to change 
its position on HR 5175 and stand with Gun Owners 
of America, please do so. NRA Director Cleta Mitchell 
was absolutely correct, and the NRA leadership should 
heed her wisdom. You can call the NRA at (800) 392-
VOTE (8683). 

3. Please help Gun Owners of America to continue 
fighting for your rights. You can go to 
http://gunowners.org/contribute-to-goa.htm to help us 
alert as many people as possible to the DISCLOSE 
Act threat. 

----- Talking Points for contacting your 
Representative ----- 

1. I stand with Gun Owners of America in opposing 
the DISCLOSE Act (HR 5175). 

2. The Bill of Rights is clear in saying that Congress 
has no authority to pass legislation like this. Just like 
the Second Amendment says our gun rights “shall not 
be infringed, ” the First Amendment says “Congress 
shall make no law … abridging the freedom of 
speech.” 

3. The Supreme Court was right earlier this year in 
the Citizens United case. Sen. John McCain -- the 

author of the Campaign Finance Reform law 
(otherwise known as the Incumbent Protection Act) -- 
was wrong. Americans, and the groups they choose to 
associate with, should be able to criticize Congress in 
the days and weeks leading up to an election 
WITHOUT BEING GAGGED OR FORCED TO 
JUMP THROUGH HOOPS that are mandated by 
Congress. 

 

Free Speech Gag Bill Moving in House -- 

Please contact your Reps again 
Wednesday, June 16, 2010 

The ability of American citizens to communicate 
with their elected officials is one of the most important 
rights that help preserve our freedoms.  In fact, of all 
the forms of speech protected by the First Amendment, 
political speech is at the top of the list. 

This is exactly what the Supreme Court said earlier 
this year, in Citizens United v. FEC, when it ruled 
unconstitutional huge portions of the McCain-Feingold 
law, otherwise known as the Incumbent Protection 
Act. 

Now, in an effort to undo the victory at the 
Supreme Court, liberals in Congress are attempting to 
pass the so-called DISCLOSE Act, which would 
severely limit the ability of GOA to communicate to 
our members and the general public. 

This unconstitutional bill could come to the floor of 
the House as early as Thursday. 

Sadly, as we reported yesterday, some in the pro-
gun community have abandoned the principle of 
protecting the free speech rights of all Americans, so 
long as their ox is not being gored in this instance. 

The NRA, which had previously opposed the 
DISCLOSE Act, has now accepted a deal to exempt 
that organization from the bill.    

This is a startling about-face by the association.   
When the Supreme Court ruled in favor of political 

speech in Citizens United, NRA executive vice 
president Wayne LaPierre praised the decision, saying, 
"This ruling is a victory for anyone who believes that 
the First Amendment applies to each and every one of 
us.... This is a defeat for arrogant elitists who wanted 
to carve out free speech as a privilege for themselves 
and deny it to the rest of us." (Emphasis added.) 

That's a far cry from the NRA statement to 
Congress this week regarding legislation specifically 
designed to undo that Supreme Court decision.   

"On June 14, 2010, Democratic leadership in the 
U.S. House of Representatives pledged that H.R. 5175 
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[DISCLOSE Act] would be amended to exempt 
groups like the NRA, that meet certain criteria, from 
its onerous restrictions on political speech, " reads the 
statement.   

"As a result, and as long as that remains the case, 
the NRA will not be involved in final consideration of 
the House bill." 

Apparently it's ok to "carve out" a little free speech 
if you're in the role of the "elitists." 

But the misguided NRA exemption will leave 
millions and millions of gun owners and sportsmen 
belonging to dozens of different organizations out in 
the cold.   

We cannot allow this to happen.  An attack on our 
First Amendment rights is a direct assault on our 
Second Amendment rights.  After all, if GOA can't 
alert you about legislation affecting your Second 
Amendment rights, then we cannot protect those 
rights.   

Of course, that's precisely what the politicians in 
Washington want.  Shut out the voices of the 
"commoners" like gun owners and Tea Party activists 
who are coming to -- in the words of Senate candidate 
Rand Paul of Kentucky -- "take our government 
back!" 

There's a reason the Bill of Rights is considered as 
an entire unit, and an attack on one part of the 
Constitution poses a threat to the whole document. 

In short, if GOA loses this battle, all political 

organizations -- of any size -- will ultimately lose. 

ACTION:  Please ask your congressman to vote 
against the anti-gun DISCLOSE Act.  This bill could 
come to the floor of the House as early as Thursday, 
June 17, 2010.  Here's what you can do: 

1. Urge your congressman to oppose HR 5175.  
You can use the Gun Owners Legislative Action 
Center at http://www.gunowners.org/activism.htm to 
send a pre-written message to your Representative. 

2. Urge the NRA to change its position and stand 
with Gun Owners of America.  You know that GOA is 
the organization that consistently refuses to 
compromise on principle.  Even still, GOA has fought 
alongside the NRA many times to fight 
unconstitutional legislation, and it is imperative that we 
fight side-by-side on this issue as well.  It has often 
been said that, "We either hang together or we will 
hang alone."  But impress upon the NRA management 
that being the last one hung doesn't make the situation 
any better.  You can call the NRA at (800) 392-VOTE 
(8683). 

----- Pre-written letter ----- 

Dear Representative: 
Please oppose the DISCLOSE Act (H.R. 5175). 
The manner in which this bill is moving forward is 

as despicable as the health care bill -- with backroom 
deals and special favors being doled out in order to 
ram this down the throats of the American people. 

This bill is a threat to the privacy of individuals and, 
by gagging the voices of groups like Gun Owners of 
America, it is silencing my voice as well. 

My ability to protect my Second Amendment rights 
relies on the First Amendment's right to freely and 
openly communicate with government officials, who at 
one time were called "public servants." 

I agree with GOA that this bill is an 
unconstitutional sham that will have a chilling effect 
upon my free speech.  

Please vote NO on HR 5175. 
Sincerely,  
 

House Democrats Close to Reinstituting 

Penalties for Criticizing Congress -- Help 

GOA get other pro-gun groups on board in 

this fight 
Tuesday, June 15, 2010 

We alerted you last week to the very dangerous 
DISCLOSE Act (HR 5175), where liberal House 
Democrats are trying to gag their political opponents. 

Well, there have been some late-breaking 
developments in the fight to kill this bill, but you're not 
going to believe what's happening.  This is what 
Politico.com reported yesterday: 

House Democrats have offered to exempt the 
National Rifle Association from a sweeping campaign-
finance bill, removing a major obstacle in the push to 
roll back the Supreme Court's Citizens United ruling. 

The NRA had objected to some of the strict 
financial disclosure provisions that Democrats have 
proposed for corporations and politically active 
nonprofits and that had kept moderate, pro-gun 
Democrats from backing the legislation. 

But if the NRA signs off on the deal, the bill could 
come to the House floor as early as this week. The 
NRA said it would not comment until specific 
legislative language is revealed. 

An NRA official also noted that the group would 
not be supporting the bill but would not actively 
oppose it if the deal with the Democratic leadership 
holds up. 



 

 
Page 27

So if the NRA gets an exemption for itself, it will 
not oppose the anti-freedom DISCLOSE Act (HR 
5175).  This legislation is designed to overturn major 
parts of the recent Supreme Court decision which 
restored the ability of groups like GOA to freely 
criticize elected officials during a campaign.   

But the NRA would no longer oppose the bill once 
they've won an exemption for themselves.  As reported 
by Politico.com:  

The legislation in question is designed to restore 
more campaign finance rules in the wake of last year's 
Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission 
decision, which removed prohibitions on corporations 
and unions running TV ads opposing or backing 
candidates in the run-up to an election. 

Democratic leaders fear the Citizens United 
decision could open the floodgates for corporate 
money to flow into this year's midterm elections, which 
they believe would favor Republican interests. 

The legislation, offered by Maryland Rep. Chris 
Van Hollen, chairman of the Democratic 
Congressional Campaign Committee, would require 
special-interest groups to disclose their top donors if 
they choose to run TV ads or send out mass mailings 
in the final months of an election. 

In addition to benefiting the NRA, this "exemption" 
amendment will benefit Blue Dog Democrats who will 
be given a green light to support the Obama-Pelosi 
backed bill:  

Democrats are justifying the NRA exemption, 
saying the organization has a long history of being 
involved in the political process, and they say the real 
goal of the new campaign finance bill is to expose 
corporations and unions that create ambiguous front 
groups to run attack ads during campaigns. Unions 
would not be allowed to use the NRA exemption. 

North Carolina Rep. Heath Shuler, an NRA backer 
and conservative Democrat, proved to be pivotal to 
the NRA deal. Shuler was the first to offer an 
amendment to exempt the NRA and other nonprofits 
from the legislation, but that move drew objections 
from campaign watchdog groups. 

"There were a number of concerns that the 
DISCLOSE Act could hinder or penalize the efforts of 
certain long-standing, member-driven organizations 
who have historically acted in good faith," Shuler said, 
referring to the NRA. "Most of those concerns are 
addressed within the manager's amendment." 

But here's the rub, the special exemption 
amendment will ONLY benefit the NRA and no other 

groups whatsoever.  It will leave all other groups who 
are currently in Obama's crosshairs dangling in the 
wind:  

The proposal would exempt organizations that have 
more than 1 million members, have been in existence 
for more than 10 years, have members in all 50 states 
and raise 15 percent or less of their funds from 
corporations. Democrats say the new language would 
apply to only the NRA, since no other organization 
would qualify under these specific provisions. The 
NRA, with 4 million members, will not actively oppose 
the DISCLOSE Act, according to Democratic sources. 

The exemption for a huge group like the NRA is 
sure to outrage smaller special-interest groups [like 
Gun Owners of America]. 

We are in a political war, and our opponents are 
trying to change the rules of the game by gagging 
those groups that are their political enemies.  Some 
might say that the requirement to disclose our 
membership is not a gag rule, but it most certainly is.  
Gun Owners of America will NOT do anything that 
would jeopardize the privacy of our members! 

Gun owners know the dangers of being registered, 
as it has often proven to be the first step towards gun 
confiscation -- which, by the way, is why it's 
lamentable that the management of the NRA is selling 
out its members for the proverbial bowl of pottage.  
(Go to http://tinyurl.com/2uw9sm9 to see what a 
leading Capitol Hill blog has written about this sell-
out.) 

We're positive that regular members of the NRA 
would never want this to happen -- where all the other 
pro-gun organizations (like GOA) that are fighting to 
protect our rights would be gagged, while special 
favors are cut for one group in particular. 

We stand shoulder to shoulder with NRA and all 
the other pro-gun groups when they are fighting to 
defend our Second Amendment freedoms.  We all have 
to stick together if we are going to win these battles.   

We're not sure who is making the decisions over at 
the NRA headquarters... but this type of thing would 
have never happened in the past, and we're positive 
that the NRA membership would not be happy with it.  
This cannot stand!   

ACTION:  Please do everything you can to kill this 
dangerous DISCLOSE Act legislation (HR 5175).  
Here's what you can do: 

1. Urge your congressman to oppose HR 5175.  
You can use the Gun Owners Legislative Action 
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Center at http://www.gunowners.org/activism.htm to 
send a pre-written message to your Representative. 

2. Call the NRA-ILA at (800) 392-VOTE (8683) 
and urge them to oppose this legislation and to rate 
any congressman who votes in favor of HR 5175 as 
having cast an ANTI-GUN vote.  Urge them not to 
sell out our constitutional freedoms just because they 
can get an exemption for themselves.  

3. Please help Gun Owners of America to continue 
fighting for your rights.  You can go to 
http://gunowners.org/contribute-to-goa.htm to help us 
alert as many people as possible to this new threat. 

----- Pre-written letter ----- 

Dear Representative: 
I stand with Gun Owners of America in opposing 

the DISCLOSE Act (HR 5175). 
There are reports that a deal may be cut to exempt 

one large organization from the terms of the 
DISCLOSE Act.  This smacks of the money-for-votes 
fiasco which helped grease the skids for passage of 
ObamaCare and which has already lowered Congress' 
reputation to unprecedented depths. 

On the Senate side, Senator Mitch McConnell 
blasted this deal, which is aimed at carving out special 
exemptions for the NRA leadership in exchange for 
their promise to sit on their hands and not oppose the 
DISCLOSE Act.  "If there is one thing Americans 
loathe about Washington, it's the backroom dealing to 
win the vote of organizations with power and influence 
at the expense of everyone else, " McConnell said. 

"Just as it wasn't the Democrats' money to offer in 
the health care debate, free speech isn't theirs to ration 
out to those willing to play ball -- it's a right 
guaranteed by our First Amendment to all Americans." 

I agree wholeheartedly.  Please do NOT vote in 
favor of this legislation, as it will have a chilling effect 
upon our free speech rights by forcing the 
organizations we associate with to disclose their 
membership lists.   

How ironic that a Congress and President who treat 
transparency with contempt should now be trying to 
force legal organizations to disclose the names of their 
law-abiding members.  The hypocrisy is blatant, to say 
the least. 

Vote no on HR 5175. 
Sincerely, 
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7/06/2010 

House Passes Pro-Industry, Pro-

Conservation Excise Tax Improvement 

Legislation 
MOVING FORWARD IN SENATE . . . By a vote of 

412-6, the U.S. House of Representatives last week passed 

the Firearms Excise Tax Improvement Act of 2010 (H.R. 

5552). Following the House's passage of the bill, Sens. 

Harry Reid (D-Nev.), Max Baucus (D-Mont.), Mike Crapo 

(R-Idaho) and a bipartisan group of senators offered the 

Firearms Fairness and Affordability Act of 2010 (S. 632) as 

an amendment (No. 4444) to the Small Business Lending 

Act (HR 5297), which is now pending in the Senate. The 

legislation corrects a longstanding inequity in the Internal 

Revenue Code by permitting firearm and ammunition 

manufacturers to pay the federal excise tax payment on a 

quarterly basis, like other industries. The bill is a win-win 

for manufacturers and for conservation. The firearm and 

ammunition excise tax is the major revenue source for 

funding the Wildlife Restoration Trust Fund (also known as 

the Pittman-Robertson Trust Fund). Last year, firearm and 

ammunition manufacturers contributed approximately $450 

million to wildlife conservation through excise tax 

payments. Please urge your U.S. senators to support this 

legislation.  
Legal & 

Legislative 

• VIDE

O 

ANA

LYSI

S OF 

MCD

ONA

LD GUN RIGHTS DECISION . . . NSSF 

President Steve Sanetti sat down last week to answer 

a number of questions regarding the Supreme Court's 

recent decision in the McDonald v. City of Chicago 

case. The court ruled 5-4 that the individual right to 

keep and bear arms protected by the Second 

Amendment of the U.S. Constitution applies to the 

states and local government. Many of the questions 

came from visitors to the NSSF and SHOT Show 

Facebook pages. Play Video 

• NSSF OPPOSES CONFIRMATION OF 

KAGAN TO SUPREME COURT . . . After 

reviewing the record of Elena Kagan, including 

public statements, written documents and her 

testimony this week before the Senate Judiciary 

Committee, the National Shooting Sports Foundation 

is opposing her confirmation to the U.S. Supreme 

Court. Though Kagan's record on Second 
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Amendment-related issues is sparse, what's available 

is troubling. Full Story 

• NEW DETAILS EMERGE ON EXPORT-

CONTROLS REFORM . . . Last week, the 

administration provided further details on its plans 

for reforming export controls to make the U.S. more 

competitive while protecting national security. 

National Security Advisor Gen. Jim Jones announced 

that a single export-control licensing agency will be 

formed to administer U.S. export controls. The new 

entity will be governed by a board of directors 

comprised of Cabinet members serving in agencies 

with jurisdiction over export controls (e.g., State, 

Commerce, and Defense). The agency will be headed 

by an individual confirmed by the Senate. Reforming 

export controls continues to be an industry priority. 

"Our industry is supportive of the administration's 

export control reform initiative," said NSSF Senior 

Vice President and General Counsel Lawrence G. 

Keane. "This agency will help the exporting 

community, including our manufacturer and 

distributor members, compete in an increasingly 

global economy." 

• ILLINOIS SENATOR SEES HOPE FOR 

CONCEALED CARRY LAW . . . Each year that 

Illinois State Sen. John O. Jones has been in 

Springfield, he has introduced or co-sponsored 

concealed-carry legislation, the McClatchy-Tribune 

news service reports. This January, he intends to 

introduce legislation again. And due to the Supreme 

Court's recent decision, Jones sees the legislation 

moving forward this time. "The last few years, only 

two states, Illinois and Wisconsin, have been without 

concealed carry rights," Jones said. "We've tried and 

tried to convince Chicago legislators that people have 

the right to bear arms. The court ruling means we've 

been right all along." 

 

6/28/2010 
NSSF Hails Supreme Court Decision 

COURT RULES 5-4 THAT CHICAGO GUN BAN 

IS UNCONSTITUTIONAL . . . The National Shooting 

Sports Foundation hailed today's U.S. Supreme Court 5-4 

decision written by Justice Alito that ruled the individual 

right to keep and bear arms protected by the Second 

Amendment applies to the states and local government. 

"Today's ruling is a victory for freedom and liberty," said 

NSSF President Steve Sanetti. "All law-abiding Americans, 

no matter whether they live in a big city like Chicago or in 

rural Wyoming, have the same Second Amendment right to 

keep and bear arms. Constitutional rights don't stop at state 

or city borders. Cities like Chicago and New York and 

states like California must now respect the Second 

Amendment." The case before the court, McDonald v. City 

of Chicago, was filed in 2008 a day after the Supreme 

Court's landmark decision in District of Columbia v. Heller 

-- in which the high court reaffirmed that the Second 

Amendment protects an "individual" right to keep and bear 

arms. The Heller decision, however, did not reach the 

question of whether the Second Amendment also applied to 

the states.  

Full Story | Read the Supreme Court's Decision | 

Video 
Legal & Legislative 

• HOUSE TO VOTE TUESDAY ON PRO-

INDUSTRY LEGISLATION . . . The House of 

Representatives is scheduled to vote Tuesday on 

legislation being sponsored by Rep. Ron Kind (D-

Wis.) called the Firearms Excise Tax Improvement 

Act of 2010 (H.R. 5552). The bill revises earlier 

legislation (H.R. 510) introduced by Rep. Kind so 

that the bill does not add to the budget deficit. H.R. 

5552 would correct a longstanding inequity in the 

Internal Revenue Code by permitting firearm and 

ammunition manufacturers to pay the Pittman 

Robertson federal excise tax on a quarterly basis, like 

other industries that support conservation through the 

payment of a federal excise tax, instead of the current 

bi-weekly schedule. For more information, read the 

NSSF Blog. Please call your representatives at 202-

224-3121 and urge them to vote "yes" on H.R. 5552. 

• SECOND AMENDMENT QUESTIONS 

EXPECTED AT KAGAN HEARING . . . As 

Supreme Court nominee Elena Kagan's confirmation 

got under way today, the top Republican on the 

Senate Judiciary Committee said he had "serious 

concerns" about her nomination, CQ Politics reports. 

Among the questions that Sen. Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.) 

raised in his opening statements was one on Kagan's 

role in forging gun policy while in the Clinton White 

House in the '90s. "During her White House years, 

the nominee was the central figure in the Clinton-

Gore effort to restrict gun rights -- and as the 

dramatic 5-4 decision today in McDonald shows, the 

personal right of every American to own a gun hangs 

in the balance," he said. Time magazine lists gun 

rights as No. 1 on a list of topics that Kagan is 

expected to be grilled on this week.  

• MICROSTAMPING REMAINS A THREAT IN 

NEW YORK . . . Without the support of the 

Republican Conference in Albany two weeks ago, 

microstamping would have already passed into law. 

Still, this fight continues and the legislation could be 

brought back for a vote at any time. In response to 

the collective efforts by NSSF and its allies in the 

Second Amendment community to defeat firearms 
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microstamping, New York City politicians are trying 

to bully state senators into changing their votes and 

supporting this gun ban -- and make no mistake, 

microstamping is a gun ban. NSSF is asking New 

Yorkers to please take a few minutes and thank your 

Republican state senators for staying strong and 

continuing to oppose this dangerous legislation. 

• LEGISLATION BANNING AMMUNITION 

HEARD IN CALIF. COMMITTEE . . . 

Legislation (AB 2223) that would ban the use of 

traditional shot ammunition when hunting or shooting 

on all state wildlife management areas (110 areas) 

was heard in the California Natural Resources and 

Water Committee last week. NSSF testified in 

opposition to the bill. The vote failed by one, but was 

granted reconsideration, allowing it to be taken up 

again this week. The bill would be another major step 

toward banning the use of all traditional ammunition 

-- for any lawful purpose -- statewide. Also last 

week, the California Fish and Game Commission 

took up a petition by Audubon California, one of the 

primary supports of AB 2223, to force a ban 

regulatorily, despite no scientific evidence that the 

use of traditional shot for upland and small game 

hunting is impacting any species population. 

• CONNECTICUT AG CANDIDATES ARGUE 

ABOUT FIREARMS TRAINING IN SCHOOLS 

. . . Two Republican candidates for Connecticut 

attorney general argued about firearms training for 

students in schools. "We teach sex education, yet we 

omit the most basic skills needed to exercise our 

fundamental constitutional right," said candidate 

Martha Dean. Her opponent has a much different 

view. Read the full story from the New Haven 

Register. 

• R&R WEBINARS FOR STATE AGENCIES . . . 
Looking for ideas on how to improve your state's 

recruitment and retention efforts? Over the coming 

months, NSSF will be releasing a series of free 

webinars to help state agencies implement effective 

programs and ensure that existing efforts are as 

effective as they can be. The webinars are based on 

the "Best Practices in Hunting and Shooting Sports 

Recruitment & Retention" project of NSSF and the 

Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies. A new 

webinar will be released each month at 

nssf.org/bestpractices. Watch the introductory 

webinar now. 

• GUNSMITHING TIP: MODEL 1911 

MAINTENANCE . . . In the most recent NSSF 

Shooting Sportscast video, veteran gunsmith Mitch 

Schultz shows how a little TLC today will ensure 

that your favorite .45 ACP will work flawlessly the 

next time you shoot it. Schultz notes that many 

Model 1911s that come into his shop for "repair" 

really just need a good cleaning and proper 

lubrication. To get the job done right, watch him 

show you how to field strip, clean and lubricate your 

favorite 1911 the right way. Play Video 
News of Note 

• USA SHOOTING ANNOUNCES 2010 WORLD 

CHAMPIONSHIP TEAM . . . USA Shooting has 

announced its 2010 ISSF World Shooting 

Championship team. Members were selected through 

a variety of qualifying matches and will be traveling 

to Munich, Germany, from July 29 to Aug. 11 to 

compete against 2,500-plus shooters for not only 

glory, but also for the first Olympic quota slots 

awarded for the 2012 Games. Shooters will 

participate in a variety of events of both Olympic and 

non-Olympic disciplines. See who will be competing 

in Munich. 

• JUNIOR SHOOTERS TO COMPETE WITH 

HELP FROM DALLAS SAFARI CLUB . . . A 

grant to help underwrite the cost of sending 35 U.S. 

junior athletes to the World Shooting Championships 

in Munich, Germany, has been given to USA 

Shooting by the Dallas Safari Club. Approximately 

80 U.S. athletes, including the 35 juniors (under age 

20), will be traveling to Munich for the event. 

• ARMY DOMINATES 2010 INTERSERVICE 

PISTOL CHAMPIONSHIP . . . The Army 

prevailed once again as soldiers with the U.S. Army 

Marksmanship Unit dominated the competition at the 

51st Interservice Pistol Championship matches held 

at Ft. Benning, Ga., June 14-18. Staff Sgt. Robert 

Park II, USAMU, won the overall individual 

championship for the first time in one of the closest 

competitions in the history of the 51-year-old event. 

 

6/21/2010 

Threat Returns for Microstamping in N.Y. 
BLOOMBERG'S BILL IS BACK. . . After setting 

aside firearms microstamping legislation (S. 6005A) last 

week rather than losing a 

vote on the senate floor, 

anti-gun New York City 

politicians are now 

seeking to bring the bill 

back and have begun 

aggressively pressuring 

senators to flip-flop their 

votes. Among the tactics being used by these anti-gun 

politicians is a promise to 

push back the start date of 

microstamping -- a false 
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promise since these same anti-gun politicians have pre-

rigged the bill with a "cost" trigger to force immediate 

implementation should someone come along and claim to be 

able to produce a microstamped firing pin (discounting 

outside manufacturing costs) for under $12. And even still, 

pushing the date back wouldn't make this flawed technology 

-- which has never been produced on a mass basis -- 

actually function. 

NSSF has intensified its radio ad campaign in the 

Empire State, encouraging New Yorkers to contact their 

state senator and urge him or her to oppose this legislation. 

NSSF is also on the ground in Albany working to educate 

legislators on the flawed technology and the economic 

ramifications of mandating microstamping. If firearms 

microstamping passes, manufacturers would be forced to 

abandon the New York market rather than spend the 

astronomical sums of money necessary to completely 

reconfigure their manufacturing and assembly processes. In 

addition, this bill could result in hundreds of layoffs for 

New York workers as firearms factories consider moving 

out of the state. 

Learn more about firearms microstamping  

Listen to the latest NSSF Radio Ad  

Contact your state senators  

Read Kimber's letter on NSSF's Blog  
Industry News 

• ATF POSTS FFL BEST PRACTICES GUIDE 

ONLINE . . . The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms and Explosives has posted the revised, as of 

June 2010, Federal Firearms Licensee Quick 

Reference and Best Practices Guide online at 

www.atf.gov/publications.  
Legal & Legislative 

• FIREARMS AND AMMUNITION EXCISE 

TAX REFORM LEGISLATION MOVES 

FORWARD . . . NSSF applauds Congressman Ron 

Kind (D-WI) for introducing legislation (HR 5552) 

revising the Firearms Excise Tax Improvement Act 

of 2010 so that it complies with statutory Pay-Go 

rules and does not add to the deficit. The bi-partisan 

legislation has 57 original co-sponsors. This revision 

would correct a longstanding inequity in the Internal 

Revenue Code by permitting firearm and ammunition 

manufacturers to pay the federal excise tax payment 

on a quarterly basis, like other industries that support 

conservation through a federal excise tax, instead of 

the current bi-weekly schedule. The revised bill 

would comply with Pay-Go standards and completely 

offset the cost of the legislation by changing the 

Internal Revenue Code to allow the IRS to 

immediately assess and collect, as a tax, the 

restitution debt owed by defendants in criminal tax 

cases. This provision will not affect conservation 

funding. Read More. 

• NSSF ADDRESSES ATTENDEES AT 

MASSACHUSETTS 'GOAL' ANNUAL 

BANQUET . . . National Shooting Sports 

Foundation Senior Vice President and General 

Counsel Lawrence G. Keane spoke at the 

Massachusetts Gun Owners Action League (GOAL) 

Annual Banquet this Saturday. Keane discussed with 

attendees the firearm industry's substantial economic 

impact on the Bay State and the industry's position on 

firearms microstamping. Read more. 

• NSSF INCREASINGLY CONCERNED ABOUT 

SUPREME COURT NOMINEE . . . Following the 

release of documents from the Clinton Library last 

week in which it appears United States Supreme 

Court Nominee Elena Kagan equated the National 

Rifle Association (NRA) to the Ku Klux Klan 

(KKK), NSSF has become increasingly concerned 

about the nominee’s views on firearms issues and her 

temperament to serve on the high court. The White 

House has subsequently denied the charge, which 

appeared in National Review Magazine; however, 

even if Ms. Kagan did not intend to directly equate 

the NRA to the KKK, she did undeniably list the 

NRA as a "bad guy” organization. Read more on the 

NSSF Blog  

• NSSF PAC UNVEILS NEW WEBSITE . . . The 

National Shooting Sports Foundation (NSSF) has 

launched the NSSF Political Action Committee 

website at www.nssf.aristotle.com. The NSSF PAC 

is a non-partisan, Federal Election Commission 

registered political action committee. The NSSF PAC 

was established by the NSSF to support pro-Second 

Amendment, pro-sportsmen and pro-industry 

candidates seeking election or re-election to federal 

office.  
Video 

• FIREARM SAFETY TIP 

VIDEO FROM NSSF . . . In 

a new NSSF Shooting 

Sportscast video, Doug 

Painter delivers a shooting 

range safety tip for clay 

target shooters and Bill 

Brassard reminds viewers that with children spending 

more time at home during summer vacation, firearms 

owners should check to make sure all their firearms 

are stored properly. June is National Safety Month 

and a perfect time to review the rules of safety while 

on the shooting range and when storing firearms in 

the home. NSSF offers a wide selection of firearm 

safety brochures and videos at www.nssf.org/safety. 
News of Note 
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• BILLBOARD URGES COMMUTERS TO 

TAKE THEIR 'FIRST SHOTS' . . . Scott and 

Jannette Morris of Freedom Armory in Glenn Rock, 

Penn., have launched a billboard advertising 

campaign to reach a new audience for First Shots, the 

NSSF program that helps ranges introduce 

newcomers to target shooting. Based on a twice-a-

month schedule of First Shots seminars, the Morrises 

worked with a local company to create a co-branded 

message that reaches commuters in a big way, 24/7, 

on I-83 -- a major route between Baltimore and 

Harrisburg. An estimated 50,000 vehicles per day 

pass the billboard, which is strategically located 

before the exit for their facility. Jannette Morris says 

the billboard, which is one part of an overall 

marketing campaign, is being noticed. "People are 

mentioning the billboard to our members, and friends, 

neighbors and coworkers are coordinating times to 

attend First Shots together," she said. Freedom 

Armory's June 26 seminar is filled, and the Morrises 

hope July's seminars will be, too. 

• NSSF RESPONDS TO EDITORIAL . . . The 

Hartford Courant unwisely based its editorial last 

week, "Fewer Guns Means Fewer Deaths," on 

statistics from the anti-gun Violence Policy Center, 

prompting a response by NSSF. In its letter to the 

editor, NSSF pointed out that violent crime and fatal 

firearms accidents have been declining for years 

while during that time firearms ownership has 

increased significantly. Unfortunately, the Courant 

ignored the more guns/less crime data in its editorial, 

though the newspaper published NSSF's letter on 

Saturday. Read the letter on NSSF's blog. 

• AMERICAN SHOOTERS EXCEL AT 

DIFFERENT EVENTS . . . From World Cup Gold 

to the Bianchi Cup, from the Sportsman’s Team 

Challenge to a USPSA Area championship, shooters 

turned in outstanding performances at recent events. 

Haley Dunn broke 73 out of 75 targets in World Cup 

Women’s Skeet competition at Lonato, Italy, 

securing her No. 1 national ranking. Doug Koenig, 

with a final day perfect score, took his 12th overall 

title at the NRA National Action Pistol 

championship, popularly known as the Bianchi Cup. 

Koenig also led Team Smith & Wesson to the 

Sportsman’s Team Challenge title, his 14th in the 

event’s history. Speed shooter Max Michel claimed 

another United States Practical Shooting Association 

title with his recent win at the Area 5 championships 

in the Open Division. 

• ESPNU TO AIR ACUI COLLEGIATE 

NATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIPS . . . Tune in to 

watch the ACUI Collegiate Clay Target National 

Championships beginning Tuesday night on ESPNU. 

In a show made possible through an NSSF 

sponsorship, the trap, skeet and 5-Stand 

championships will air June 22, 25 and 28 and July 

2, 9, 16, 22 and 23 at 7 p.m. E.D.T. The show 

features highlights from the record-breaking 

competition at NSSA-NSCA headquarters in San 

Antonio that featured 342 competitors from 43 teams 

representing colleges and universities from across the 

United States. 

• THOUSANDS SHOOT FOR TENNESSEE 

SCTP CHAMPIONSHIPS . . . More than 1,000 

young athletes competed for state championship titles 

in the shooting disciplines of trap, skeet and sporting 

clays earlier this month during the Tennessee Wildlife 

Federation’s Tennessee Scholastic Clay Target 

Program tournament, reports Knoxnews.com. 

Multiple scholarships were presented, including 

$10,000 in funds awarded to five high-school seniors. 

SCTP was founded by the National Shooting Sports 

Foundation and is currently administered by the 

Scholastic Shooting Sports Foundation. In its history, 

SCTP has helped develop more than 30,000 young 

shooters. 
 

NSSF Bullet Points (above): 
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U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 

 

7/8/2010 

• Massachusetts Governor’s Anti-Gun Bill Moves 

Forward 
An anti-gun bill presented by Massachusetts Governor 

Deval Patrick to the state legislature would cause issues 

for sportsmen.  Sportsmen should contact their legislators 

and urge them to oppose the bill. 

• Pennsylvania License Sales Illustrates the Success of 

Families Afield 
Pennsylvania is again reaping the rewards of their 

expanded efforts at recruiting new sportsmen into the 

fold through their Mentored Youth Hunting Program.  

According to the state Game Commission, Pennsylvania 

sold nearly 30,000 mentored youth hunting permits 

during the 2009-2010 hunting season alone.  This brings 

the state’s total to over 100,000 Mentored Youth 

Licenses sold since passing a Families Afield measure in 

2005.  

• Bullseye Blog: Old Media Down, New Media Up for 

Outdoor Programming? 
By Greg R. Lawson, Director of Communications 

The recent news that ESPN is cutting way back on its 

outdoor television programming came as a surprise for 

many sportsmen.  According to news reports, the only 
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surviving show will be B.A.S.S. Tournament Trail 

programming, which will continue on ESPN 2 during 

weekend mornings. 

 

 

7/01/2010 

• Another Edition of “As the PETA World Turns” 
Group Wants Criminal Charges for BP and to 

“Veganize” a Statue of Jesus 

PETA continues to be active in its never ending quest to 

get into the headlines.  In just the last several weeks 

PETA has urged criminal charges be filed against BP 

executives over animal torture and has tried to build an 

enormous statue of Jesus that promotes its vegan 

message. 

• Bullseye Blog: 4th of July is a Time to Reflect on 

Freedom 
By Bud Pidgeon, President and CEO 

234 years after the signing of the Declaration of 

Independence, this nation is preparing to celebrate the 

most American of holidays on the 4th of July.  Of course, 

the holiday is about much more than fireworks, backyard 

barbecues and apple pie.  Simply put, it’s about freedom.  

This year, when sportsmen reflect on the idea of freedom, 

they will be able to smile a little bit more thanks to a 

major decision earlier this week by the U.S. Supreme 

Court that reaffirms our Second Amendment rights. 

• Firearms Industry Hails Passage of Excise Tax 

Improvement Legislation in U.S. House 
Editor’s Note: The National Shooting Sports Foundation 

(NSSF) has been a long-time partner of the U.S. 

Sportsmen’s Alliance.  We support the efforts by NSSF 

described in the following story to secure passage of 

federal legislation making it easier for fire arms and 

ammunition manufacturers to pay the federal tax that 

serves as the foundation for wildlife conservation. 

 

6/17/2010 

• Fish Ban Could Devastate Sport Angling in Southeast  
In an effort to protect the population of red snapper, 

anglers in the southeastern United States are facing a 

potential ban on all bottom fishing off the coast of 

Florida and Georgia.  The ban will have a large 

economic impact on the region and is moving forward 

despite soon to be completed data that could reduce the 

need for such a policy.   

• Coalition Tells President: Keep Refuge Funding 

Intact 
The U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance (USSA) along with 

numerous other wildlife and conservation based 

organizations recently sent a letter to President Obama 

urging the Administration not to shortchange the 

National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS) budget.  The 

coalition made clear that any cuts to the NWRS budget 

could severely limit successful wildlife management 

throughout large tracts of federally owned lands.  The 

Refuge system encompasses over 100 million acres. 

• Bullseye Blog: HSUS’ Conspiracy Theory 
By Doug Jeanneret, Vice President of Marketing 

Do you like conspiracy theories?  Apparently, the 

Humane Society of the United States’ President and 

CEO, Wayne Pacelle, does. 

 

USSA News Alerts (above): 

U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 
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10-07-03  Pennsylvania self-defense bill appears dead 

HARRISBURG -- Supporters are trying to salvage a bill 

stalled in a House committee that would allow a person to 

shoot an assailant in self-defense outside of the home, 

without taking steps in retreat. 

The so-called "stand your ground" legislation, hailed by 

gun advocates, is an extension of the "Castle Doctrine" law 

that allows a person to use lethal force without retreat on an 

intruder in one's home, or "castle." Outside the home, the 

law requires a person who is threatened to literally step 

backward before shooting an attacker in self-defense. 

House Bill 40 eliminates the duty to retreat when outside 

the home -- in a driveway, yard, the street, or any place that 

person is legally permitted to be, according to a House 

Judiciary Committee analysis. 

"Why should you have a duty to retreat when someone is 

coming at you with a weapon?" said Rep. Scott Perry, R-

York County, the bill's sponsor. "Why can you only defend 

yourself in your home? Are you more valuable in your home 

than out of it?" 

Perry and other supporters hope to advance the 

legislation this fall, through amendments or a parliamentary 

maneuver. Short of that, the House bill appears to be dead 

for the 2009-10 session. This could be the sixth year in a 

row that supporters failed to get such legislation passed. 

"I don't see it happening right now," said Rep. Cherelle 

Parker of Philadelphia, a key gun control advocate for 

House Democrats. "This is an election year." 

"Gun politics is an extremely emotional and personal 

issue for a cohort of voters," said Christopher Borick, a 

political science professor at Muhlenberg College in 

Allentown. 

Critics call it "shoot-first legislation" that would 

encourage vigilantism. In November testimony before the 

Judiciary Committee, Dauphin County District Attorney Ed 

Marsico, president of the Pennsylvania District Attorneys 

Association, said the bill would give "gang killers" legal 

defense for shooting each other and encourage aggressive 

behavior such as road rage. 

What distinguishes HB 40 from most of the thousands of 

other bills that die every session is its 125 co-sponsors. It 

takes 102 votes to pass a bill, and there's no question that 

HB 40 would pass if sent to the full House for a vote, said 

House Judiciary Chairman Tom Caltagirone, D-Reading. 
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The bill's bipartisan co-sponsors come from rural and urban 

areas, including numerous Democratic legislators from 

Western Pennsylvania.  

After winning support in the Judiciary Committee May 

25, the bill was assigned the next day to the Appropriations 

Committee, often a graveyard for bills that legislative 

leaders oppose. Perry said he believes House Democratic 

leaders sent it there to die.  

Appropriations Chairman Dwight Evans, D-

Philadelphia, said he hadn't seen the bill. 

That's typical of standoffs in the House over gun issues. 

If gun proponents file a Castle Doctrine amendment to a 

crimes bill, House Democratic leaders won't run the bill, or 

gun control proponents vow to attach an amendment 

requiring the reporting of lost and stolen handguns -- 

something the National Rifle Association opposes.  

Although a marriage of the Castle Doctrine with lost-or-

stolen legislation would garner considerable support, neither 

side appears interested.  

Kim Stolfer of McDonald, chairman of Firearms Owners 

Against Crime, rejects the notion: "I will not connect self-

defense with an expansion of gun control laws." 

And Caltagirone notes: "The NRA will not give an inch 

on that issue."  

Under HB 40, a person must believe his or her life is 

threatened before shooting, and cannot be involved in the 

commission of a crime. The person threatened must see a 

weapon on the assailant that could inflict serious injury or 

death.  

"This is not a carte blanche authorization of the use of 

lethal force," said Elizabeth Male, an Export attorney who 

owns guns for self-defense and supports HB 40.  

Rep. Rick Geist, R-Altoona, said he hears more about 

the Castle Doctrine bill than just about any other in his 

district. But Joe Grace, executive director of CeaseFirePA, 

contends the bill is "gun lobby 'feel-good' reform" and it 

"perpetuates the myth that having more guns makes you 

safer." 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pitt.../s_688820.html 

 

10-07-02 Bethlehem home invasion suspects: We're not 

'bad people' just desperate for money  

The two Bethlehem men charged in an East Market 

Street home invasion robbery said today that they’re “not 

bad people” but that they robbed the house because they 

were desperate for money.  

Luis Martinez, 26, and Jeremiah Nieves, 24, said they 

were especially hurting for money around the time of the 

June 20 robbery because both their daughters’ birthdays 

were that month.  

“We’re not bad people, we’re just desperate,” Martinez 

said in court before this morning's arraignment. 

“We just needed some money,” Nieves added.  

 While waiting to be arraigned by District Judge Roy 

Manwaring this morning, Nieves and Martinez talked freely 

about the charges they face and how Nieves was recovering 

from being shot by Allentown police after he allegedly 

cocked a gun at officers during his apprehension.  

Nieves and Martinez are accused of tying up a 

Bethlehem couple in their basement and stealing their car, 

computers and money. They drove the Lexus sedan to 

Allentown, where they were later arrested after a chase.  

 As they reviewed the charges against them, Martinez 

and Nieves said they didn’t understand why they were 

charged with kidnapping.  

“We didn’t take ’em nowhere,” Martinez said.  

 A law enforcement official in the courtroom said they 

were charged with kidnapping because they had kept the 

couple in their basement. Nieves and Martinez are accused 

of using duct tape and dog chains to tie up lawyer James 

Lutz and his wife in their home in the 200 block of East 

Market Street.  

 Nieves also raised his objection to the kidnapping 

charge to Manwaring.  

“You may think, ‘We did not kidnap anyone. They were 

just in the basement,’” Manwaring said. “If the evidence is 

not there to hold that charge, it may go away.”  

Manwaring set bail for both men at $500,000. The bail 

is on top of Nieves’ $1 million bail in Lehigh County and 

Martinez’s $750,000 bail in Lehigh.  

Manwaring said he didn’t expect either man would be 

able to pay both bails, but he felt the high bail was 

appropriate for the charges.  

“The charges before you — there are many, they are 

serious,” he said.  

Martinez asked Manwaring if he thought they might be 

eligible for consideration of a concurrent sentence for their 

various charges.  

“Let me put it this way,” Manwaring said. “If your 

defense attorney can arrange for a concurrent sentence, he 

would have done a very good job for you.” 

 Nieves and Martinez said they feared the kidnapping 

charge would earn them an especially long prison sentence.  

“I should have robbed a bank for all this,” Nieves said. 

“We’ll probably do more time than the guy in Northampton 

who shanked those four people. We’ll probably do more 

time than he did for homicide.”  

 Allentown resident Michael Eric Ballard is charged with 

fatally stabbing four Northampton residents on Saturday. 

He previously served 15 years in jail for fatally stabbing an 

Allentown resident in 1991.  

 Nieves and Martinez asked Manwaring if they could 

waive their upcoming preliminary hearings during 

arraignment, but Manwaring said he wanted to follow the 

proper procedure and advised both men to seek attorneys. 

Both have received public defenders in Lehigh County but 
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have yet to apply for them in Northampton County, they 

said.  

 “I do not want the record clouded on this matter,” 

Manwaring said.  

 Nieves and Martinez said they wanted to waive their 

preliminary hearings because they want to start serving their 

time in state prison.  

“I hope they don’t keep me in county for too long. I want 

to go upstate,” Nieves said.  

 “Let’s speed this up, let’s get upstate,” Martinez said. 

“The only thing that’s stressing me out is my family. 

Otherwise this doesn’t bother me.”  

  Nieves, who was shot in both the chest and the arm, 

lamented his injuries. He had trouble picking up paperwork 

and he had a small bandage on his inner right arm. Lehigh 

County District Attorney Jim Martin has said preliminary 

evidence indicates Allentown police officer Ryan Koons’ 

use of force against Nieves was justified.  

“My hand is messed up, man,” Nieves said to Martinez. 

“They tried to kill me, man. I died on the way to the 

hospital.”  

“They revived you, man?” Martinez asked.  

  “Yeah, thank God,” Nieves responded.  

 In Northampton County, both men face charges of 

kidnapping, robbery, aggravated assault, conspiracy, 

reckless endangerment, unlawful restraint, theft, possession 

of an instrument of crime, possession of a prohibited 

offensive weapon, receiving stolen property and access 

device fraud. 

http://www.lehighvalleylive.com/bethlehem/index.ssf/2010/

07/bethlehem_home_invasion_suspec.html 

 

10-07-02  Wisconsin District Attorney declares most 

state gun laws unconstitutional 

Wisconsin Army National Guard JAG officer, and 

Jackson County District Attorney, Gerald R. Fox has 

something to say about the US Supreme Court's decision in 

McDonald v. Chicago released earlier this week and holding 

that the Second Amendment's protections apply against state 

regulation.  In a press release Fox declared 5 Wisconsin 

state statute unconstitutional: 

"I hereby declare that this office will no longer accept 

law enforcement referrals for violations of the following 

statutes: 

Section 167.31, prohibiting uncased or loaded firearms 

in vehicles; 

Section 941.23, prohibiting the carrying of concealed 

weapons, including firearms; 

Section 941.235, prohibiting the possession of firearms 

in public buildings; 

Section 941.237, prohibiting the possession of firearms 

in establishments where alcohol may be sold or served; and, 

Section 941.24, prohibiting the possession of knives that 

open with a button, or by gravity, or thrust, or movement." 

District Attorney Fox told the examiner.com that the US 

Supreme Court was clear - the right to bear arms is 

"fundamental," and therefore state governments can only 

restrict these rights by way of regulations which are 

"narrowly tailored to achieve a compelling state interest."  

Fox said that the Wisconsin Supreme Court decisions in the 

past on right to bear arms were "intellectually dishonest just 

like the McDonald minority opinion" because these rulings 

placed the burden on the citizen to assert a compelling 

individual need to bear arms to counter the state's interest in 

enacting general prohibitions on carrying arms. 

Though declaring 5 Wisconsin statutes unconstitutional, 

Fox cautioned Wisconsin gun owners to be careful until the 

Wisconsin legislature repeals these statutes - however, he 

added with emphasis, "in Jackson County, they don't risk 

prosecution" for violating these 5 statutes. 

http://www.examiner.com/x-2782-DC-Gun-Rights-

Examiner~y2010m7d2-District-Attorney-declares-most-

state-gun-laws-unconstitutional?cid=examiner-email 

 

10-07-02  Man who brought gun to Collier fitness site 

held 

Police arrested a man who brought a gun to the parking 

lot of the LA Fitness center in the Great Southern Shopping 

Center in Collier, where three women were slain last year. 

Eric Holtz, 41, of McDonald was charged with 

possession of a firearm and harassment after violating a 

protection from abuse order filed against him by a woman, 

township police said. The woman told police Holtz was 

leaving LA Fitness when she was walking in about 1:30 

p.m. Tuesday. She later noticed he was back inside the 

fitness center looking at her. 

Officers placed Holtz in custody and were putting his 

gym bag in the trunk of his car when they discovered an 

open bag with a gun inside. 

George Sodini fatally shot three women and wounded 

nine others before killing himself inside the center on Aug. 

4. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsbu

rgh/s_688499.html 

 

10-07-01  California AB962 Legal Challenge Filed in 

Federal Court 

A legal challenge to California’s online handgun 

ammunition sales ban and fingerprint purchasing 

requirement (AB962) was recently filed in federal court. A 

copy of the lawsuit is available at the  

following link: 

https://docs.google.com/fileview?id=0B265PzaPpihQYTlh

YWIxNTktYjExNy00YTdiLTk5MjUtZGRhMTJkYzNjMz

Iz&hl=en 

The lawsuit was filed by the Chaffin Law 

Office http://chaffinlaw.com of Ventura, California, on 

behalf of three Plaintiffs including State Ammunition Inc., a 
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California company selling ammunition online at 

http://www.stateammo.com, as well as individuals Jim 

Otten and Jim Russell, both retired members of the United 

States Marine Corps. Jim Otten, a Minnesota resident, is the 

owner of http://www.a1ammo.com, a company outside 

California claiming that as a result of AB962, it will no 

longer be able to sell to California residents and Jim 

Russell, a retired Marine Corps Major and a Shooting 

Sports Director for the Paralyzed Veterans Association of 

America, who claims that as a result of AB962, he will be 

unable to purchase bulk handgun ammunition online which 

he uses to help disabled veterans with rehabilitative 

organized shooting activities. 

The legal action claims that AB962 violates the 

Commerce Clause of the United States Constitution by 

banning handgun ammunition sales in anything other than a 

face-to-face transaction, and therefore eliminating the ability 

for California residents to buy ammunition from companies 

outside the state, as well as the ability for companies inside 

the state to sell to out-of-state residents. Plaintiffs also 

argue that AB962 violates Equal Protection and Due 

Process rights by criminalizing sales of handgun 

ammunition to various prohibited persons without defining 

handgun ammunition, and without giving people to ability to 

know who is actually a prohibited purchaser. 

The case follows a flurry of anti-gun legislation recently 

emerging from the Democrat controlled legislature in 

Sacramento, including AB50 (2004 ban on 50 caliber BMG 

rifles), AB1471 (2007 requirement for ballistic 

microstamping technology), SB585 (2009 attempted ban of 

gun shows at San Francisco Cow Palace), AB1934 (2009 

ban of open carry of unloaded firearms in public), AB1810 

(2010 attempt to require permanent registration of long 

guns), AB2223 (2010 attempt to expand the “lead free” 

Condor Zone banning the most common and most 

affordable types of ammunition), among numerous other 

gun relates laws and regulations. 

https://www.stateammunition.com/store/shopnews.asp?type

=News 

 

10-07-01  Video Shows Teen Open Fire On Ark. Police 

Officers 

Dashboard Camera Video Shows Ohio Teenager Opened 

Fire On 2 Arkansas Police Officers 

(AP)  JONESBORO, Ark. (AP) - Video taken from a 

police SUV dashboard camera shows an Ohio teenager on a 

cross-country trip with his father waited inside their van 

nearly 10 minutes before stepping out and firing an AK-47 

at two police officers who had stopped his dad for an 

apparent traffic violation. 

Prosecutors released video Wednesday as part of a 

preliminary report clearing police of wrongdoing in the fatal 

shootings of Jerry Kane, 45, and his son Joseph, 16. 

The video, shot May 20, showed West Memphis police 

Officer Bill Evans making what appears to be standard 

traffic stop, with Jerry Kane exiting Interstate 40 and 

stopping along an exit ramp. That segment of the video had 

no audio but shows Jerry Kane stepping out of his minivan 

at Evans' request. 

About 10 minutes later, after Officer Brandon Paudert 

arrived in a second vehicle, Joseph stepped out of the 

passenger side of the van firing an AK-47. Just before the 

shooting, Paudert appeared startled as Jerry Kane moved 

suddenly out of the frame, as though to run away. 

For about 40 seconds, everyone was out of the camera's 

view - then Joseph Kane climbed back into the van's 

passenger side and his father walks quickly around the front 

of the vehicle and into the driver's seat. 

After climbing back in the van, Joseph Kane continued 

to fire shots until his father drove away. 

Evans and Paudert, the West Memphis police chief's 

son, were left dead along the exit ramp. 

Jerry Kane, of Forest, Ohio, had recently been jailed 

after a traffic-related arrest in New Mexico. He also 

complained on an Internet talk show that he had been 

stopped at a "Nazi checkpoint" and that the arresting officer 

should have to pay him for using his name. 

An Ohio sheriff had once warned local law officers that 

Kane, an advocate of anti-government causes, could be 

dangerous if confronted. 

 After the shootings, the Kanes became the subject of an 

intensive search and were found at a Walmart parking lot, 

where security video captured their movements. The 

younger Kane went inside the store for several minutes and 

shopped. After Joseph Kane returned to the van, the Kanes 

drove away but returned a short time later, only to be 

confronted by a sheriff's vehicle which cut off the van, 

prompting the Kanes to start shooting, wounding the 

officers who got out and sought cover behind their cruiser. 

A wildlife officer in a truck then rammed the Kanes' 

vehicle hard on the driver side. 

Numerous officers converged as puffs of smoke arose 

from the van where the Kanes were still shooting. Glass 

flew as bullets struck vehicle windows, but no other officers 

or shoppers were wounded. 

  Officers surrounded the vehicle with guns drawn and 

slowly approached. They pulled out the Kanes bodies, 

ending the episode about 90 minutes after Paudert and 

Evans were killed. 

"The officers who disabled the suspects' vehicle and 

returned fire were not only justified but acting in self-

defense," said Mike Walden, the prosecutor for the judicial 

district that includes Crittenden County, where the shooting 

occurred. 

He said the Kanes would have faced capital murder 

charges had they not been killed. 
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 "It has not been a difficult call for this office (to say) 

this was a justified shooting," Walden said. 

According to the preliminary report, police found a 

Yugoslavian-made AK-47 and a Taurus revolver in the van, 

along with a dozen other firearms. Police also found burnt 

marijuana cigarettes behind the passenger seat. 

Crittenden County sheriff's Chief of Operations W.A. 

Wren suffered critical injuries after he was shot in the 

gunfight at Walmart, but is scheduled to be released from 

the hospital Friday, Chief Deputy Tommy Trammel said. 

"He told us they got four bullets out of him, fired from 

an AK-47," Trammel said. "The odds are against you on 

them." 

Sheriff Dick Busby was wounded less seriously, taking a 

bullet in one of his arms. He has fully recovered, Trammel 

said. Both Busby and Wren had earlier announced their 

intention to retire at the end of the year. 

The scene at the Walmart parking lot was gory, with the 

Kanes' bodies lying out for hours as FBI evidence 

technicians processed evidence amid broken glass and 

leaked antifreeze. The white cruiser used by Busby and 

Wren was in the middle of the scene, blood on its trunk lid 

and rear bumper 

http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2010/06/30/ap/national/ma

in6634649.shtml?tag=mncol;lst;7 

 

10-07-01  Man forces way into Wesley Chapel preschool 

WESLEY CHAPEL - The doorbell rang at Little 

Pioneers Preschool just before 2 p.m. Wednesday, and a 

man asked to be let inside. 

He had several tattoos on his face, including one under 

his left eye that reads "FTW," and a large eyeball-looking 

one on his neck. He carried a brown bag, according to a 

Pasco County Sheriff's Office report. 

School owner Susan Singletary refused to let him in, 

said sheriff's office spokesman Kevin Doll, and she went 

into a play room and dialed 911. 

But somehow, which wasn't clear today, the man got 

through the locked door at 6631 Boyette Road. According 

to the school's website, the doors remain locked for the 

safety of the children, but parents have a code and may 

enter at anytime. 

There is no indication the man has children who attend 

the school, Doll said. 

While the next few minutes could have gone very wrong, 

the unwelcomed man would soon be arrested by Pasco 

deputies without anyone being injured. 

After getting inside, the intruder went into a play room 

where Singletary and a teacher stood and he started 

screaming. 

"Don't listen to God. He is not real. Listen to Allah," the 

man yelled. 

He told them not to look at him and he screamed some 

more, Doll said. 

"Don't feed those crying babies. Let them die!" 

It wasn't clear how many – if any – children were 

nearby. School staff members declined to comment today. 

Singletary tried to distract him, Doll said, by asking him 

what he was carrying in the bag. He took out a multiblade 

knife which also had brass knuckles attached. 

When deputies arrived shortly after, the man was on his 

knees and appeared to be praying. 

"I am the supreme being," he told the deputies. "I wanted 

to cleanse the babies. I am here through God." 

They arrested without incident 22-year-old Ottis 

Dawayne Ryan, of 30718 Clearview Drive, Wesley Chapel. 

He was booked in on a misdemeanor charge of carrying a 

concealed weapon and a felony charge of armed trespassing. 

Bail is set at $5,500 

http://www2.tbo.com/content/2010/jul/01/011726/man-

forces-way-wesley-chapel-preschool/news-breaking/ 

 

10-07-01  Nugent EDITORIAL: Thomas Jefferson's 

reset button 

Americans have a duty to resist tyrannical government 

These days, most commentary on the Declaration of 

Independence focuses on the implications of the passage 

that "all men are created equal [and] that they are endowed 

by their Creator with certain unalienable rights." Dwelling 

on that passage might surprise Thomas Jefferson, who 

thought it was self-evident. The argument that flowed from 

his premises is more important, namely that governments 

derive their just powers from the consent of the governed, 

and when the relationship shifts to the point where 

government becomes a threat to the lives, liberties and 

pursuit of happiness of the people, it is government - not the 

people - that must change. 

 A government becomes corrupt when it abuses the 

power derived from the people by doing things that harm the 

polity and when it acts primarily as a servant of its own 

interests. This definition of illegitimate government has a 

history going back at least to Aristotle, though the 17th-

century philosopher John Locke, in his "Two Treatises of 

Government," gave it a form that would have been more 

familiar to American colonists. Beyond a certain point, 

when the actions of government become intolerable, the 

people have not only a right but a duty to reclaim their 

inalienable sovereignty and start over. This must be done, as 

Jefferson said, to "provide new Guards for their future 

security." 

 The list of grievances in the Declaration - the part 

people often skip over - is critical to the argument because 

those grievances serve as evidence to make the case that 

British government had by its actions sundered the 

fundamental relationship between Parliament and the 

American colonists. Such a catalog of "abuses and 

usurpations" today might include: imposing confiscatory 

levels of overall taxation; using budget authority to transfer 
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billions of taxpayer dollars to government insiders and pet 

causes; running up the national debt to a point where it is 

nearly equal to the nation's total productive output; saddling 

current and future generations with ruinous debt to pay for 

pet programs that benefit the few at the expense of the 

many; failing to secure the nation's borders from a flood of 

illegal immigrants and standing in the way of states and 

localities seeking to take up this fundamental duty, which 

the national government has chosen to ignore; and a variety 

of other issues ranging from a sketchy national census to 

crumbling national security. 

The prime difference between the situation in 2010 and 

that of 1776 is that the people now can provide oversight 

through the election process. The ballot is the corrective 

mechanism that was unavailable to the Founders. Today's 

dire situation in Washington has approached the intolerable 

because too few have gone to the polls to defend their rights 

against the predatory, permanent governing class in 

Congress. An electorate that fails to defend its rights 

deserves what it gets. Rights guarantee nothing unless they 

are used, and if they are not exercised, they tend to be 

exorcised. 

After independence, Jefferson explained that the 

Declaration was "an expression of the American mind" 

intended to "give to that expression the proper tone and 

spirit called for by the occasion." The result is a timeless 

document the spirit of which is as applicable today as it was 

then. The people have the means at their disposal to take 

back our country and the government from the disconnected 

oligarchy in Washington. However, this only works if 

Americans actually step up. To paraphrase Benjamin 

Franklin, the country will only be a republic if the people 

are strong enough to keep it.  

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/jul/1/thomas-

jeffersons-reset-button/ 

 

10-07-01  Mayor Daley lays out strict gun rules for 

Chicago 

CHICAGO – With the city's gun ban certain to be 

overturned, Mayor Richard Daley on Thursday introduced 

what city officials say is the strictest handgun ordinance in 

the United States. 

The measure, which draws from ordinances around the 

country, would ban gun shops in Chicago and prohibit gun 

owners from stepping outside their homes, even onto their 

porches or garages, with a handgun. 

Daley announced his ordinance at a park on the city's 

South Side three days after the U.S. Supreme Court ruled 

that Americans have a right to own a gun for self-defense 

anywhere they live. The City Council is expected to vote on 

it Friday. 

"As long as I'm mayor, we will never give up or give in 

to gun violence that continues to threaten every part of our 

nation, including Chicago," said Daley, who was flanked by 

activists, city officials and the parents of a teenager whose 

son was shot and killed on a city bus while shielding a 

friend. 

The ordinance, which Daley urged the City Council to 

pass, also would : 

• Limit the number of handguns residents can register to 

one per month and prohibit residents from having more than 

one handgun in operating order at any given time. 

• Require residents in homes with children to keep them 

in lock boxes or equipped with trigger locks. 

• Require prospective gun owners to take a four-hour 

class and one-hour training at a gun range. They would 

have to leave the city for training because Chicago prohibits 

new gun ranges and limits the use of existing ranges to 

police officers. Those restrictions were similar to those in an 

ordinance passed in Washington, D.C., after the high court 

struck down its ban two years ago. 

• Prohibit people from owning a gun if they were 

convicted of a violent crime, domestic violence or two or 

more convictions for driving under the influence of alcohol 

or drugs. Residents convicted of a gun offense would have 

to register with the police department. 

• Calls for the police department to maintain a registry of 

every handgun owner in the city, with the names and 

addresses to be made available to police officers, 

firefighters and other emergency responders. 

Those who already have handguns in the city — which 

has been illegal since the city's ban was approved 28 years 

ago — would have 90 days to register those weapons, 

according to the proposed ordinance. 

Residents convicted of violating the city's ordinance can 

face a fine up to $5,000 and be locked up for as long as 90 

days for a first offense and a fine of up to $10,000 and as 

long as six months behind bars for subsequent convictions. 

"We've gone farther than anyone else ever has," said 

Corporation Counsel Mara Georges. 

Still, the mayor, whose office is trying to craft an 

ordinance that will withstand legal challenges, had to back 

off some provisions he'd hoped to include, including 

requiring gun owners to insure their weapons and restricting 

each resident to one handgun. 

Georges said it would be expensive for homeowners to 

include guns on their homeowners' and renters' insurance 

policies, so such a requirement could be seen as being 

discriminatory to the city's poorer residents. Limiting the 

number of handguns could be seen as discriminatory to 

people who owned weapons before the city's ban went into 

effect in 1982 or before they moved into the city. 

"We can limit the place in which those handguns can be 

located," she said, before adding a not-so-veiled swipe at the 

court: "For instance, the Supreme court does not want them 

coming into the courthouse." 

Still, Daley indicated that no matter what was included 

in the ordinance, he expects legal challenges. 
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"Everybody has a right to sue," he said.  

http://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/20100701/ap_on_re_us/us_chic

ago_gun_ban 

 

10-07-01  Clairton fugitive nabbed in South Carolina 

Allegheny County's most wanted fugitive has been 

apprehended in South Carolina, Sheriff William P. Mullen 

announced. 

Rodger Henry Biddle, 27, of Clairton, was wanted for 

violating the conditions of his probation/parole. 

On Nov. 24, 2003, Biddle was arrested for aggravated 

assault discharge of a firearm into an occupied structure, 23 

counts of terroristic threats, and 26 counts of recklessly 

endangering another person. 

These charges stem from an incident in which Biddle 

was involved in a standoff with police in Forward 

Township. 

During the incident, Biddle threatened to shoot both 

himself and police. 

Biddle was arrested after a police S.W.A.T team shot 

him six times with a beanbag gun. 

Biddle subsequently pleaded guilty to all the charges 

against him. 

On May 3, 2010, a bench warrant was issued for his 

arrest after he apparently left this jurisdiction and fled to 

South Carolina. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/valleyindependent/news/s_

688523.html 

 

10-07-01  Citation prevents gun ownership for Irwin 

man 

An Irwin man who paid a $100 fine in New York for 

possessing a billy club 14 years ago cannot possess a 

firearm in Pennsylvania, a state appellate court ruled 

Wednesday. 

 A three-judge Commonwealth Court panel ruled that 

Terry L. Freeman's payment of the minimal fine in 1986 in 

upstate New York for possession of a billy club is 

equivalent to a conviction in Pennsylvania of carrying a 

prohibited offensive weapon. Therefore, under Pennsylvania 

law, Freeman cannot carry or possess a firearm, the court 

said.  

"We're definitely disappointed. The sad part is that if 

Terry lived in New York, he could own a weapon there 

because it doesn't result in a permanent prohibition in New 

York," said Freeman's attorney, J. Michael McCormick of 

Verona. 

 Freeman has no other criminal record. 

McCormick explained that in 1986, Freeman was 

stopped by a patrolman in Rockland, N.Y., and was cited 

for possessing a billy club. 

"It's a fourth-degree violation of that state's penal law, 

which would amount to a really low misdemeanor here. The 

sad part is that it wasn't even a billy club, but a pry bar that 

he had because he needed it when he worked on his car 

engine," McCormick said. 

 "Instead of driving back to New York for a hearing or 

whatever, he just paid the minimal fine and thought it was 

behind him," McCormick said. 

But when Freeman went to a local sporting goods store 

in 2008 to purchase a firearm, he was rejected by the 

Pennsylvania Instant Check system overseen by state police. 

As a result of that denial, Freeman's license to carry a 

firearm was subsequently revoked by the Westmoreland 

County sheriff's office.  

Yesterday's decision affirms opinions from an 

administrative law judge from state Attorney General Tom 

Corbett's office and Pennsylvania State Police. 

Freeman could not be reached for comment yesterday.  

 In the most recent appeal, Freeman argued that a "billy" 

club is not specifically included in the state list of prohibited 

offensive weapons, such as knives and other firearms. 

McCormick said New York court records of Freeman's 

case no longer contain any description of what he pleaded 

guilty to possessing or even made any reference to the item 

in question.  

"The New York record thus leaves the Pennsylvania 

courts to guess at exactly what the device was that Freeman 

had that resulted in his being arrested, and the possible 

utility of that device," McCormick said. 

Pennsylvania State Police argued via a brief in the 

appeal that "a billy is an implement for the infliction of 

serious bodily harm that serves no common lawful purpose 

... ." 

In a 10-page opinion written by Judge Robert Simpson 

and affirmed by Judge Dan Pellegrini and Senior Judge 

Rochelle S. Friedman, the court noted the term "billy" is not 

specifically delineated in the list of prohibited items in 

Pennsylvania. 

However, the judges determined that under New York 

law "a billy is a stick used to beat somebody." 

McCormick said he had not spoken with Freeman 

yesterday about an appeal. However, he said Freeman may 

have to first seek redress of the case in Sullivan County, 

N.Y.  

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/westm

oreland/s_688461.html 

 

10-07-01  New Hampshire town, Nottingham, approves 

measure to let town employees bring guns to work - 

BYOG is the new BYOB, and the six-shooter is the new 

six-pack, at least in one small New Hampshire town. 

Nottingham voted last week to let town employees bring 

their guns to work. Officials in the small town, which has 

about 4,000 residents, said the issue is a matter of 

constitutional rights. 

“You don’t want the employees to feel like second-class 

citizens,” Town Manager Charles Brown told ABC 
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television affiliate WMUR. “All regular citizens can do 

that, if permitted, so why shouldn’t an employee be able to 

do that?” 

Under the old legislation, all town employees except 

policemen were banned from bringing guns onto town 

property during work hours. 

The New Hampshire law comes on the heels of a 

Supreme Court decision this week in which justices voted 5-

4 to strengthen the rights of gun owners. 

Some residents in Nottingham said they were concerned 

about having guns in the workplace. 

“Now, I’m not against the Second Amendment for 

people to carry them,” said resident Gail Mills. “I just think 

that there are some places where this isn’t appropriate.” 

"We have summer programs, the rec. department is 

there, and having people with guns in the building with kids, 

I don't think that that's a good thing to have happen," she 

said. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/news/national/2010/06/30/20

10-06-

30_new_hampshire_town_nottingham_approves_measure_t

o_let_town_employees_bring_guns_.html 

 

10-07-01  Ted NUGENT: Black-robers need to read the 

Constitution 

The words are so simple this rocker knows what they 

mean 

With the beautiful Atlantic Ocean whitecapping out my 

hotel window on FortLauderdale Beach this fine American 

rock 'n 'roll summer morning, the only thing more beautiful 

is my handsome, oh-so-utilitarian Glock Model 20, 10 mm 

semi-auto pistol and 12 loaded high-capacity magazines 

sitting on the little table next to me. I am such a man for all 

seasons. Can you say cocked, locked and ready to rock, 

doc? 

I'm on my 47th annual blitzkrieg rock 'n' roll tour across 

America. I have many guitars, oversized amplifiers and 

plenty of guns and ammo. The American Boy Scout lives. 

Prepared is good. Unprepared is for losers. Know it. 

By all intellectually honest considerations, my gift of life 

qualifies as supreme, and not only worthy of defending, but 

clearly demanding to be defended by all moral beings. 

And speaking of losers, sadly and frighteningly, some 

weasels made their way onto the Supreme Court who 

apparently do not agree with me. Fortunately, I am a self-

made man, have a firm grasp of logic, self-evident truth and 

its history, and I wait for no one to authorize my pure 

instinct to defend myself and loved ones. When in doubt, I 

whip it out. 

Like many real Americans across this great country, 

while we are relieved and pleased with the McDonald v. 

Chicago ruling of five Supreme Court justices, I am 

appalled that any clear-thinking human being, much less an 

American sitting on the Supreme Court of the United States, 

could possibly believe that individual Americans have no 

right to self-defense. That four of the nine justices believe 

this is a monumental indictment against the very precepts of 

the American experiment, the premise of God-given 

individual rights and a cruel bastardization of our sacred 

U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights. 

If anyone thinks for one minute that I am waiting for 

Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg or anyone else to give me the 

green light to practice the religion of my choice or to speak 

my individual mind or to write what I damn well please in 

song or on the pages of newspapers, magazines or websites, 

he has another painful thing coming. 

Heads up, black-robers. I am in charge of my life, 

survival, thoughts, statements, writings, religious practices 

and, without a shadow of a doubt, my God-given individual 

right to keep and bear arms to defend myself from evil in 

any shape or form. With all due respect, I see and know 

clear and present evil in tyranny, dictatorships, emperors, 

kings, despots, slave drivers and the history of abuse of 

power. And I defy it out of hand. 

If ever there was an abuse of power, it would be most 

egregious when people are voted into public office by "we 

the people" of America and those elected people have the 

audacity to attempt to deny me the right to self-defense, then 

have the unmitigated pomposity to steal more of my hard-

earned tax dollars to hire their own armed security detail 

with my money while forcing me into unarmed helplessness. 

It must stop now. Know it. 

With the Mao Zedong fan club in the White House, a 

clueless, rookie president hellbent on spending like a maniac 

as unprecedented debt piles up all around him, and every 

other imaginable indicator of an America turned upside-

down, it comes as no surprise that this insane level of 

madness has metastasized into a Supreme Court where the 

Bill of Rights is being trashed by clueless, dangerously 

insulated old people intentionally disconnected from the real 

world, where the possession of a firearm often means the 

difference between life and death for good, innocent 

Americans every day of the year. 

Whose side are these "justices" on? 

To dismiss this self-evident truth is literally to side with 

a failed court system and the evil perpetrators of its 

insidious, engineered recidivism, virtually guaranteeing 

stacks of dead victims at the hands of released monsters, 

while the supreme black-robers go about their 

professionally protected little lives. 

Tell me these four Supreme Court justices don't know 

this. Tell me they qualify to have any variation of the term 

"justice" associated with their names in any way, shape or 

form. Tell me you believe in forced unarmed helplessness of 

good American families. Tell me you care. Ask me if I do. 

We'd better get crackin', America. The Supreme Court 

indecision on the Second Amendment (and I don't want to 

hear about the close call) is further proof that the American 
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way is being attacked like never before. I hope all 

Americans are raising hell like I am, letting elected officials 

know that we are deeply offended by the course America is 

on. Fedzilla in all its ugly forms is beyond out of control. 

The Mao Zedong fan club is moving forward at a breakneck 

pace to disassemble fundamentally the American dream. It 

must be stopped. 

This blatant disregard for the most basic human right 

and instinct to self-defense is as bad as it gets. It is time to 

clean house. Time for real hope and change. I hope we 

change back to the real America as fast as possible. My life 

is worth protecting, and my American dream is worth 

fighting to get back. 

"To keep" means it's mine - you can't have it. "Bear 

arms" can only mean one thing: I've got some on me right 

here, right now. "Shall not be infringed" also needs no 

interpretation, unless you just don't get it. Get it. And get it 

right. 

Ted Nugent is an unstoppable American rock 'n' roll, 

sporting and political activist icon. He is author of "Ted, 

White & Blue: The Nugent Manifesto" and "God, Guns and 

Rock 'N' Roll" (Regnery Publishing). 

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/jul/1/black-

robers-need-to-read-the-constitution/ 

 

10-06-30  Delaware Police: Car owner holds burglar at 

gunpoint 

BEAR, Del. - June 30, 2010 (WPVI) -- Police say a man 

who was breaking into a car was stopped and held at 

gunpoint by the vehicle owner until officers arrived.  

It happened around 11:50 p.m. Tuesday in the 100 block 

of Michael Lane in the community of Caravel Woods in 

Bear, Delaware.  

According to police, a husband and wife were in their 

home when the wife saw someone break into their car.  

She told her husband who got a gun and confronted the 

suspect, identified as 20-year-old Ryan Lake, while he was 

still inside the car.  

When officers arrived they found the man holding a gun 

on Lake, who was face down on the driveway of the home.  

At the time of his arrest, police said Lake had several 

items belonging to the victim in his possession along with 

eight Oxycodone pills, drug paraphernalia and a bag 

containinga crow bar, a retractable knife, needle nose pliers 

and a black ski mask.  

Lake was arrested and charged with trespassing and 

theft.  

Police say his probation was also violated. 

http://abclocal.go.com/wpvi/story?se...ime&id=7529774 

 

10-06-30  D.A. Williams Talks CeaseFire PA, Sips Jack 

Daniels, At Ladder 15 

D.A. Seth Williams drinks Jack Daniels 

I know, right? Awesome. 

Seriously though, your D.A. hung out at Ladder 15 last 

night for CeaseFire PA’s young professionals happy hour. 

He spoke to the crowd for about 10 minutes after being 

introduced by CeaseFire PA Exceutive Director Joe Grace 

and President Phil Goldsmith. 

Okay, we’ll back up. This is the point of CeaseFire PA, 

according to its website: 

CeaseFire PA is devoted to protecting your community 

from gun violence. 

 As the largest organization working to reduce gun 

violence, injury and death in Pennsylvania, CeaseFire PA 

seeks enactment of sensible gun regulations and public 

policies through grassroots activism, to elect public officials 

who favor the prevention of gun violence and to increase 

public awareness about ways to prevent themselves and 

their loved ones from becoming victims of gun violence. 

CeaseFire PA Goals: 

•Reduction of illegal handgun trafficking by requiring 

gun owners to report lost and stolen firearms, and by 

limiting most handgun buyers to no more than one handgun 

purchase per month. 

•Closure of the gun show loophole at the federal level. 

•Public access to federal crime gun tracing data. 

•Effective product safety standards for firearms. 

•The eradication of needless gun violence. 

The main goal of the night, reiterated throughout the 

fundraiser (tickets were a $35 donation for which you got 

cheese, vegetables, crackers and awesome pretzels with dip; 

Councilman Bill Green liked them) was the idea of passing 

statewide legislation which made it a crime to not report 

your lost or stolen gun, which is the case in Philadelphia. 

“Eighty-five percent of homicide cases are caused by 

handguns,” Williams said after opening with a few jokes 

and “thank you”s all around. He also repeated another 

shocking stat: Gun violence is the number one killer of black 

men under the age of 35 in Philadelphia. “We’re killing 

ourselves,” Williams stated. His 10 minutes were mostly 

fluff, but good fluff. 

Before finishing, he went through a series of his own and 

the city’s accomplishments and future accomplishments. 

Some of those once and future accomplishments: 

•Gun Violence Task Force. 

•Back on Track. 

•Marijuana law liberalization. 

•Potential statewide guaranteed sentencing for carrying 

an unregistered, illegal gun. 

 Perhaps he was feeling high and mighty – not just 

because of the Jack, which, as Dave Attell once stated, 

“should come with bail money!” – because of the New York 

Times puff piece they wrote about Williams on the 19th. 

Did anyone else read this thing? Who’s been in charge of 

the profiles there lately?  

The above picture was taken with a camera phone in a 

bar. So don’t complain. 
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http://blogs.philadelphiaweekly.com/phillynow/2010/06/30/

d-a-williams-talks-ceasefire-pa-sips-jack-daniels-at-ladder-

15/?utm_source=rss&utm_medium=rss&utm_campaign=d-

a-williams-talks-ceasefire-pa-sips-jack-daniels-at-ladder-15 

 

10-06-30  In Clarence Thomas's gun rights opinion, race 

plays a major role 

He hardly ever speaks during oral arguments, often 

appearing asleep on the bench. But in his written opinion 

Monday supporting the right to bear arms, Supreme Court 

Justice Clarence Thomas roared to life.  

Referring to the disarming of blacks during the post-

Reconstruction era, Thomas wrote: "It was the 'duty' of 

white citizen 'patrols to search negro houses and other 

suspected places for firearms.' If they found any firearms, 

the patrols were to take the offending slave or free black 'to 

the nearest justice of the peace' whereupon he would be 

'severely punished.' " Never again, Thomas says.  

In a scorcher of an opinion that reads like a mix of black 

history lesson and Black Panther Party manifesto, he goes 

on to say, "Militias such as the Ku Klux Klan, the Knights 

of the White Camellia, the White Brotherhood, the Pale 

Faces and the '76 Association spread terror among blacks. . 

. . The use of firearms for self-defense was often the only 

way black citizens could protect themselves from mob 

violence."  

This was no muttering from an Uncle Tom, as many 

black people have accused him of being. His advocacy for 

black self-defense is straight from the heart of Malcolm X. 

He even cites the slave revolts led by Denmark Vesey and 

Nat Turner -- implying that white America has long wanted 

to take guns away from black people out of fear that they 

would seek revenge for centuries of racial oppression.  

  Of course, Thomas's references to historic threats 

posed by white militias might have been dismissed if not for 

a resurgence of such groups in the year after Barack 

Obama's election as the nation's first black president.  

And if their behavior turns as violent as their racist 

rhetoric often threatens, then Thomas will almost certainly 

go down in history as the nation's foremost black radical 

legal scholar.  

Thomas, the only black justice, sided with the court's 

conservative majority in a 5 to 4 vote to give Otis 

McDonald, a 76-year-old black man from Chicago, the right 

to buy a handgun. In his lawsuit to repeal Chicago's 

restrictive handgun law, McDonald said he needed a gun to 

protect himself -- not from a white mob but from young 

black "gangbangers" who were terrorizing his suburban 

Chicago neighborhood.  

Thomas agreed with McDonald, concluding that owning 

a gun is a fundamental part of a package of hard-won rights 

guaranteed to black people under the 14th Amendment. And 

just because some hooligans in Chicago or D.C. misuse 

firearms is no reason to give it up.  

"In my view, the record makes plain that the Framers of 

the Privileges or Immunities Clause and the ratifying-era 

public understood -- just as the Framers of the Second 

Amendment did -- that the right to keep and bear arms was 

essential to the preservation of liberty," Thomas wrote. "The 

record makes equally plain that they deemed this right 

necessary to include in the minimum baseline of federal 

rights that the Privileges or Immunities Clause established 

in the wake of the War over slavery."  

Thomas made no mention of the black loss of life and 

liberty from handguns being wielded by other blacks. But he 

has made clear on other occasions that the problem is not 

that there are too many guns in the black community; the 

problem is too many criminals.  

He dismissed the cogent gun-control arguments of his 

retiring colleague, John Paul Stevens, conjuring up the 

abolitionist Thaddeus Stevens instead: "When it was first 

proposed to free the slaves and arm the blacks, did not half 

the nation tremble?"  

Let 'em quake, Thomas appears to be saying.  

From Frederick Douglass, Thomas writes: " 'The black 

man has never had the right either to keep or bear arms,' and 

that, until he does, 'the work of the Abolitionists was not 

finished.' "  

 Because of his conservative take on affirmative action 

and prisoners' rights, he has been cast as an uncouth 

African American who didn't understand black history, a 

dupe for arch conservative Justice Antonin Scalia and a 

man who couldn't think for himself.  

What Thomas has created, however, is a legal defense of 

the Second Amendment so thoroughly original and starkly 

race-based that none of the white justices would even 

acknowledge it, as if it were some blank sheet crafted by an 

invisible man.  

That ought to be a clue enough for black people that this 

document is at least worth a look. You may not agree with 

his conclusion, but there'll be no mistake about where he's 

coming from. 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-

dyn/content/article/2010/06/29/AR2010062905329.html 

 

10-06-30 South Dakota’s firearms freedom' law to take 

effect 

A South Dakota law set to take effect Thursday exempts 

guns, accessories and ammunition manufactured and sold 

within the state from federal regulation. 

Attorney General Marty Jackley nevertheless expected 

federal authorities to urge full compliance with their 

regulations as a Montana law that served as a template for 

South Dakota's version works its way through federal court. 

Montana was the first state to pass a "firearms freedom" 

law, and several states followed suit. 

Attorneys general in Montana, Utah, Alabama, Idaho, 

South Carolina, South Dakota, Wyoming and West Virginia 
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subsequently signed on in support of the lawsuit, which was 

launched by gun advocates last fall. 

The states claim that as long as the guns aren't involved 

in interstate commerce, the federal government should have 

no say over them. 

"It is a fairly united front with those attorney generals 

that have felt the Second Amendment is important to their 

states," Jackley said Tuesday. 

The federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosives sparked the legal fight when it wrote to all 

licensed gun dealers in Montana last year telling them they 

were still bound by federal gun regulations. 

The Montana Shooting Sports Association and other 

pro-gun groups then sued the federal government. 

The states argue they should decide which rules, if any, 

would control the sale and purchase of guns and 

paraphernalia made inside their borders. The state would 

then be exempt from rules on federal gun registration, 

background checks and dealer-licensing. 

The U.S. Justice Department has argued that the courts 

have already decided that Congress, with its power to 

regulate interstate commerce, can set standards on such 

items as guns. 

Brandon Maddox, owner of South Dakota Silencer in 

Sioux Falls, is urging his customers to comply with federal 

law until the issue works its way through the courts. 

Many South Dakota residents use silencers on the end of 

high-powered rifles for vermin hunting, he said, and quite a 

few have approached him at gun shows thinking they can 

now bypass all those federal regulations. 

There's a four-month waiting period to buy a silencer 

while residents obtain an FBI background check and a 

sheriff's signature, provide fingerprints, pay a $200 federal 

tax and have their names entered into a database. 

"Typically my answer is state law is always trumped by 

federal law, so until it's try in the courts, you could be 

wearing an orange jumpsuit while they're trying to figure 

this out to see who wins," Maddox said Wednesday. 

The South Dakota Legislature passed its bill in March 

and it was signed by Gov. Mike Rounds. 

Any decision out of Montana would not be binding in 

South Dakota as the two states are in different federal court 

circuits, but "it certainly would be valuable precedence," 

Jackley said. 

 South Dakota has filed a friend of the court brief ahead 

of a July 15 hearing, Jackley said. The trial is scheduled for 

December. 

http://www.businessweek.com/ap/financialnews/D9GLO6H

00.htm 

 

10-06-30 Gun Law Challenges Likely After High Court 

Ruling 

Years Of Court Challenges Ahead For Local, State Gun 

Control Laws After Supreme Court Ruling 

(AP)  WASHINGTON (AP) - State or local gun laws 

that prohibit people from carrying firearms outside the home 

and onerous registration requirements are the most likely to 

be struck down by judges following the Supreme Court's 

latest decision supporting the right to keep and bear arms. 

An explosion of cases will keep courts busy for years 

defining gun control's new limits now that the high court has 

ruled that wherever they live, Americans have a right to 

possess guns, at least for self-defense in the home. 

Justice Samuel Alito, author of the majority opinion 

Monday, dismissed "doomsday proclamations" that all gun 

laws would be struck down. Alito essentially repeated the 

formulation used by Justice Antonin Scalia two years ago 

that the court was not calling into question "long-standing 

prohibitions on the possession of firearms by felons or the 

mentally ill, or laws forbidding the carrying of firearms in 

sensitive places such as schools and government buildings." 

But the justices left a lot of ground for other courts to 

cover in determining the constitutional limits on gun laws. 

Legal challenges already are pending against several state 

and big-city gun laws. 

  Among other laws already facing lawsuits or expected 

to be challenged: 

  -Age limits that bar people younger than 21 from 

buying or owning guns. 

  -Lockbox and trigger-lock requirements to keep guns 

away from children. 

  -One-gun-a-month purchase limits in California, 

Maryland, New Jersey and Virginia. 

  -Georgia's prohibition on carrying guns into churches. 

  -Bans on guns in bars. 

  -California's outlawing of certain handguns. 

  -Assault weapons and ammunition bans. 

  -Federal and state prohibitions aimed at keeping 

domestic violence offenders from having guns. 

Local officials around the country professed confidence 

that their regulations would hold up under legal scrutiny, 

but many scholars were not so sure. 

"I think a lot of these will fall," said Temple University 

law professor David Kairys, a gun control proponent. "Can 

you limit people's ability to carry concealed weapons, or 

open weapons? That's noticeably absent from the majority's 

list of what you can do." 

Eugene Volokh, a UCLA law school professor who has 

written extensively on these constitutional issues, predicted 

challenges to the ban on assault rifles will fail because 

judges will conclude that people still will be "free to have 

lots and lots of guns." 

But he said attempts to eliminate carrying restrictions 

probably will fare better because gun rights advocates can 

argue that their right to self defense means that they should 

be able to carry their weapons almost wherever they want, 

with exceptions for government buildings and schools. 
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Drawn-out permitting processes in New York and 

elsewhere also are ripe for a challenge, Volokh said. "I think 

a court will have no problem upholding a one-, two-, five-

day waiting period," he said. "But if you're talking about a 

five-month wait, then a court may find it's a substantial 

burden." 

New York restricts who can possess and carry guns, 

allowing handgun permits only to applicants of "good moral 

character." New Yorkers who want to carry their weapons 

must show "good cause" in addition to character, under a 

99-year-old law. 

James Jacobs, a New York University law professor, 

said the high court presumes people have a right to a gun 

unless the government can show there's a good reason to 

prevent it. 

The ruling, Jacobs said, "casts a long shadow over New 

York City's gun regulations." 

San Francisco officials are defending their law that bans 

handguns kept at home unless they are stored in a locked 

container or have their trigger locks engaged. 

Washington,D.C., where the court struck down a handgun 

ban in 2008, is facing a new federal lawsuits over its 

registration law and refusal to allow people to carry 

weapons outside the home. 

Douglas Berman, an Ohio State University law 

professor, said courts might decide that in places with tough 

registration laws, restrictions on where guns can be carried 

may be less important - and vice versa. 

But Berman said he expects some of the hardest 

questions will deal with people making a case to be armed 

for self-defense. "Can a state say no guns on college 

campuses? That's someone's home," Berman said. 

Many federal criminal defendants already have sought to 

challenge gun charges pending against them based on the 

Supreme Court's decision in 2008, and "there are likely a 

significant number of state criminal defendants" who will do 

the same, Berman said. 

One category of challenges could come from people 

convicted of misdemeanor domestic violence crimes because 

the high court offered assurances only about laws that bar 

felons from having guns. 

Family Violence Prevention Fund lawyer Jennifer White 

said she expects stepped-up challenges to laws that seek to 

keep guns out of the hands of people convicted of domestic 

violence. "It would be a horrible danger to battered women 

and children if that aspect of the law is eliminated," White 

said  

http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2010/06/29/ap/supremeco

urt/main6631254.shtml?tag=mncol;lst;10 

 

10-06-30 The case for concealed carry 

Illinois' liberal Democratic majority doesn't want to give 

law-abiding citizens the right to carry guns, but we're 

puzzled by the adamant opposition. 

The bad guys already carry guns -- and use them. We 

regularly report on deadly shootings in East St. Louis, 

Washington Park and other places in the metro-east.  

The Chicago Tribune reported that at least 26 people 

were shot and three killed over the weekend, and at least 50 

shot and eight killed the previous weekend. Until the U.S. 

Supreme Court struck it down on Monday, Chicago banned 

people from even possessing a handgun in their home. 

Criminal gun use is scary. But letting citizens who agree 

to undergo background checks and safety training so they 

can carry a gun and defend themselves? Not so much.  

Concealed carry actually could deter crime because 

would-be robbers might think twice if they thought their 

intended victim was armed. The St. Louis Police said two 

would-be armed robbers ended up in the hospital this week 

when the stranger they tried to rob instead shot them first.  

As the Supreme Court ruling this week affirmed, the 

Second Amendment gives Americans the right to bear arms 

in self-defense. Forty-eight other states already allow 

concealed carry. St. Clair County Sheriff Mearl Justus, 

Madison County Sheriff Robert Hertz and many others in 

law enforcement support it. Even the Brady Center to 

Prevent Gun Violence supports some forms of it. 

In a perfect world, no one would carry guns. But in the 

real world, it doesn't hurt to put the good guys on equal 

footing with the criminals.  

http://www.bnd.com/2010/06/30/1312918/the-case-for-

concealed-carry.html 

 

10-06-29  Supreme Court strikes down Chicago handgun 

ban 

WASHINGTON -- The Supreme Court said Monday 

that Americans nationwide have a constitutional right to 

have a handgun at home for self-defense, even in cities that 

have outlawed handguns. 

The 5-4 decision reversed a ruling that had upheld 

Chicago's ban on handguns and all but declared the 1982 

ordinance unconstitutional. The justices sent the case back 

to Chicago for a lower court to issue the final decision. 

The ruling extends the reach of the Second Amendment 

and will open courthouse doors nationwide for gun rights 

advocates to challenge restrictions on firearms as 

unconstitutional. For example, officials in Los Angeles and 

San Francisco rarely give permits for residents to carry a 

concealed weapon in public, and gun rights advocates say 

they want to challenge those restrictions. 

The high court did not say those challenges will 

necessarily succeed, however. 

"Despite doomsday proclamations" from city officials, 

Justice Samuel A. Alito Jr. said extending the reach of the 

Second Amendment "does not imperil every law regulating 

firearms." 

He repeated earlier assurances that "reasonable 

regulations" of firearms will be upheld, including 



 

 
Page 45

restrictions on gun possession by felons and the mentally ill 

and bans on guns in schools and government buildings. 

But Alito insisted that the Second Amendment is not 

limited to federal measures, as the court had said in the 19th 

century. The "right to keep and bear arms" is a measure that 

"protects a right that is fundamental from an  American 

perspective (and) applies equally to the federal government 

and the states," he said. 

Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr. and Justices Antonin 

Scalia, Anthony M. Kennedy and Clarence Thomas joined 

to form the majority. 

Outside the court, National Rifle Association CEO 

Wayne LaPierre said it was a "monumental day." 

"The opinion of Mayor (Richard) Daley does not trump 

the Constitution of the United States," LaPierre said. "It 

does not throw the Constitution of the United States or the 

Bill of Rights out the window." 

Though LaPierre hailed the decision, he said the NRA 

would keep pushing for the protection of the Second 

Amendment. 

"The NRA will not declare victory until any law-abiding 

citizen can go out, buy a firearm, own a firearm, protect 

themselves with it and use it for any other lawful purpose," 

he said. 

But as LaPierre celebrated victory, Paul Helmke, 

president of the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, 

told reporters that despite the ruling, the court had decided 

that "reasonable restrictions" to the Second Amendment still 

are allowed. 

He said the court's ruling, while not a surprise, left a 

"very narrow" definition of a person's Second Amendment 

rights by saying it lets a person keep a gun at home for self-

defense. 

He added that he expects criminals convicted of gun 

charges to challenge their convictions in light of the case. 

As a result of the decision, Alan Gura, the lawyer for 

lead plaintiff Otis McDonald, said "people very, very soon 

in Chicago will be able to buy and lawfully possess 

handguns." 

The ruling follows a decision two years ago in which the 

court for the first time declared that the Second Amendment 

protects the rights of individuals. The amendment says, "A 

well regulated militia, being necessary to the security of a 

free state, the right of the people to keep and bear arms shall 

not be infringed." 

In earlier rulings, the court had suggested that this 

amendment mostly concerned states and militias. 

In District of Columbia v. Heller, the court struck down 

a handgun ban in Washington and said the Second 

Amendment protects the right to have a handgun for self-

defense. But because the District of Columbia is a federal 

city and not a state, the court did not decide then whether 

the Second Amendment could be used to challenge 

municipal ordinances or state laws. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/s_688

096.html 

 

10-06-29 Near Loss for 2A – share with gun owners that 

don’t bother to vote 
A 5-4 decision was reached by the United States Supreme Court 

today confirming the individual right to own a handgun 

(McDonald et al vs. City of Chicago, Illinois). 

While today's ruling represents an historic victory, it was also a 

narrow victory. The fact that nearly half of the United States 

Supreme Court members do not support the fundamental right 

to bear arms, should give every gun owner pause. Gun owners 

who voted for President Obama should pay close attention since 

his nominee, Sonia Sotomayor, was among those who opposed 

gun rights for individuals. 

  In fact, every Democrat-appointed Justice opposed the 

individual rights view. This is a very clear example that the 

majority of the national Democrat Party also opposes the right to 

keep and bear arms as evidenced in their confirmation of 

Supreme Court Justices. If Presidents Bush, G.W. Bush, or 

Reagan had lost to a Democrat candidate in their election years, 

today's ruling would have been very different. In fact, ANY vote 

for a Democrat at the national level could be a vote against 

firearm ownership since all Justice nominees must be approved 

by Congress. 

Justice Name 

Age 

Supports 2A? 

Appointed By 

Justice Roberts-55 

Yes 

President George W. Bush - Republican 

Justice Alito-60 

Yes 

President George W. Bush - Republican 

Justice Kennedy-74 

Yes 

President Reagan - Republican 

Justice Scalia-74 

Yes 

President Reagan - Republican 

Justice Thomas-62 

Yes 

President Bush - Republican 

Justice Stevens-90 

NO 

President Ford - Republican 

Justice Breyer-72 

NO 

President Clinton - Democrat 

Justice Ginsburg-77 

NO 

President Clinton - Democrat 

Justice Sotomayor-56 

NO 

President Obama – Democrat 
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The upcoming election in November could have a direct 

impact on future Supreme Court appointees. And while 

everything might seem great for gun owners at election time, 

Supreme Court appointments are for life. Since we have no 

way of knowing what Second Amendment related cases 

might be presented in upcoming years, we cannot afford to 

be apathetic at the ballot box. 

Remember to vote accordingly in November. 

http://www.libertybelles.org/articles/narrowwinfor2a.htm 

 

10-06-29  City of Chicago plans to limit guns per home 

Ordinance would require registration and possibly safety 

training, background check 

Mayor Richard Daley's administration is making plans 

to limit the number of handguns allowed in Chicago homes 

as it grapples with a U.S. Supreme Court opinion gutting 

the city's long-standing gun ban. 

Each qualified gun owner in a home could have only one 

handgun under a new ordinance being drawn up that could 

be heard by the City Council Police and Fire Committee as 

soon as Thursday, officials said. The ordinance would 

require handgun owners to register their weapons with the 

Police Department and keep them secured inside the home. 

The measure also likely would force gun owners to take 

safety training classes, undergo a criminal background 

check and obtain liability insurance, city officials said. City 

Hall also is mulling a formal ban on gun shops, said Mara 

Georges, the city's top attorney. 

"Reducing the number of handguns in Chicago is critical 

to public safety," Georges said. "The same concerns that 

motivate a one handgun per person per residence limit — 

reducing the number of guns in circulation in Chicago and 

the risk of illegal traffic in guns — motivate the gun dealer 

ban." 

Chicago makes it tough to open a gun shop because the 

city has outlawed the display of guns for sale. There are no 

city stores that sell guns — but 45 suburban outlets that do 

within 13 miles of the city, Georges said. 

The scramble to pass new gun restrictions took place at 

a hearing the day after the U.S. Supreme Court struck down 

the city's gun ban, enacted under then-Mayor Jane Byrne in 

1982. Despite the ban, Chicago continues to struggle with 

gun violence. 

City officials are trying not to cross a fine line. The 

Supreme Court ruled that citizens are entitled to keep 

handguns in their homes for self protection, but also said 

"reasonable" restrictions could be placed on handgun 

ownership. 

Pro-gun groups that backed the lawsuit overturning the 

ban said they are watching Chicago to make sure the 

restrictions are not unduly burdensome or costly to citizens 

exercising their Second Amendment rights as interpreted by 

a closely divided top court. 

"We are trying to figure out how far we can go and 

survive a (legal) challenge, because we know it will be 

challenged," Georges said. 

http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2010-06-29/news/ct-met-

police-fire-committee-20100629_1_handgun-ownership-

gun-ban-gun-violence 

 

10-06-29  KOPEL: Sotomayor targets guns now 

Perhaps the most startling aspect of the Supreme Court 

opinions in McDonald v. Chicago was the dissenters' 

assault on District of Columbia v. Heller. Not only did 

Justice Stephen G. Breyer vote against extending the Second 

Amendment to state and local governments, he also argued 

forcefully and at length for overturning Heller and, 

therefore, for turning the Second Amendment into a 

practical nullity. Ominously, Justice Sonia Sotomayor 

joined the Breyer dissent - contradicting what she told the 

U.S. Senate and the American people last summer. 

Regarding the key issue in McDonald - whether the 14th 

Amendment makes the Second Amendment enforceable 

against state and local governments - Justice Sotomayor 

resolutely refused to tell the senators how she might vote. 

So in voting against incorporating the Second Amendment, 

Justice Sotomayor was not inconsistent with what she had 

told the Senate. But regarding Heller, her actions as a 

justice broke her promises from last summer. 

The Breyer-Sotomayor-Ruth Bader Ginsburg dissent 

urged that Heller be overruled and declared, "In sum, the 

Framers did not write the Second Amendment in order to 

protect a private right of armed self defense." 

Contrast that with her Senate testimony: "I understand 

the individual right fully that the Supreme Court recognized 

in Heller." And, "I understand how important the right to 

bear arms is to many, many Americans." 

Yet her McDonald opinion shows her "understanding" 

that those many, many Americans are completely wrong to 

think they have a meaningful individual right. 

To the Senate Judiciary Committee, Justice Sotomayor 

repeatedly averred that Heller is "settled law." The 

Associated Press reported that Sen. Mark Udall, Colorado 

Democrat, "said Sotomayor told him during a private 

meeting that she considers the 2008 ruling that struck down 

a Washington, D.C., handgun ban as settled law that would 

guide her decisions in future cases." 

So by "settled," she apparently meant "not settled; 

should be overturned immediately." 

In the McDonald case, the Breyer-Sotomayor-Ginsburg 

dissent recapitulated various arguments that had been made 

in Heller by the dissenting justices. The dissenters also said 

Heller should be overturned because some law-review 

articles had criticized Heller. If criticism by a handful of 

law-review articles were the criterion for overturning a 

precedent, almost every major Supreme Court precedent 

would be overruled. 
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Besides, there also are plenty of law-journal articles that 

praise Heller and point out serious logical and historical 

errors that the anti-Second Amendment dissenters made in 

Heller. 

Another argument that Breyer-Sotomayor-Ginsburg 

made for getting rid of Heller pointed to a McDonald 

amicus brief by some legal historians. That brief discussed 

the 1689 English Declaration of Rights, which was enacted 

by Parliament after the despotic Stuart monarchs were 

ousted in the Glorious Revolution. The Declaration 

guaranteed "[t]hat the subjects which are Protestants may 

have arms for their defence suitable to their conditions and 

as allowed by law." This guarantee was an ancestor of the 

Second Amendment. 

According to the historians, the declaration didn't 

actually mean that Protestants (98 percent of the 

population) could have arms for their defense. It meant that 

Parliament could arm the militia. 

Those English parliamentarians apparently had great 

difficulty in straightforwardly expressing what they meant, 

as they forgot to say "Parliament" and "militia" in their new 

law about Parliament arming the militia. 

It's a creative argument, but it's not new. The same 

theory had been presented to the court in the Heller case. 

Justices Breyer and Ginsburg should be free to rail 

against Heller all they want. They never promised anyone 

that they considered Heller to be "settled law." To get 

confirmed to the court, they never touted their understanding 

of "how important the right to bear arms is to many, many 

Americans." Sonia Sotomayor, however, promised to do one 

thing and then did the opposite. 

The Sotomayor switcheroo highlights the necessity for 

the Senate to conduct a serious inquiry into Solicitor 

General Elena Kagan's views on the Second Amendment. 

Later this week, I will testify to the Judiciary Committee 

about Ms. Kagan's record on guns during her service in the 

Clinton administration. That record hardly inspires 

confidence that she has any respect for the rights of gun 

owners, but perhaps she has changed. 

The Senate should not let itself by pacified with non-

answers, platitudes and evasions. 

Heller is one vote away from being overruled. Many 

senators from both parties strongly support the Heller 

decision and the right to bear arms. That's why 58 of them 

joined an amicus brief in McDonald urging that the Chicago 

handgun ban be declared unconstitutional. 

With four justices over the age of 70, President Obama 

may have several more Supreme Court appointments in the 

next two to six years. The Sotomayor experience shows 

why it's crucial for senators to demand serious answers 

about where a nominee stands on the Second Amendment. 

David Kopel is research director at the Independence 

Institute and an adjunct law professor at Denver University. 

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/jun/29/sotoma

yor-targets-guns-now/print/ 

 

10-06-29 New Indiana laws on guns in parking lots 

The latest batch of Indiana laws will take effect 

Thursday, with new provisions raising the age at which 

teenagers can get driver's licenses and requiring ID checks 

for everyone buying alcohol. 

Perhaps the most controversial new measure allows 

workers to keep guns locked in their vehicles while parked 

on their employers' property. Businesses will no longer be 

able to prohibit workers from keeping firearms in a locked 

trunk or glove compartment or out of sight in their locked 

car. The law includes exemptions for schools, prisons and 

other facilities. 

Bill supporters say gun owners have rights under the 

Second Amendment and the Indiana Constitution to bring 

guns to work. But opponents -- including the Indiana 

Chamber of Commerce -- say the law could lead to 

workplace violence and believe businesses have a right to 

ban firearms in their parking lots and buildings. 

Indiana Chamber president Kevin Brinegar said many 

businesses prohibit employees from bringing guns to work 

because businesses are charged with providing a safe 

working environment. Brinegar said chamber members who 

oppose the new prohibitions have discussed challenging the 

law in court, arguing that their rights as business owners 

should trump the Second Amendment. 

"What we really have is a clash of constitutional rights," 

Brinegar said. 

Another new firearms law prevents the public from 

accessing gun permit records. Currently, information such 

as the names of people with permits to carry handguns is 

public record. The new law makes that data private, 

although police will still have access. 

"The individual rights of citizens who have licenses to 

carry concealed weapons are more important than public 

access to that information," Rep. Peggy Welch, D-

Bloomington, said in a statement. 

http://www.businessweek.com/ap/financialnews/D9GL4VM

81.htm 

 

10-06-29 Supreme Court affirms fundamental right to 

bear arms  

The Second Amendment provides Americans a 

fundamental right to bear arms that cannot be violated by 

state and local governments, the Supreme Court ruled 

Monday in a long-sought victory for gun rights advocates 

 The 5 to 4 decision does not strike down any gun-

control laws, nor does it elaborate on what kind of laws 

would offend the Constitution. One justice predicted that an 

"avalanche" of lawsuits would be filed across the country 

asking federal judges to define the boundaries of gun 

ownership and government regulation.  



 

 
Page 48

But Justice Samuel A. Alito Jr., who wrote the opinion 

for the court's dominant conservatives, said: "It is clear that 

the Framers . . . counted the right to keep and bear arms 

among those fundamental rights necessary to our system of 

ordered liberty."  

The decision extended the court's 2008 ruling in District 

of Columbia v. Heller that "the Second Amendment protects 

a personal right to keep and bear arms for lawful purposes, 

most notably for self-defense within the home." That 

decision applied only to federal laws and federal enclaves 

such as Washington; it was the first time the court had said 

there was an individual right to gun ownership rather than 

one related to military service.  

Monday's decision might be more symbolic than 

substantive, at least initially. No cities have laws as 

restrictive as the handgun bans in the District and in 

Monday's case from Chicago and its suburb of Oak Park. 

Although the court's decision did not specifically strike 

down those laws, Chicago Mayor Richard M. Daley said it 

will make the city's 28-year-old law "unenforceable."  

Those who have fought for years for such an 

interpretation of the Second Amendment were ecstatic. The 

decision was "a great moment in American history," said 

Wayne LaPierre, executive vice president of the National 

Rifle Association, marking the occasion when "the Second 

Amendment becomes a real part of constitutional law."  

The decision came on a typically frenetic last day of the 

court's term. But it was also one marked by sadness, 

melancholy and change.  

  Sadness and change 

Bow ties popped up on men and woman throughout the 

courtroom, a tribute to Justice John Paul Stevens, 90, who 

first came to work at the court 63 years ago as a clerk. He is 

retiring from the seat he assumed on Dec. 19, 1975, and 

said in a letter to his colleagues that "if I have overstayed 

my welcome, it is because this is such a unique and 

wonderful job."  

Also on the bench was Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg, 

whose husband of 56 years, Martin D. Ginsburg, died on 

Sunday. Ginsburg, 77, looked directly ahead as Chief 

Justice John G. Roberts Jr. recounted Martin Ginsburg's 

accomplishments as a renowned tax lawyer and university 

professor, and she smiled sadly when Roberts mentioned her 

husband's skills as a "gourmet cook."  

The court's gun decision in McDonald v. Chicago 

divided the nine justices just as the Heller case had done 

almost exactly two years earlier. Roberts and Alito were in 

the majority with Justices Antonin Scalia, Anthony M. 

Kennedy and Clarence Thomas. Stevens and Ginsburg 

dissented, along with Justices Stephen G. Breyer and Sonia 

Sotomayor, who was marking her first term replacing David 

H. Souter.  

States and cities have a variety of laws that restrict gun 

ownership, such as requiring mental health background 

checks or waiting periods before purchases. And the court's 

designation of gun ownership as a fundamental right, like 

freedom of speech, will provide a tool for those who want to 

challenge restrictive local laws. Subsequent legal battles 

may set national guidelines on restrictions on who can own 

guns, what kind of firearms and whether weapons can be 

carried outside the home.  

  Alito's reassurances 

Alito said the court had made clear in its 2008 decision 

that it was not casting doubt on such long-standing 

prohibitions on gun possession by felons and the mentally 

ill, or keeping firearms out of "sensitive places" such as 

schools and government buildings 

"We repeat those assurances here," Alito wrote. "Despite 

municipal respondents' doomsday proclamations, [the 

decision] does not imperil every law regulating firearms."  

Dennis A. Henigan, vice president for law and policy at 

the Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence, noted that the 

District has survived a legal challenge to a new system of 

regulations implemented after Heller, including mandatory 

background checks, firearms training and other 

requirements for gun ownership.  

"When you look at all these categories of presumptively 

legal gun laws, it's actually hard to find any regulation that 

doesn't fit into one of those categories other than the 

handgun bans that are now off the table," Henigan said. 

"Over the long run, this apparent victory for gun rights may 

be more symbol than substance. It's actually a very narrow 

holding."  

But the Gun Owners of America, which fashions itself as 

a more conservative alternative to the NRA, predicted 

"tremendous ramifications" for gun-control laws in 

California, New York and elsewhere.  

New York Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg (I), who has 

joined other big-city mayors in advocating tougher gun 

restrictions, said the Heller and McDonald rulings "both 

make clear that we can work to keep guns out of the hands 

of criminals and terrorists while at the same time respecting 

the constitutional rights of law-abiding citizens. That's what 

New York City has always done."  

More litigation? 

Stevens said the decision "invites an avalanche of 

litigation that could mire the federal courts in fine-grained 

determinations about which state and local regulations 

comport with the Heller right -- the precise contours of 

which are far from pellucid -- under a standard of review we 

have not even established."  

 Justice Stephen G. Breyer objected to the majority 

decision and read his dissent from the bench. He disagreed 

with the majority that it is a fundamental right, saying the 

court was restricting state and local efforts from designing 

gun-control laws that both fit their particular circumstances 

and save lives.  
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"In a nation whose constitution foresees democratic 

decision-making, is it so fundamental a matter as to require 

taking that power from the people?" Breyer wrote. "What is 

it here that the people did not know? What is it that a judge 

knows better?"  

 Although it might seem unsurprising to most that the 

Bill of Rights applies to states and cities, it was conceived 

as a restriction on the federal government. In the past 

century, the court has said most amendments also apply to 

state and local governments.  

Until Monday, the court had not extended the Second 

Amendment, which holds that "a well regulated militia, 

being necessary to the security of a free state, the right of 

the people to keep and bear arms, shall not be infringed."  

Four members of the majority said the amendment was 

"incorporated" through the 14th Amendment's guarantee 

that the states may not "deprive any person of life, liberty, 

or property, without due process of law."  

Thomas agreed with the outcome of the case but said the 

right was more correctly located elsewhere in the 14th 

Amendment, in a clause that forbids laws that abridge "the 

privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States." 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-

dyn/content/article/2010/06/28/AR2010062802134.html 

 

10-06-29  Wisconsin Jackson County District Attorney 

NEWS RELEASE 

For Immediate Release June 29, 2010 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY GERALD FOX’S 

STATEMENT ON THE 

U. S. SUPREME COURT’S DECISION IN 

MCDONALD v. CITY OF CHICAGO 

Yesterday, in a resounding victory for all freedom-loving 

Americans, the United States Supreme Court confirmed that 

the Second Amendment’s protection of our right to keep and 

bear arms applies everywhere in America, and serves as a 

rampart against state infringement of this fundamental 

individual liberty. In its ruling, the Court declared that the 

right to keep and bear arms is a fundamental right, and that 

self-defense is at the core of the freedoms protected by the 

amendment. 

This Supreme Court ruling is binding on all states and 

local governments, and immediately renders some of 

Wisconsin’s current laws unconstitutional. Therefore, in 

keeping with my oath to uphold and defend the Constitution, 

I hereby declare that this office will no longer accept law 

enforcement referrals for violations of the following 

statutes: 

• Section 167.31, prohibiting uncased or loaded 

firearms in vehicles; 

• Section 941.23, prohibiting the carrying of concealed 

weapons, including firearms; 

• Section 941.235, prohibiting the possession of 

firearms in public buildings; 

• Section 941.237, prohibiting the possession of 

firearms in establishments where alcohol 

• may be sold or served; and, 

• Section 941.24, prohibiting the possession of knives 

that open with a button, or by 

• gravity, or thrust, or movement. 

All of these statutes constitute unjustifiable 

infringements on the fundamental right of every law-abiding 

American to arm themselves for self-defense and the defense 

of their loved ones, co-workers, homes and communities. 

This change also invalidates Jackson County Ordinance 

Sections 9.01 (firearms in public buildings) and 9.29 

(CCW). 

Prior to this historic ruling, our state Supreme Court 

placed the state’s interests first, and would only create an 

exception to these laws when the individual’s need for 

protection outweighed the state’s interest. In the area of 

concealed carry, only 2 cases have approved concealed 

carry, one at home, and the other one at the defendant’s 

personally owned place of business. Well, as the United 

States Supreme Court held yesterday, that view was exactly 

backward. 

As with the other fundamental rights, such as the 

freedom of speech, of religion, of association, or of security 

in our homes, persons, and effects, government limitations 

on fundamental rights are lawful only in the rare case that 

the state can show a compelling governmental need that can 

be accomplished only by enacting a narrowly-tailored 

restriction, in terms of time, place and manner. Clearly, a 

blanket prohibition against carrying your loaded firearm in 

your personal vehicle does not pass that test. 

Put it another way: Does preventing the barkeep from 

protecting herself when she carries the bank bag home from 

the tavern make sense? Not here, not anymore. That’s not 

an American value; it puts concern for the criminal’s 

welfare ahead of the barkeeper’s right to self-defense. The 

fact is, criminals don’t pay attention to gun laws, only we 

good folks do. After 15 years of criminal law practice, I can 

state positively that when criminals resolve to harm 

someone, no law will stop them. These so-called “public 

safety” laws only put decent law-abiding citizens at a 

dangerous disadvantage when it comes to their personal 

safety, and I for one am glad that this decades-long era of 

defective thinking on gun issues is over. 

I will watch for the legislature to make needed 

corrections in these areas. In the meantime, while I am 

happy to declare that we will follow the Supreme Court’s 

ruling, I want to emphasize that with fundamental rights 

come grave responsibilities, and I will continue to 

vigorously enforce the laws against unlawfully using 

firearms, such as the prohibition against felons being armed; 
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going armed while intoxicated; using a firearm to commit a 

crime; and endangering safety by negligent handling of a 

weapon, to name just a few. Only by the strictest adherence 

to firearm safety rules and common sense will we show that 

the elitists who seek to disarm all of us are wrong, and that 

every law abiding citizen can be trusted to protect 

themselves and their neighbors safely. 

A copy of the Supreme Court’s decision can be found at 

http://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/09pdf/08-1521.pdf 

A copy of the amicus brief joined by J.B. Van Hollen, 

the Attorney General of 

Wisconsin, can be viewed at: 

http://www.abanet.org/publiced/preview/briefs/pdfs/09-

10/08-1521_PetitionerAmCuStateofTexas.pdf 

Let Freedom Ring. 

Gerald R. Fox 

http://www.co.jackson.wi.us/html/district%20attorney/Docu

ments/McDonald%20vs.%20City%20of%20Chicago.pdf 

 

10-06-29  Overdue respect for gun rights: The Supreme 

Court finally gives Second Amendment due protection 

Two years ago, in District of Columbia vs. Heller, the 

Supreme Court struck down Washington, D.C.'s Draconian 

handgun ban as a violation of the Second Amendment right 

to keep and bear arms. Yet that ruling applied only to laws 

passed by the federal government, which oversees 

Washington. Does the Second Amendment apply against 

state and local gun control laws as well? 

It does now. In yesterday's landmark decision in 

McDonald vs. City of Chicago, the high court ruled that the 

Second Amendment trumps the Windy City's handgun ban 

thanks to the due process clause of the 14th Amendment, 

which commands that no state shall "deprive any person of 

life, liberty or property, without due process of law." 

  It's about time. 

For more than a century, the Supreme Court has 

gradually applied most of the provisions in the Bill of 

Rights to state and local governments via the 14th 

Amendment's due process clause. The First Amendment, for 

example, was first applied against the states in the 1925 

case of Gitlow vs. New York. 

Yet the Second Amendment has been something of a 

forgotten stepchild - entirely excluded from this process. 

Yesterday's ruling therefore gives the Second Amendment 

some long-overdue respect. 

  After all, if the Supreme Court won't let New York or 

Chicago ignore the First Amendment, why should the 

Second Amendment be treated any differently? They're both 

right there in the Bill of Rights. 

Equally important, yesterday's decision takes a major 

step toward restoring the original meaning of the 14th 

Amendment, which was ratified in 1868 to secure individual 

rights - including the right of armed self-defense - against 

abusive state and local governments. 

Consider the historical context. In the wake of the Civil 

War, the former Confederate states began passing a series 

of laws, ordinances and regulations that robbed the recently 

freed slaves and their white allies of their political, 

economic and civil rights, including the right to keep and 

bear arms. Mississippi's 1866 Black Code, for example, 

declared "that no freedman, free Negro or mulatto . . . shall 

keep or carry firearms of any kind." 

To put that another way, America's original gun control 

laws were created to disarm African-Americans and leave 

them at the mercy of racist state governments. (This isn't a 

history you're likely to hear much about from those who 

support terribly restrictive gun control laws like those in 

Chicago, which essentially banned the possession of 

handguns outright in the mistaken belief that keeping guns 

out of citizens' hands - including the hands of responsible 

people - is necessary for public safety.) 

So the radical Republicans of the 39th Congress 

responded with the 14th Amendment, designed to secure the 

life, liberty and property of all Americans from tyrannical 

state attack, including those times when state officials 

turned a blind eye to lynch mobs and Ku Klux Klan attacks. 

In the words of Sen. Jacob Howard of Michigan, who 

presented the 14th Amendment to the Senate and 

spearheaded its passage, the purpose was "to restrain the 

power of the states and compel them at all times to respect 

these great fundamental guarantees," including "the right to 

keep and to bear arms." 

It's fitting, therefore, that the lead plaintiff in this case, 

Otis McDonald, is a 76-year-old African-American who 

simply wants to defend his family and himself from the 

illegally armed thugs who have long terrorized his Chicago 

neighborhood. As this retired union leader and Army 

veteran has put it, "I only want a handgun in my house for 

my protection." 

Responsible gun owners such as McDonald won't be 

shooting bystanders, robbing old ladies or taking part in any 

wild crime sprees. They simply wish to exercise their 

fundamental right to self-defense in the very places where 

gun control laws have failed. 

New York could use some gun owners like that. Yet 

under the city's current gun control regime, the Police 

Department gets to pick and choose which citizens are 

allowed to defend themselves, resulting in a select handful 

of individuals receiving handgun permits while the 

overwhelming majority of New Yorkers are forbidden from 

getting them. There's nothing fair about that.Yesterday's 

Supreme Court decision is certain to spark a new round of 

lawsuits challenging the country's most unconstitutional gun 

control laws. The National Rifle Association has already 

begun work on several new cases. Mayor Bloomberg should 

start preparing his defense. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/opinions/2010/06/29/2010-

06-
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29_overdue_respect_for_gun_rights_the_supreme_court_fi
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10-06-29  Shot full of danger: Supreme Court on 

perilous path toward gutting guns laws 

The U.S. Supreme Court moved yesterday toward 

weakening gun control in America by ruling that the 

Constitution bars local authorities from infringing too 

heavily on the right of every Tom, Dick and Dirty Harry to 

own a firearm. 

While the majority stopped short of an open-season 

declaration, gun advocates immediately announced that they 

would challenge New York City's pistol licensing 

regulations as violating the Second Amendment. Be afraid. 

For there would be dire consequences were federal courts to 

limit the NYPD's power to stringently restrict who can carry 

concealed weapons. 

The National Rifle Association and others of like ilk 

loathe that the cops issue so-called carry permits only after 

determining that applicants have demonstrated a need to go 

about armed - for example, because they have been 

threatened or transport large amounts of cash for business. 

Next up, thanks to the Supreme Court, suits alleging 

discrimination. As NRA chief lobbyist Chris Cox 

hyperventilated to Ben Smith of politico.com: 

"If you're a Wall Street buddy of Bloomberg, if you're a 

political buddy, if you're a celebrity, you can carry a gun. If 

you're a regular workingperson in the Bronx who has to 

walk across parking lots late at night, absolutely not." 

The court's decision was judicial activism of the 

conservative bent. Two years ago, it all of a sudden ruled 

that the right to bear arms, enshrined in the Second 

Amendment, is a right that individuals can enforce. And 

now, a bare majority announces that states can go only so 

far in regulating would-be gun owners. 

Both cases centered on laws that essentially prohibited 

all gun ownership - even when limited to private residences. 

In New York, the rules governing handguns kept in the 

home are much less restrictive. New Yorkers of good 

character with no criminal record or history of domestic 

violence can usually get such a premises permit. 

Mayor Bloomberg appears to believe NYPD oversight 

both of premises permits and carry permits will pass 

Supreme Court muster. Maybe. 

The court did confirm a previous stand that the Second 

Amendment does not include a right "to keep and carry any 

weapon whatsoever in any matter whatsover and for 

whatever purpose." 

Helpfully, the court reconfirmed a position upholding 

"longstanding prohibitions on the possession of firearms by 

felons and the mentally ill, or laws forbidding the carrying 

of firearms in sensitive places such as schools and 

government buildings, or laws imposing conditions and 

qualifications on the commercial sale of arms." 

But the majority also failed to endorse anew an 

observation that the courts had long "held that prohibitions 

on carrying concealed weapons were lawful under the 

Second Amendment." The omission was ominous. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/opinions/2010/06/29/2010-

06-29_shot_full_of_danger.html 

 

10-06-29  Court ruling quiets gun bans  

Decision in Chicago case puts local and state restrictions 

in question  

WASHINGTON -- The Supreme Court on Monday 

effectively struck down Chicago's strict firearm ban in a 

landmark decision that casts state and local gun laws into 

question 

By 5-4, the court ruled that Chicago's long-standing gun 

ban violated an individual's right to own firearms, enshrined 

in the Second Amendment. The ruling marks the first time 

the court has determined that the Constitution restricts state 

and municipal gun-control powers.  

"Self-defense is a basic right, recognized by many legal 

systems from ancient times to the present day," Justice 

Samuel Alito wrote for the majority, adding that "individual 

self-defense is the central component of the Second 

Amendment right."  

Alito was part of the court's 5-4 majority that also struck 

down the gun ban in Washington, D.C., 2008. The 

landmark District of Columbia vs. Heller decision was the 

first time the court ruled that the Second Amendment's right 

to bear arms extends to individuals, not just formal militias. 

A lower court must still invalidate the Chicago law, a step 

the Supreme Court ruling makes all but certain.  

Writing in dissent Monday, Justice Stephen Breyer -- 

joined by Justices John Paul Stevens, Ruth Bader Ginsburg 

and Sonia Sotomayor -- noted that handguns cause an 

estimated 60,000 deaths and injuries each year. Breyer 

cautioned that the ruling will hinder state and local efforts to 

control the carnage. "Unlike other forms of substantive 

liberty, the carrying of arms for that purpose often puts 

others' lives at risk," Breyer warned.  

Alito's 45-page majority opinion issued Monday, the last 

day of the Supreme Court's 2009-10 term, built directly on 

the earlier Washington decision and emphasized throughout 

the traditional deference that courts and legislatures have 

paid to gun ownership. Alito was joined in the majority by 

Chief Justice John Roberts Jr. and Justices Antonin Scalia, 

Anthony Kennedy and Clarence Thomas.  

"King George III's attempt to disarm the Colonists in the 

1760s and 1770s provoked polemical reactions by 

Americans invoking their rights as Englishmen to keep 

arms," Alito said.  

 He added that for the authors of the Bill of Rights, 

which includes the Second Amendment, "the right to keep 

and bear arms was considered no less fundamental."  
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Alito, as Scalia did in the Washington gun case, noted 

that "the right is not unlimited," but Monday's decision shed 

little light on what kinds of state and local gun laws might 

survive the next round of legal challenges to come. In 

general, though, the stricter the rule, the easier it may be to 

challenge. "Regulatory measures such as prohibiting the 

possession of firearms by felons and the mentally ill, and 

laws that prohibit possession of guns in sensitive locations 

such as schools ... do not run afoul of the Second 

Amendment," suggested Steven Puiszis, a Chicago-based 

lawyer.  

  Democratic Sen. Patrick Leahy of Vermont, chairman 

of the Senate Judiciary Committee, added that "states and 

local governments will now have to proceed more carefully 

when enacting gun regulations." 

The Second Amendment says that "a well regulated 

militia being necessary to the security of a free state, the 

right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be 

infringed."  

The first 10 constitutional amendments that make up the 

Bill of Rights cover only the federal government. The 14th 

Amendment, added after the Civil War, also declares that 

"no state shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge 

the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United 

States." Over time, the Supreme Court has determined that 

most of the Bill of Rights' provisions apply to the states as 

well as the federal government as a result of the 14th 

Amendment.  

The decision Monday extended this reasoning to gun 

ownership.  

"It is clear that the framers and ratifiers of the 14th 

Amendment counted the right to keep and bear arms among 

those fundamental rights necessary to our system of ordered 

liberty," Alito wrote.  

http://www.timesunion.com/AspStories/story.asp?storyID=

945904 

 

10-06-28  Supreme Court Gun Rights Decision: A Win 

or a Setback? 

Both sides of the gun rights debate are claiming some 

degree of victory concerning today's 5-4 Supreme Court 

decision restraining government limits on gun ownership 

while also allowing for the possibility of some governmental 

regulation.  

The decision did not explicitly strike down a Chicago 

law banning handguns, though it did seem to set a course 

for an eventual overturning of the law. The majority 

opinion, however, also said the decision that local 

governments are fully subject to the Second Amendment 

"limits (but by no means eliminates) their ability to devise 

solutions to social problems that suit local needs and 

values." The position echoed a decision two years ago 

regarding District of Columbia gun laws.  

Despite the perception that the decision was a setback 

for gun control advocates, Paul Helmke, President of the 

Brady Center and Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 

Violence, said in a statement that he was "pleased that the 

Court reaffirmed its language in District of Columbia v. 

Heller that the Second Amendment individual right to 

possess guns in the home for self-defense does not prevent 

our elected representatives from enacting common-sense 

gun laws to protect our communities from gun violence." 

Helmke argued that Chicago can now amend its laws to 

comply with the decision and also maintain its regulations 

on firearms.  

"We are reassured that the Court has rejected, once 

again, the gun lobby argument that its 'any gun, for 

anybody, anywhere' agenda is protected by the 

Constitution," he said. "The Court again recognized that the 

Second Amendment allows for reasonable restrictions on 

firearms, including who can have them and under what 

conditions, where they can be taken, and what types of 

firearms are available." 

National Rifle Association Executive Vice President 

Wayne LaPierre, meanwhile, called the decision a 

"constitutional victory" that could still result in "practical 

defeat."  

"The NRA will work to ensure this constitutional victory 

is not transformed into a practical defeat by activist judges, 

defiant city councils, or cynical politicians who seek to 

pervert, reverse, or nullify the Supreme Court's McDonald 

decision through Byzantine labyrinths of restrictions and 

regulations that render the Second Amendment inaccessible, 

unaffordable, or otherwise impossible to experience in a 

practical, reasonable way," he said.  

 The NRA is preparing lawsuits to what it sees as 

overly-restrictive gun laws based on the decision, chief 

NRA lobbyist Chris Cox told Politico's Ben Smith. "We're 

going to be in courtrooms making sure these aren't just 

words on a piece of paper," Cox said.  

 New York City mayor Michael Bloomberg, who has 

pressed for tighter gun laws and enforcement, released a 

relatively upbeat statement following the decision, saying 

today's ruling and the D.C. ruling "both make clear that we 

can work to keep guns out of the hands of criminals and 

terrorists while at the same time respecting the 

constitutional rights of law-abiding citizens."  

"That's what New York City has always done," he said. 

"And, I will continue to collaborate with mayors across the 

country to pursue common-sense, constitutional approaches 

to protecting public safety." 

During the Elena Kagan confirmation hearings today, 

Democratic Sen. Dianne Feinstein of California said she is 

"extremely dismayed" by the decision, which she said holds 

"that common sense state and local gun laws across the 

country now will be subject to federal lawsuits." 
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"This decision and its predecessor -- the District of 

Columbia v. Heller -- have essentially disregarded the 

precedent of 71 years embedded in the United States v. 

Miller, a 1939 case," she said. "I find that shocking as a 

former mayor. I believe the proliferation of guns have made 

this nation less safe, not more safe. We now have more guns 

than people in this country. They are sold everywhere: on 

street corners, in gun shows, with no restraint whatsoever, 

any type of weapon. They fall into the hands of juveniles, 

criminals, and the mentally ill virtually every day of the 

year. And the Supreme Court has thrown aside seven 

decades of precedent to exacerbate this situation." 

Feinstein's claim that there are "more guns than people" 

in the United States may not be accurate, though it is at 

least close. According to the Brady Center, which cites a 

2004 national firearms survey, there were about 283 million 

guns in the county at that time. That figure is about 20 

million less than the total population. (Interestingly, a 2009 

Pew study found that gun ownership is concentrated in 

1/3rd of U.S. households, which suggests the average gun 

owner has nearly three guns.) Feinstein's office did not 

immediately provide sourcing for the claim but promised to 

do so.  

UPDATE: Here's a response from Feinstein's office: 

"A UN Small Arms Survey in 2003 found that there 

were up to 96 guns per 100 people in the United States. A 

recent Congressional Research Service (CRS) put the 

number at 294 million: 106 million handguns, 105 million 

rifles, and 83 million shotguns. 

Senator Feinstein meant to remark upon the fact that 

there are more guns than there are adults capable of 

handling them. The figure is not entirely accurate if you 

include infants and children." 

http://www.cbsnews.com/8301-503544_162-20009049-

503544.html 

 

10-06-28  Q&A: Supreme Court gun law decision 

What are the implications of the US Supreme Court's 

decision to say that the Second Amendment right to bear 

arms applies across the whole of the country? 

What prompted this ruling? 

The case was brought by four residents in Chicago, 

Illinois, who wanted the right to have handguns, as well as 

local firearms activists and the National Rifle Association 

(NRA). 

In Chicago, as well as its suburb of Oak Park, there is 

effectively a ban on handguns for most people because of 

the difficulty in registering a weapon. 

 Two years ago the Supreme Court ruled that 

Washington DC's ban on handguns was unconstitutional 

and this case soon followed. 

What's wrong with Chicago's law? 

The Second Amendment of the US Constitution, as 

ratified by Congress, says: "A well regulated Militia, being 

necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the 

people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed." 

There have long been arguments about whether and what 

weapons are allowed under the amendment.  

Proponents of gun control say the constitution's 

provisions are entirely about the maintenance of a militia.  

  Opponents of gun control say the right to have a 

weapon is clearly enshrined. 

In the latest ruling, the Supreme Court justices said the 

Second Amendment right "applies equally to the federal 

government and the states". 

The court's decision does not explicitly strike down the 

Chicago area laws, but it requires a federal appeals court to 

reconsider its ruling.  

So does this mean that the US will soon have just one 

law on guns? 

No. The US currently has a patchwork of gun control 

laws. In many places it is reasonably easy to have a 

handgun in the home, but the situation as regards carrying a 

gun in public differs from state to state and even county to 

county.  

There are places where a licence to carry a concealed 

firearm is on a "shall issue" basis - the authorities must have 

a reason to turn down an applicant, for example that they 

are mentally ill or a criminal. In other places, the onus is on 

the applicant to justify that they need to carry a weapon.  

Many state legislatures may now look at their law to see 

if it corresponds to the ruling, but the Supreme Court has 

set out no universal template. Many states' laws will be 

defined in what is likely to be a series of future legal battles. 

Why is the issue important? 

To advocates of gun control, tight legislation is a way to 

fight crime and reduce gun death rates. To opponents, not 

only is bearing arms constitutionally guaranteed, but it is an 

important part of a person's right to defend himself against 

criminals. 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/world/us_and_canada/10441897.

stm 

 

10-06-28  In Chicago, Some Want More Guns, Not Less 

In City Torn by Gun Violence, Some Residents 

Challenge Gun Ban 

In too many Chicago neighborhoods, gun violence rules 

the block. And some say the time has come to fight fire 

power with fire power.  

"I need a handgun in my home," said Chicago resident 

Colleen Lawson. "It comes down to an issue of life or 

death."  

 In fact, Lawson and her husband do own a handgun. 

But because of Chicago's ban on handguns, it's illegal to 

keep it in their home. The weapon was locked up outside the 

city when three men recently broke into their house.  

Lawson was unharmed, but she says the incident turned 

her into a critic of the city's gun ban.  
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"It makes me feel as though I'm relatively helpless to 

keep my promise to my children to be able to protect them," 

Lawson said.  

Minutes after the U.S. Supreme Court struck down 

Washington, D.C.'s gun ban on Thursday, Lawson and her 

husband joined others in a lawsuit challenging Chicago's 

gun ordinance, which has been in place since 1982.  

 Chicago's mayor said changing the law would be 

disastrous.  

"Why don't we do away with the court system and go 

back to the Old West? You have a gun, and I have a gun. 

We'll settle it on the streets," Mayor Richard Daley said.  

But many say a number of Chicago neighborhoods 

already resemble the Wild West. In this city, it's been an 

epic year for violence. Chicago's murder rate is up a 

startling 13 percent. Police have responded to 27,000 

reports of "shots fired," an average of one every 10 minutes.  

 Too often, the victims have been young and innocent.  

Starkeisha Reed was just 14 when she was killed in her 

living room by a stray bullet. Her friends and family say she 

was a gifted student with dreams of becoming a doctor.  

"It doesn't make sense that my life would be shattered in 

that moment because someone didn't know how to resolve a 

conflict," said Denise Reed, Starkeisha's mother.  

Since September, violence on Chicago streets has 

claimed the lives of nearly 30 Chicago public school 

students. That's on top of the more than two dozen kids 

killed during the previous school year. Administrators say 

there are simply too many illegal guns in too many hands.  

 "We value our right to bear arms more than we value 

our children," said Chicago Public Schools CEO Arne 

Duncan. "There's something absolutely unbelievably wrong 

about that." 

Police have stepped up their patrols, especially on 

weekends when the violence has been at its worst. And 

residents and community activists have taken to the streets 

to raise awareness about the killing 

But the violence in Chicago continues, and some believe 

the answer lies in more guns, not fewer.  

"I think criminals will think twice before breaking into 

someone's home and not knowing if there's someone in that 

residence who's willing and able to defend themselves," 

Lawson said.  

  These dueling solutions to the violence will now be 

considered by the courts. 

http://abcnews.go.com/TheLaw/chicago-

guns/story?id=5269292&page=1 

 

10-06-28  Justices affirm gun owner rights nationwide 

The Supreme Court held Monday that Americans have 

the right to own a gun for self-defense anywhere they live, 

expanding the conservative court's embrace of gun rights 

since John Roberts became Chief Justice. 

By a 5-4 vote, the justices cast doubt on handgun bans in 

the Chicago area, but signaled that some limitations on the 

Constitution's "right to keep and bear arms" could survive 

legal challenges. 

 On its busy final day before a three-month recess, the 

court also ruled that a public law school can legally deny 

recognition to a Christian student group that won't let gays 

join, jumped into the nation's charged immigration debate by 

agreeing to review an employer sanctions law from Arizona 

and said farewell to Justice John Paul Stevens, who is 

retiring after more than 34 years. 

 A short distance from the court, the Senate Judiciary 

Committee began confirmation hearings for Elena Kagan, 

nominated by President Barack Obama to replace Stevens. 

In the guns case, Justice Samuel Alito said for the court 

that the Second Amendment right "applies equally to the 

federal government and the states." 

The court was split along familiar ideological lines, with 

five conservative-moderate justices in favor of gun rights 

and four liberals opposed. Roberts voted with the majority. 

Two years ago, the court declared that the Second 

Amendment protects an individual's right to possess guns, at 

least for purposes of self-defense in the home. 

That ruling applied only to federal laws. It struck down a 

ban on handguns and a trigger lock requirement for other 

guns in the District of Columbia, a federal city with unique 

legal standing. At the same time, the court was careful not 

to cast doubt on other regulations of firearms here. 

 Gun rights proponents almost immediately filed a 

federal lawsuit challenging gun control laws in Chicago and 

its suburb of Oak Park, Ill., where handguns have been 

banned for nearly 30 years. The Brady Center to Prevent 

Gun Violence says those laws appear to be the last two 

remaining outright bans. 

Lower federal courts upheld the two laws, noting that 

judges on those benches were bound by Supreme Court 

precedent and that it would be up to the high court justices 

to ultimately rule on the true reach of the Second 

Amendment. 

The Supreme Court already has said that most of the 

guarantees in the Bill of Rights serve as a check on state 

and local, as well as federal, laws. 

 Monday's decision did not explicitly strike down the 

Chicago area laws. Instead, it ordered a federal appeals 

court to reconsider its ruling. But it left little doubt that the 

statutes eventually would fall. 

Chicago Mayor Richard Daley said he was disappointed 

with the ruling, adding that officials already are at work 

rewriting the ordinance to meet the court's gun rights 

guarantee and protect Chicago residents from gun violence. 

Alito made plain that local officials still have some 

leeway in crafting gun laws. He noted that the declaration 

that the Second Amendment is fully binding on states and 

cities "limits (but by no means eliminates) their ability to 
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devise solutions to social problems that suit local needs and 

values." 

Justices John Paul Stevens and Stephen Breyer, joined 

by Justices Ruth Bader Ginsburg and Sonia Sotomayor, 

each wrote a dissent. Stevens said that unlike the 

Washington case, Monday's decision "could prove far more 

destructive - quite literally - to our nation's communities and 

to our constitutional structure." 

The ruling seemed unlikely to resolve questions and 

ongoing legal challenges about precisely what sort of gun 

control laws are permissible. 

The response of the District to the court's ruling in 2008 

is illustrative of the uncertainty. 

Local lawmakers in Washington, D.C. imposed a series 

of regulations on handgun ownership, including 

requirements to register weapons and to submit to a 

multiple-choice test, fingerprinting and a ballistics test. 

Owners must also show they have gotten classroom 

instruction on handling a gun and have spent at least an 

hour on the firing range. Some 800 people have now 

registered handguns in the city. 

Anticipating a similar result in their case, Chicago 

lawmakers are looking at even more stringent regulations. 

But the new regulations themselves are likely to 

themselves be the subject of lawsuits, a fact noted by the 

dissenting justices Monday. Already in Washington, Dick 

Heller, the plaintiff in the original case before the Supreme 

Court, has sued the city over its new laws. 

Heller argues that the stringent restrictions violate the 

intent of the high court's decision. So far, a federal judge 

has upheld the limitations, but the case has been appealed. 

Wayne LaPierre, executive vice president of the National 

Rifle Association, said his politically powerful group "will 

continue to work at every level to insure that defiant city 

councils and cynical politicians do not transform this 

constitutional victory into a practical defeat through 

Byzantine regulations and restrictions." 

  New York Mayor Michael Bloomberg, an ardent 

proponent of gun control, said the ruling allows cities "to 

keep guns out of the hands of criminals and terrorists while 

at the same time respecting the constitutional rights of law-

abiding citizens." 

New York does not ban guns, but restricts who can have 

them. 

The court also was split between liberals and 

conservatives in its 5-4 ruling against a Christian student 

group that sought official recognition from the University of 

California's Hastings College of the Law. 

The Christian Legal Society requires that voting 

members sign a statement of faith and regards "unrepentant 

participation in or advocacy of a sexually immoral lifestyle" 

as being inconsistent with that faith. 

But Hastings said no recognized campus groups may 

exclude people due to religious belief or sexual orientation. 

The high court upheld the lower court rulings saying the 

Christian group's First Amendment rights of association, 

free speech and free exercise were not violated by the 

college's decision. 

"In requiring CLS - in common with all other student 

organizations - to choose between welcoming all students 

and forgoing the benefits of official recognition, we hold, 

Hastings did not transgress constitutional limitations," 

Ginsburg said in the court's majority opinion. "CLS, it bears 

emphasis, seeks not parity with other organizations, but a 

preferential exemption from Hastings' policy." Justice 

Anthony Kennedy joined the four liberals in the outcome. 

Justice Samuel Alito wrote a strong dissent for the 

court's conservatives, saying the opinion was "a serious 

setback for freedom of expression in this country." 

 "Our proudest boast of our free speech jurisprudence is 

that we protect the freedom of express 'the thought that we 

hate,'" Alito said. "Today's decision rests on a very different 

principle: no freedom of expression that offends prevailing 

standards of political correctness in our country's 

institutions of higher learning." 

In his final appearance on the bench, Stevens read aloud 

a brief letter to the other justices, after Roberts read one to 

Stevens. 

The 90-year-old justice pointed out how times had 

changed since he joined the court in 1975. Then, he said, he 

would have addressed his remarks to his brethren. 

Now, with two women as justices, he called them his 

colleagues 

http://seattletimes.nwsource.com/html/politics/2012227446

_apussupremecourtguns.html 

 

10-06-28  Are you packing heat? Concealed-carry gains 

momentum in Illinois 

With 15 killings in six months, East St. Louis is on track 

to once again earn the label of one of the deadliest cities in 

the country. 

But residents there, like all Illinois citizens, cannot 

legally walk around with a concealed pistol for protection. 

 Steve King, who operates the Belleville Indoor Shooting 

Range, says law-abiding residents of East St. Louis and 

throughout Illinois should be able to legally carry concealed 

handguns to defend their lives.  

"Much of the crime in our area is in East St. Louis," said 

King, "This is not meant to be derogatory toward East St. 

Louis. There are many law-abiding people there who have 

their backs against the wall who must risk breaking the law 

to protect themselves. They should be allowed to protect 

themselves." 

 And some top metro-east lawmen agree. They urge that 

a law be adopted in Illinois to make it legal for qualified 

persons to pack a handgun. Illinois and Wisconsin are the 

only two states to entirely ban concealed firearms. 
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 St. Clair County Sheriff Mearl Justus, Madison County 

Sheriff Robert Hertz and Belleville Police Chief Bill Clay 

all said they would support a concealed-carry law for 

trained persons who could pass an extensive background 

check. 

The issue of pushing the state legislature to adopt a 

concealed-carry law for qualified persons is gaining 

momentum in Southern Illinois and the metro-east, King 

said. On June 18, more than 250 people jammed the 

Veterans of Foreign Wars hall in Fairview Heights to hear 

speakers, including Justus, talk in favor of such a law. 

  On Monday, the U.S. Supreme Court is expected to 

issue a ruling regarding a challenge to Chicago's 28-year-

old ban on handgun ownership, which prohibits any 

ownership even in a home. Supporters of concealed carry 

laws say the case, McDonald v. Chicago, will have an effect 

on concealed-carry legislation, even though it is limited to 

challenging Chicago's outright ban on handgun ownership. 

Illinois resident Valinda Rowe, of IllinoisCarry.com, 

said, "There is no reason to fear law-abiding people having 

the means to protect themselves." 

Rowe, who spoke at the meeting at the VFW in Fairview 

Heights, said that while not directly addressing the 

concealed-carry issue, the McDonald Supreme Court case 

will have a ripple effect. 

 Rowe, who has a concealed-carry permit from Florida 

and carries a Kel-Tec 9 mm semi-automatic pistol, said 

when she reaches the Illinois border she has to pull over, 

take the magazine out of her pistol, and put both into an 

enclosed case. 

"It's not much good to me that way," she said. 

Rowe said that in 1970 the Illinois Constitution was 

changed to read that the public's right to bear arms shall be 

subject to police review, which she claims is a violation of 

the U.S. Constitution's Second Amendment. 

"Once we get that out of the way," she said referring to 

the Chicago handgun ban strongly supported by Mayor 

Richard Daley, "we can decide if it is constitutional for the 

states to infringe on the Second Amendment. McDonald v. 

Chicago could be the deciding factor in whether states can 

do that our not." 

Experts on gun laws, including Peter Hamm, spokesman 

for the Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence in 

Washington, D.C., said even his group is not opposed to 

concealed-carry laws. 

Hamm said his organization favors concealed-carry, but 

only under a "may-issue" law instead of a "shall-issue" law. 

This would allow the police discretion to not only run a 

criminal background check, but also to consider whether 

frequent requests for police assistance at a particular 

residence and other risk factors should be reason to deny a 

permit. Hamm said his organization also favors requiring 

rigorous training before a permit is issued. 

 He said that while states like Texas require an applicant 

to prove proficiency with a handgun, many states require 

much less, including Virginia, where watching a five-minute 

video is all the training required. 

Hertz, a member of the Illinois Sheriffs Association, 

which supports concealed-carry laws, said: "The training 

and background checks are good things. I was one of the 

sheriffs that supported that and with those stipulations, I 

still support it." 

"Even though it's been like a pingpong ball up in 

Springfield back and forth, we took that decision last year 

and that remains our decision today." said Hertz of the state 

organization.  

Hamm said that while many observers believe the 

Supreme Court will rule that Chicago's handgun ban is 

unconstitutional, a decision to throw it out would have little 

relevance to concealed-carry issues in Illinois. 

But local proponents of concealed carry said striking 

down Chicago's gun ban may lift opposition from Chicago-

based Democrats and Gov. Pat Quinn, who responded to an 

Associated Press survey last year by stating he would veto 

any proposed concealed-carry law. 

Rep. Ron Stephens, R-Highland, said: "The Chicago law 

directly won't affect that, but hopefully it will change the 

minds of some legislators including the opponents who tend 

to come from Chicago, where we think concealed carry will 

have the most benefit." 

"It will certainly stir interest," said Stephens, who has 

sponsored several concealed-carry bills. "But what directly 

still has to happen is that the law has to change." 

http://www.bnd.com/2010/06/27/1309412/concealed-carry-

gains-momentum.html 

 

10-06-28  McDonald Supreme Court Ruling Strikes 

Down Chicago Gun Ban 

(GunReports.com) -- In its second major ruling on gun 

rights in three years, the Supreme Court Monday extended 

the federally protected right to keep and bear arms to all 50 

states. 

Justice Samuel Alito wrote for the five-justice majority, 

saying "the right to keep and bear arms must be regarded as 

a substantive guarantee, not a prohibition that could be 

ignored so long as the States legislated in an evenhanded 

manner."  

The ruling builds upon the Court's 2008 decision in D.C. 

v. Heller that invalidated the handgun ban in the nation's 

capital. More importantly, that decision held that the Second 

Amendment right to keep and bear arms was a right the 

Founders specifically delegated to individuals. The justices 

affirmed that decision and extended its reach to the 50 

states. Today's ruling also invalidates Chicago's handgun 

ban. 

Alito wrote, “Two years ago, in District of Columbia v. 

Heller, … we held that the Second Amendment protects the 
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right to keep and bear arms for the purpose of self-defense, 

and we struck down a District of Columbia law that banned 

the possession of handguns in the home. The city of 

Chicago (City) and the village of Oak Park, a Chicago 

suburb, have laws that are similar to the District of 

Columbia’s, but Chicago and Oak Park argue that their 

laws are constitutional because the Second Amendment has 

no application to the States. We have previously held that 

most of the provisions of the Bill of Rights apply with full 

force to both the Federal Government and the States. 

Applying the standard that is well established in our case 

law, we hold that the Second Amendment right is fully 

applicable to the States.” 

The Supreme Court’s ruling expanded to the states the 

high court's historic 2008 ruling that individuals have a 

federally protected right to keep and bear arms. In effect, 

the ruling struck down Chicago's handgun ban, which was 

similar to the Washington D.C. law already invalidated by 

the justices. 

Lawyer Alan Gura, the same man who argued and won 

D.C. v. Heller in 2008, represented Otis McDonald, who 

said Chicago's handgun ban doesn't allow him to adequately 

protect himself. Gura argued the Heller decision, which only 

applied to Washington D.C. and other areas of federal 

control, should equally apply to Chicago and the rest of the 

country. 

"In 1868, our nation made a promise to the McDonald 

family that they and their descendants would henceforth be 

American citizens, and with American citizenship came the 

guarantee enshrined in our Constitution that no State could 

make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges 

or immunities of American citizenship," Gura told the Court 

during oral arguments in March. 

He argued the language of the Constitution's 14th 

Amendment forces the states to protect the rights guaranteed 

by the Second Amendment. The Bill of Rights, which was 

adopted in the late 18th Century, was then commonly 

viewed as only offering protections from the federal 

government. 

It wasn't until after the Civil War that the Supreme 

Court in a piecemeal fashion began to apply--or 

incorporate--parts of the Bill of Rights to the states. It has 

used the 14th Amendment's Due Process Clause to 

incorporate most of the Constitution's first amendments but 

had not yet done so for the Second Amendment. 

Gura argued that another part of the 14th Amendment 

would be a better vehicle for the justices to make their 

ruling but there didn't appear to be enough support from the 

bench on that front. 

Chief Justice John Roberts was the most vocal advocate 

of using the Due Process Clause to extend the Second 

Amendment rights to the states. "I don't see how you can 

read -- I don't see how you can read Heller and not take 

away from it the notion that the Second Amendment...was 

extremely important to the framers in their view of what 

liberty meant." 

The discussion over "liberty" was a major philosophical 

theme of the arguments. Gura and National Rifle 

Association lawyer Paul Clement argued that the rights 

articulated in the Second Amendment are fundamental 

freedoms and would exist to all Americans even if there was 

no law specifically saying so. 

Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg dissented in Heller and 

wondered why the right to bear arms was necessary to 

extend to the states. "[I]f the notion is that these are 

principles that any free society would adopt, well, a lot of 

free societies have rejected the right to keep and bear arms." 

Later in the arguments Roberts disputed that notion. "I 

do think the focus is our system of ordered liberty, not any 

abstract system of ordered liberty. You can say Japan is a 

free country, but it doesn't have the right to trial by -- by 

jury." http://www.gunreports.com/news/news/mcdonald-

supreme-court-chicago-gun-ban_2232-

1.html?ET=gunreports:e748:184643a:&st=email 

 

10-06-28  Lower Paxton Township police continue to 

investigate fatal shooting in Colonial Park 

Lower Paxton Township police consider their 

investigation into a homicide last week "active," Lt. Gary 

Seefeldt, head of the Lower Paxton criminal investigation 

division, said Sunday. 

He said that police still are looking into the fatal 

shooting of Dontel Taylor, 18, of Penbrook.  Taylor died at 

4 a.m. Friday, about three hours after being shot on the 

grounds of The Brook at Colonial Park apartment complex. 

Raheem Shabazz Bilal, 20, of the 4200 block of King 

George Drive in Lower Paxton Township, was charged with 

homicide, three counts of attempted murder, four counts of 

aggravated assault and four counts of reckless 

endangerment, possessing instruments of crime and 

possession of a firearm prohibited. He is in Dauphin County 

Prison. 

No other arrests have been made in the case, Seefeldt 

said, declining to discuss possible motives for the shooting. 

 Anyone with information on the Taylor shooting may 

call Lower Paxton Twp. police at 657-5656, their 

anonymous tip line at 724-1837 or Crime Stoppers at 800-

262-3080.  

http://www.pennlive.com/midstate/index.ssf/2010/06/police

_continue_to_investigate.html 

 

10-06-28  Supreme Court Affirms Gun Right to Keep 

Handguns in Home 

Justices Narrowly Vote to Overturn Strict Handgun 

Bans in Chicago and Other Cities 

A narrowly divided Supreme Court today struck down 

Chicago's strict ban on handguns in a ruling that will apply 

to cities and states across the country. 
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"It is clear that the framers and ratifiers of the 

Fourteenth Amendment counted the right to keep and bear 

arms among those fundamental rights necessary to our 

system of ordered liberty," wrote Justice Samuel Alito for 

the five-four majority.  

 In 2008, the Court issued a landmark decision in the 

case District of Columbia v. Heller that established for the 

first time an individual's constitutional right to have a gun in 

his house, striking downWashington D.C.'s, strict handgun 

ban. The ruling, however, applied only to federal enclaves.  

Today's ruling applies to states and cities, such as 

Chicago, that have similar bans.  

"We hold that the Second Amendment right is fully 

applicable to the states," wrote Alito in the 45-page 

decision.  

But Alito was also careful to note that in some instances 

the right to bear arms can be limited.  

"It is important to keep in mind that Heller, while 

striking down a law that prohibited the possession of 

handguns in the home, recognized that the right to keep and 

bear arms is not a right to keep and carry any weapon 

whatsoever in any manner whatsoever and for whatever 

purpose," he wrote.  

We made it clear in Heller that our holding did not cast 

doubt on such longstanding regulatory measures as 

prohibitions on the possession of firearms by felons and the 

mentally ill, laws forbidding the carrying of firearms in 

sensitive places such as schools and government buildings 

or laws imposing conditions and qualifications on the 

commercial sale of arms."  

Still, Justice John Paul Stevens, joined by Justices Ruth 

Bader Ginsburg, Stephen Breyer and Sonia Sotomayor, 

disagreed with the majority decision.  

"The fact that the right to keep and bear arms appears in 

the Constitution should not obscure the novelty of the 

Court's decision to enforce that right against the States," 

wrote Stevens. 

Justice Breyer, in a separate dissent, worried that today's 

decision will cause havoc in the Courts. "Consider," he 

wrote, "that countless gun regulations of many shapes and 

sizes are in place in every state and in many local 

communities. Does the right to possess weapons for self-

defense extend outside the home? In the car to work? What 

sort of guns are necessary for self-defense?"  

Otis McDonald, 76, brought the case to the Court. He 

feared for his life in his crime-saturated Chicago 

neighborhood and wanted his city's strict ban on handguns 

in the home overturned.  

 "Self defense in America has been validated today," 

McDonald said praising the court's decision. "Today the 

playing field will be level and I don't have to be concerned 

about the gang bangers in my neighborhood. They will now 

think twice. And I hope others in my position will be safer."  

For nearly 30 years, Chicago banned possession of 

handguns and automatic weapons inside city limits, one of 

the most stringent gun laws in the country.  

Chicago's Strict Handgun Ordinance Stemmed From 

Gang and Firearm Violence 

 "It makes me feel like the city cares more for the thugs 

than they do me, and I'm the one paying taxes," McDonald 

said of being barred from owning a gun in his own house.  

  it was in 1982 that Chicago imposed the strict gun 

ordinance to help combat rampant gang and firearm 

violence that plagued the city.  

In court papers, lawyers for the city of Chicago pointed 

out that 402 of the 412 firearm homicides occurred with the 

use of  

"Handguns are used to kill in the United States more 

than all other weapons, firearms and otherwise, combined," 

Chicago Corporation Counsel Mara S. Georges wrote.  

She argued that the Court should leave it up to the states 

and cities to regulate handguns. 

The genius of our federal system ordinarily leaves this 

type of social problem to be worked out by state and local 

governments, without a nationally imposed solution 

excluding one choice or the other," Georges wrote.  

 Paul Helmke, of the Brady Campaign, called today's 

opinion "not a surprise" and took comfort in the fact that 

Alito ruled that the Second Amendment is not unlimited.  

http://abcnews.go.com/Politics/Supreme_Court/supreme-

court-affirms-gun-handguns-home/story?id=10727952 

 

10-06-28  US Supreme Court extends gun rights  

The US Supreme Court has restricted the rights of state 

and city governments to enforce controls on gun ownership. 

The US's highest court ruled by 5-4 that a ban on 

handgun ownership in Chicago was unconstitutional. 

Justices said the US Constitution protected the right to 

keep and bear arms for the purpose of self-defence. 

The ruling could potentially change laws on gun 

ownership in many of the US states. 

Debate over the exact meaning of the constitutional right 

to keep and bear arms has raged for years in the US. 

Two years ago, the court ruled a ban on handguns in 

Washington DC was unconstitutional - declaring that the 

Second Amendment protects an individual's right to possess 

guns, at least for purposes of self-defense in the home. 

But Washington is a federal city, with a unique legal 

standing. Gun rights proponents almost immediately filed a 

federal lawsuit challenging gun control laws in Chicago, 

Illinois, and its suburb of Oak Park, where handguns have 

been banned for nearly 30 years.  

In Monday's ruling on that challenge the justices said the 

Second Amendment right "applies equally to the federal 

government and the states". 

Correspondents say the ruling will be seen as a blow to 

efforts to reduce the role of firearms in American life. 
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Strictest controls 

The justices seen as the more liberal - Stevens, Breyer, 

Ginsburg and Sotomayor, voted against the latest ruling.  

The case was brought by four Chicago residents as well 

as local firearms rights activists and the National Rifle 

Association. 

Both Chicago and the Illinois suburb of Oak Park have 

bans on handguns, making them the strictest areas in the US 

for gun control laws.  

The latest Supreme Court decsion does not explicitly 

strike down the Chicago area laws, but it orders a federal 

appeals court to reconsider its ruling - leaving little doubt 

that the laws will eventually be overturned. 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/world/us_and_canada/10438332.

stm 

 

10-06-28Supreme Court extends gun rights in Chicago 

case 

WASHINGTON -- The Supreme Court reversed a 

ruling upholding Chicago's ban today and extended the 

reach of the 2nd Amendment as a nationwide protection 

against laws that infringe the "right to keep and bear arms." 

The 5-4 decision appears to void the 1982 ordinance, 

one of the nation's strictest that barred city residents from 

having handguns for their own use, even at home. 

Two year ago, the high court ruled in a case from 

Washington, D.C. that the 2nd Amendment protects the 

rights of individuals to have a gun for self-defense. Since 

the District is a federal city and not a state, the court did not 

decide then whether the 2nd Amendment could be used to 

challenge other municipal ordinances or state laws. 

In today's decision, the court said the constitutional 

protection of the 2nd Amendment extends to city and state 

laws, not just federal measures. 

But because the court sent the case back to a lower 

court, Chicago's handgun ban remains in effect for now. 

In the majority opinion, written by Justice Samuel Alito, 

the court noted a recent call by two state legislators to 

deploy National Guard troops to quell the violence on 

Chicago's streets. 

 "The legislators noted that the number of Chicago 

homicide victims during the current year equaled the 

number of American soldiers killed during that same period 

in Afghanistan and Iraq," the opinion stated. 

"If (the) safety of . . . law abiding members of the 

community would be enhanced by the possession of 

handguns in the home for self-defense, then the Second 

Amendment right protects the rights of minorities and other 

residents of high-crime areas whose needs are not being met 

by elected public officials." 

 The call for Gov. Pat Quinn to deploy the National 

Guard was made by Democratic state Reps. John Fritchey 

and LaShawn Ford and was quickly rejected by Mayor 

Richard Daley. 

Gun-rights advocates have been closely following the 

Chicago case. They said a victory for the2nd Amendment 

would clear the way for constitutional challenges to 

restrictions on firearms to be heard in federal courts 

nationwide. 

"We are elated at the Supreme Court decision, it is what 

we had hoped for," said David Sigale, attorney for the 

Illinois State Rifle Association. 

 A ruling against Chicago's ban had been widely 

anticipated. The City Council could consider new gun 

control measures as soon as Wednesday, Mayor Richard 

Daley said last week. 

City Hall has been drawing up plans after the justices 

heard arguments in McDonald v. Chicago in early March 

and appeared to indicate they would rule against the city. 

In an interview with the Tribune, the mayor said his 

primary goal would be to protect police officers, paramedics 

and emergency workers from being shot when responding to 

an incident at a home. He said he also wants to save 

taxpayers from the financial cost of lawsuits if police shoot 

someone in the house because the officer felt threatened. 

"If the ban is overturned, we will see a lot of common-

sense approaches in the city aimed at protecting first 

responders," Daley said. "We have to have some type of 

registry. If a first responder goes to an apartment, they need 

to know if that individual has a gun 

http://www.chicagobreakingnews.com/2010/06/united-

states-supreme-court-scotus-gun-control-rifle-ban-chicago-

police-mayor-richard-daley-nra-second-2nd-

amendment.html 

 

10-06-28NJ man sentenced for building automatic 

weapons 

(AP) — MORRISTOWN, N.J. - A convenience store 

clerk from northern New Jersey who admitted illegally 

converting two semiautomatic firearms into fully automatic 

weapons has been sentenced to five years in prison. 

Under the sentence imposed Monday, 29-year-old Adam 

Coughlan of Parsippany also will have to forfeit about 40 

weapons seized last year when he was arrested. He'll also 

lose his right to own guns. 

Prosecutors say Coughlan tried to sell a fully automatic 

firearm to an informant, leading to his arrest in May 2009. 

 Coughlan told Superior Court Judge David Ironson that 

he tinkered with the weapons for "the mechanical challenge" 

and not with any criminal intent 

http://www.pennlive.com/newsflash/index.ssf?/base/national

-132/127780094326420.xml&storylist=jersey 

 

10-06-28Supreme Court Sets Stage To Toss Chicago 

Gun Ban 

The U.S. Supreme Court has issued a ruling that 

essentially orders a lower court to toss out the city of 

Chicago's long-debated handgun ban. 
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The Supreme Court issued the 5-4 ruling Monday 

morning in McDonald v. Chicago, which challenged 

handgun bans in the city of Chicago and in Oak Park. 

Read The Opinion 

In the ruling, the court "reversed and remanded" 

McDonald v. Chicago, which sends the ruling back to a 

lower court.  

 But the suit also asked the high court to extend to state 

and local jurisdictions the sweep of its 2008 decision in the 

District of Columbia v. Heller case, which struck down a 

gun ban in the federal enclave of Washington, D.C. For this 

part of the suit, the Supreme Court ruled that the right to 

keep and bear arms must be upheld in state and federal 

jurisdictions. 

Altogether, this essentially means the Supreme Court has 

instructed lower courts to overturn the Chicago handgun 

ban. 

In Heller v. D.C., the court ruled that the Second 

Amendment gives individuals a right to possess guns for 

self-defense and other purposes, but presently, that decision 

only applied to federal laws, such as those of Washington, 

D.C. But the court had ruled previously, that most of the 

rest of the Bill of Rights applies to state and local 

governments. 

In the McDonald v. Chicago ruling, Justice Samuel Alito 

dismisses the claim that the 14th Amendment, which gives 

the right of citizenship to all people born in the United 

States, does not include the Second Amendment, i.e., that 

one of those rights is to keep and bear arms. 

In his dissent in the Heller case, Justice Stephen Breyer 

had claimed there is "no popular consensus" that the right to 

bear arms for self-defense is universal, but Alito says 

"popular consensus" is irrelevant when it comes to 

fundamental rights. Breyer also said Second Amendment 

rights do not protect minorities or those without political 

power, but Alito argues that they do protect these groups. 

"The plight of Chicagoans living in high-crime areas was 

recently highlighted when two Illinois legislators 

representing Chicago districts called on (Gov. Pat Quinn) to 

deploy the Illinois National Guard to patrol the City's 

streets. The legislators noted that the number of Chicago 

homicide victims during the current year equaled the 

number of American soldiers killed during that same period 

in Afghanistan and Iraq and that 80 percent of the Chicago 

victims were black," the ruling said. 

"Amici supporting incorporation of the right to keep and 

bear arms contend that the right is especially important for 

women and members of other groups that may be especially 

vulnerable to violent crime," the ruling continued. "If, as 

petitioners believe, their safety and the safety of other law-

abiding members of the community would be enhanced by 

the possession of handguns in the home for self-defense, 

then the Second Amendment right protects the rights of 

minorities and other residents of high-crime areas whose 

needs are not being met by elected public officials." 

The plaintiffs in McDonald v. Chicago were:  

--Otis McDonald, a retiree who says he wants protection 

after his Far South Side house has been broken into 

repeatedly and he has been threatened.  

--David and Colleen Lawson, whose involvement stems 

from a scare in 2006 when Colleen Lawson was home alone 

with the flu and three men tried to jimmy open her back 

door. They ran off when they saw her through a window.  

--Adam Orlov, a businessman who was previously a 

police officer for four years, and believes that people hurt 

by the city's handgun ban are those obeying it. 

McDonald said last year that the possibility of 

confronting an armed would-be victim might make a 

criminal think twice. 

"We should have, at least, a deterrent, and I think that 

that will give the would-be robbers, or what have you, 

something to think about when they get ready to break into a 

house on an elderly person," McDonald said in September 

2009. 

The city's handgun ban has been on the books for some 

28 years. 

Several aldermen were calling for a freeze on handgun 

registration in the late 1970s, as gun violence in the city 

skyrocketed. Morton Grove passed a handgun ban in 1981, 

and soon afterward, Ald. Edward Burke (14th) proposed an 

ordinance to ban the further sale and registration of 

handguns in the City of Chicago, the Encyclopedia of 

Chicago recounts. 

The legislation was approved in 1982, with strong 

support from Mayor Jane Byrne, and coming just after 

President Ronald Reagan and Pope John Paul II were 

wounded by gunfire assassination attempts. 

The ban has been weathering legal challenges ever since 

it was instituted. But it gained newfound attention after the 

Heller decision. 

Within days of the Heller vs. D.C. ruling, suburban 

Wilmette, Morton Grove and Winnetka did away with their 

handgun bans altogether, and Evanston repealed parts of its 

ban. 

But in Chicago and Oak Park, the ban remained. A 

federal judge dismissed lawsuits by the National Rifle 

Association to overturn the bans, and in June of last year, a 

three-judge federal appeals court upheld that ruling. 

 Mayor Richard M. Daley has expressed hope that the 

court would not overturn the ban, and but if it did, the 

mayor called for the passage of new ordinances to regulate 

guns. 

Daley discussed requiring gun owners to buy insurance 

or take firearms training classes, as well as "look for new 

ways to challenge gun manufacturers." 



 

 
Page 61

"You have to go through driver's ed, you have to get a 

license, you have to pass a test for drivers, but you really 

don't have to do anything to own a gun," Daley said in May. 

Prospective gun owners in Washington, D.C., now are 

required to take training courses that include spending one 

hour on a firing range and several hours in a classroom 

learning about gun safety. They also must pass a 20 

question test based on D.C.'s firearm laws. 

Washington, D.C.'s police chief, Cathy Lanier, said the 

city has "yet to have a case where someone was about to be 

the victim of a crime where someone pulled a handgun and 

saved themselves." 

But that isn't the case in Chicago, and many – including 

numerous Chicago Police officers who post to the Second 

City Cop blog – say that could provide the motivation for 

more people to purchase guns if a ban is lifted. 

Earlier this month, Second City Cop quoted a Chicago 

Tribune story that estimates there is a handgun in more than 

100,000 Chicago homes despite the ban, in many cases by 

otherwise law-abiding residents. 

 "100,000? We're going to go out on a limb here and 

label that number the low end of the spectrum," Second City 

Cop said. "And once the Supremes come down with their 

ruling and once the summer really gets cranking, we're 

going to call 500,000 a very low estimate as decent people 

who were only hesitating over the misdemeanor charge for 

'Failure to Register' take advantage of the change to finally 

buy a gun or upgrade."  

 A theory advanced by former University of Chicago 

professor John Lott says the crime rate drops when 

criminals are deterred by the possibility of confronting an 

armed victim. Lott also claimed the Chicago gun ban was to 

blame for an increase in crime. 

http://cbs2chicago.com/local/chicago.handgun.ban.2.17763

86.html 

 

10-06-27 In state legislatures, the gun lobby hits its 

target 

WASHINGTON -- When the Virginia legislature 

recently passed a bill allowing people to carry guns in bars 

as long as they have a permit, the move raised eyebrows in 

the state and across the country. Former Gov. Tim Kaine, a 

Democrat, had vetoed a similar bill in 2009. And this year, 

Virginia's association of police chiefs loudly urged the 

state's new governor, Republican Bob McDonnell, to veto 

the bill. 

"We can fully expect that at some point in the future a 

disagreement that today would likely end up in a verbal 

confrontation, or a bar fight, will inevitably end with gunfire 

if you sign this legislation into law," Virginia Beach police 

Chief Jake Jacocks Jr. wrote in a letter to the governor. 

McDonnell signed the bill anyway, one of more than a 

dozen pro-gun bills Virginia approved this year; the guns-

in-bars law is set to take effect this week. It was one victory 

for gun rights advocates in what has been a fruitful year for 

them in state legislatures.  

Tennessee lawmakers passed a law similar to Virginia's, 

over the veto of Democratic Gov. Phil Bredesen. Georgia 

lawmakers lifted a prohibition against drinking alcohol 

while carrying a gun in public, and made it legal for people 

to carry guns in some areas of airports. And Indiana 

approved a measure allowing employees to take guns with 

them to work as long as they're kept out of sight in a locked 

vehicle on a company-owned parking lot. 

This week, gun-rights advocates may have even more to 

cheer about. On Monday, the U.S. Supreme Court is 

expected to decide a case that could open more state gun-

control laws to legal challenges. The case, known as 

McDonald v. City of Chicago, will decide whether that 

city's complete ban on handguns violates its residents' 

Second Amendment right to bear arms. Two years ago, the 

court decided that a similar law in the District of Columbia 

did violate the Second Amendment, and many legal experts 

expect the court to extend that precedent to state and local 

gun laws around the country. 

Robert Weisberg, a criminal justice expert at Stanford 

University Law School, is one of them. "There's no 

question," he says, "that there will be a huge increase in 

lawsuits against lots of state and local laws." 

 Still, Weisberg points out that if the Supreme Court 

rules as expected, it's no guarantee that state and local gun 

laws will be thrown out. Both the D.C. and Chicago laws 

were quite draconian by nature - outright bans on certain 

guns in the cities - which made them more susceptible to a 

constitutional challenge. Convincing a court to find weaker 

regulations in violation of a person's Second Amendment 

rights won't be an easy task. 

 In the legislatures this year, the most recent wave of 

action is part of a trend toward states loosening gun laws in 

the wake of the 2008 presidential election. Some saw the 

return of a Democratic administration in Washington as a 

sign that gun control could once again become an issue of 

national political and legal significance.  

There have also been hints of the states' rights sentiment 

that has fueled state lawsuits against the federal health care 

overhaul, as well as anger toward Washington in general. 

Some advocates of stricter gun controls say the 

legislative damage hasn't been as bad as it might seem. 

Brian Malte, the state legislation and politics director at the 

Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, says that while 

some states have moved in a more pro-gun direction, it's 

mostly states that already were considered gun-friendly in 

the past. "They have been successful in some of these 

states," Malte admits, "but it's the same states." 

Malte points to states such as California, Illinois and 

much of the Northeast, where he says gun advocates have 

largely failed to make inroads. And gun-control advocates 

have played offense some this session, too. In New York 
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state, for example, the Assembly passed "microstamping" 

legislation, before the bill stalled in the Senate, although 

supporters hope to revive it this fall. The bill would require 

that semiautomatic pistols made or sold in the state stamp 

cartridges with the make, model and serial number of the 

gun when it's fired. In California, the Assembly passed a bill 

that would ban the practice known as "open carry," which 

allows people to carry an unloaded gun in plain sight, even 

if the person also is carrying ammunition as well. 

Still, gun rights advocates are feeling emboldened 

enough to try new tactics in the legislatures and the courts. 

Last year, Montana and Tennessee enacted a law called the 

"Firearms Freedom Act," a measure that exempts guns and 

ammunition made, sold and used within the states from 

federal regulations. This year, the same law was passed by 

six more states: Alaska, Arizona, Idaho, South Dakota, 

Utah and Wyoming. Advocates say the measure is a matter 

of states' rights. The federal government has no business 

regulating guns and ammunition that are not part of 

interstate commerce, they say. 

Last October, on the day Montana's law went into effect, 

gun rights supporters filed suit against the federal 

government, seeking to nullify federal gun regulations. The 

case is in the early stages, but the U.S. Justice Department 

and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosives have repeatedly discounted the validity of the 

Firearms Freedom Act, arguing that federal law still 

requires a license to manufacture or sell guns and 

ammunition, regardless of whether those materials travel 

across state lines, and that regulating the firearms is within 

federal authority. 

Dave Workman, senior editor of Gun Week, which is 

owned by the Second Amendment Foundation that is party 

to the Montana lawsuit, says the law was designed to force 

the interstate commerce argument into the courts. He 

describes the Firearms Freedom Act as more of a 

"movement" than simple legislation.  

"The underlying motive is really the states kind of 

flexing their muscle at the federal government," Workman 

says. "It's kind of a shot across the bow of Congress."  

http://www.bnd.com/2010/06/27/1309528/in-state-

legislatures-the-gun.html 

 

10-06-27  4 Stabbed To Death In Northampton Co. 

Four people were found stabbed to death Saturday in a 

house in northeastern Pennsylvania and a suspect is in 

custody. 

Police discovered the bodies after responding to a car 

crash about a half-mile from the house, Northampton 

County District Attorney John Morganelli said. The driver 

was covered in so much blood that police knew it wasn't all 

from the car crash. 

David Zernhelt of Allentown identified his older brother,  

53 year old Steven Zernhelt, as one of the victims of 

Saturday's rampage. 

Morganelli said three men and a woman were stabbed 

multiple times. 

Zernhelt said Sunday that his brother heard screams 

from his neighbor's house, ran over to help and became a 

victim. He says Steven Zernhelt "died a hero." Zernhelt was 

a heating and air conditioning instructor. He was married 

with three grown children. 

The driver's statements led officers to the house, 

Morganelli said, declining to elaborate. Three bodies were 

found on the first level of the home; the fourth was in the 

basement, he said. All were stabbed multiple times. 

"It's a very bloody crime scene," Morganelli said. "I've 

been DA 18 years and I've never seen anything like this in 

my life." 

All four victims died of "sharp force injuries," 

Northampton County Coroner Zachary Lysek said. The 

deaths were ruled homicides. The names of the other three 

victims and the suspect were not immediately released. The 

suspect was being treated at a hospital for non-life-

threatening injuries believed to have occurred during the car 

crash, Morganelli said. Charges were pending. 

Authorities were still trying to identify a motive for the 

stabbings, the prosecutor said. 

State police were investigating. One of the victims 

appears to have had a relationship with the suspect, 

Morganelli said. 

Other neighbors on the tree-lined street full of large brick 

homes said they heard sirens around 4:30 p.m. Hours after 

the bodies were discovered, the block remained roped 

off.Several people milling around the street in Northampton, 

a town of around 9,500 people about 70 miles north of 

Philadelphia, described it as a quiet neighborhood.  

 "It's so strange to have it happen here," said Lee 

Danbar, 37,  who grew up in the area and lives a couple of 

blocks away. "It was always a safe area. 

http://www.myfoxphilly.com/dpp/news/local_news/Northa

mpton_County_Stabbing_06_27_10 

 

10-06-27  Watching the watchmen is no crime 

Traffic cameras watch your speed, security cameras 

watch your comings and goings, but is anyone watching the 

police? Police in Maryland, Michigan and elsewhere would 

rather you didn't -- particularly not on YouTube. Just last 

Saturday, Yvonne Nicole Shaw, 27, was arrested in 

Lexington Park, Md., for recording deputies in her 

apartment complex responding to a noise complaint. 

Sheriff's Cpl. Patrick Handy's report explained the arrest: 

Shaw "did admit to recording our encounter on her cell 

phone for the purpose of trying to show the police are 

harassing people." This sounds like she was more of a threat 
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to the jobs of public safety officers than to public safety 

itself. One is not the same as the other. 

Another recent example of contempt for the average 

camera-wielding citizen in Maryland: Anthony Graber's 

home was raided by police, after which he was arrested and 

jailed, charged with violating Maryland's wiretapping 

statute. What did he do? He posted video of a traffic stop 

during which a Maryland State trooper drew his firearm. 

For this offense, Graber faces five years in prison. 

Reason magazine's Radley Balko notes that in 2000, 

Maryland Attorney General Joseph Curran Jr. issued an 

opinion on whether a plan by the Montgomery County 

Police Department to install recording devices on patrol 

officers' vehicles would violate the wiretapping law. He said 

that even if an officer inadvertently recorded someone 

without informing him first, it [was still legal]. Curran 

wrote that any conversation between a driver pulled over by 

a uniformed police officer "is difficult to characterize" as 

"private." 

But Maryland is hardly the only state where watching 

the police is unwelcome. Several missionaries in Dearborn, 

Mich., were passing out copies of the Gospel of John from 

the New Testament to the Dearborn Arab International 

Festival when they were confronted and arrested by police 

within three minutes of arriving. Their offense wasn't merely 

exposing Muslims to Christian literature -- they were also 

recording police activity on a hand-held camera. When one 

of the policemen noticed a cameraman monitoring the 

encounter, he approached and told him to turn it off. 

In the line of duty, officers of the law encounter many 

threats no doubt. But a citizen who knows his rights and 

owns a camera is not such a threat. As the Roman poet 

Juvenal asked "Who watches the watchmen?" We do, and 

should. 

http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/opinion/Watching-

the-watchmen-is-no-crime-97188519.html 

 

10-06-26  California town can actually mandate Crime 

Free Zones 

As innovative as I thought I was with the invention of 

the Crime Free Zone, I was not the first. Incredible as it 

may seem, I have found a municipal ordinance in Lancaster, 

California (That is about 40 miles north of Los Angeles), 

written in 2003, that explains how to create a Crime Free 

Zone in their city. The hard working folks there created 

Chapter 9.32 of their code of ordinances precisely to 

establish crime free zones. According to the ordinance, the 

city council has the power to establish the zone by defining 

its boundaries, announcing it and putting up signage 

announcing its existence. The procedure is summed up like 

this: 

9.32.030 - Procedure for establishing a crime free zone. 

A. The city council may declare any area a crime free 

zone by adopting a resolution setting forth the 

boundaries of such an area  

B .In determining whether to designate a crime free zone, 

the city council shall consider the following: 

   

The occurrence of a disproportionately high number of 

arrests for the possession or distribution of illegal drug 

crimes against property and crimes against persons in the 

proposed crime free zone;  

Objective evidence or verifiable information that shows 

that illegal drugs are being sold and distributed within the 

proposed crime free zone; and  

Any other verifiable information from which the city 

council may ascertain whether the health and safety of 

residents who live in the proposed crime free zone are 

endangered by the purchase, sale, or use of illegal drugs or 

other illegal activity.  

(Ord. 817 § 2 (part), 2003) 

After that, it is simply a matter of putting up signs to let 

the good folks of Lancaster know the boundaries and you 

are all set!  Maybe they will adopt my sign. 

http://www.examiner.com/x-2944-Denver-Gun-Rights-

Examiner~y2010m6d26-California-town-can-actually-

mandate-Crime-Free-Zones 

 

10-06-26  Chicago’s - Oak Park's gun ban also is in the 

balance 

Chicago's neighbor says it needs 25-year-old law, but 

ban's critics hope for Supreme Court victory 

People in Oak Park don't often mention the names James 

Piszczor or Donald Bennett anymore. But more than 20 

years ago, those men came to symbolize opposing sides of 

the village's handgun ban and thrust the western suburb to 

the center of a national battle over Second Amendment 

rights. 

On Monday, the U.S. Supreme Court is expected to 

decide whether municipalities such as Oak Park and 

Chicago can legally forbid residents to possess handguns. 

And in Oak Park, the first municipality in the nation to 

approve a handgun ban referendum measure, the ruling 

could signify how much of a say citizens have on the issue. 

Morton Grove, Wilmette, Winnetka and Evanston 

repealed their handgun bans two years ago after the 

Supreme Court struck down the ban in Washington, D.C. 

Though Oak Park is not named in the suit before the court, 

the village that borders Chicago's Austin neighborhood, 

which has a high rate of handgun violence, has fought 

alongside Chicago to legally preserve the gun bans.  

"The lawsuit says Chicago et al., and we are the et al.," 

said Village President David Pope. "But substantively, it 

doesn't matter if there is one ordinance or if there are 300. 

The court will make its decision, and it will apply equally to 
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any city or municipality that has a similar ordinance in 

place." 

The gun ban question has lingered over the village and 

Chicago for more than a quarter of a century. But in the 

case of Oak Park, the debate is rooted in the death of 

Piszczor and the life of Bennett, the rallying forces in the 

mid-1980s for either those who supported gun control or 

those who did not. 

The murder of Piszczor, a prominent Oak Park attorney 

who was gunned down in a Chicago courtroom in 1983 

along with Judge Henry Gentile during a divorce case, was 

the impetus for the handgun-control movement that led the 

village in 1984 to pass its ordinance banning handguns. A 

year later, residents voted to support the ban with a 54 

percent majority, despite an aggressive effort by the 

National Rifle Association to get voters to repeal it. 

On the other side, Bennett, then the owner of a gas 

station at Austin Boulevard and Harrison Street who 

insisted on carrying a handgun to protect himself, was the 

public face of the pro-gun movement, powered and financed 

by the NRA, that kept the village in court for years. 

The NRA filed another suit against the village in 2008 

after the D.C. ban was overturned, but the Supreme Court 

chose to hear the Chicago case instead. 

City officials acknowledge that many residents might be 

unaware of Piszczor's murder and the history of the gun ban 

movement in Oak Park. But in the socially conscious village 

known for its efforts to encourage diversity and racial 

equality, officials said, many residents still support the ban. 

"The thinking of Oak Parkers and the social issues Oak 

Park takes on and the fact that we have a population that is 

attracted to the village because of that philosophy means it 

would be a more conscious decision today than it was 25 

years ago," said Village Attorney Ray Heise, who wrote the 

handgun measure in 1984. 

 For many residents, Piszczor's murder was viewed in 

the 1980s as a senseless act of violence that could have been 

avoided if handguns were not readily available. But 

opponents, such as David Schweig, then a member of the 

executive board of the Oak Park Freedom Committee that 

called for the referendum to overturn the ban, said the law 

only stripped law-abiding citizens of their Second 

Amendment rights 

  "It has made me very unhappy for more than 25 years," 

said Schweig, a licensed gun collector. "There have been a 

couple of occasions … where I would have been much 

happier if I had a handgun in my possession." 

Though the ordinance allows licensed gun collectors to 

have guns, Schweig said he keeps his outside the village 

because he fears that some officers might not be aware of 

the provision. 

Though there was one motivation for enacting the law 25 

years ago, the reasons for keeping the ban today are more 

varied and have as much to do with deterring gun-carrying 

criminals from outside the village boundaries as keeping 

guns out of the hands of Oak Park residents. 

Its nearness to Chicago makes Oak Park vulnerable to 

crime, particularly armed robberies, which have risen in 

recent years. While overall crime was down in Oak Park 

last year, police said the village experienced a 46 percent 

increase in robberies, many of them involving weapons. 

While Chicago has more resources to strengthen its 

registration procedures and implement other measures to 

keep guns out of the hands of criminals if the gun ban is 

overturned, Oak Park likely would not have those options, 

village officials said. The village bans assault weapons, and 

there are no gun shops in Oak Park because the village bans 

the sale of handguns. The village would explore other 

requirements, such as training, depending on what the ruling 

allows, officials said. 

"Many of the smaller municipalities have legislation 

similar to ours, but the registration components are really 

the domain of larger cities," said Heise. "They are more able 

to marshal the resources to have that kind of administrative 

infrastructure. If we could find an economical, efficient way 

to accomplish that, it would be worth looking at." 

If the ban is overturned, opponents such as Schweig said 

they will watch closely to see that Oak Park does not try to 

abate the court ruling by making it harder for citizens to get 

handguns. 

"Would we step forward and attempt to create an 

atmosphere where the Village Board has to do the right 

thing? Oh yeah," Schweig said. 

http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2010-06-26/news/ct-met-

oak-park-gun-ban-20100626_1_gun-ban-james-piszczor-

handgun 

 

10-06-25  U. of Colorado will fight to keep guns off 

campus 

BOULDER, Colo. -- The University of Colorado will 

fight to keep a gun ban on campus. 

University regents voted 5-4 Friday to appeal a ruling 

against the ban to the Colorado Supreme Court. 

Republican Tillie Bishop of Grand Junction voted with 

Democrats in favor of an appeal. He said he wanted to 

preserve the rights of regents to make rules for the 

university 

All other Republicans on the board voted in favor of 

accepting a state appeals court ruling against the ban and 

allow students with concealed weapons permits to carry 

firearms. 

CU's student government reversed its previous stance 

and voted to endorse the gun ban Thursday night following 

criticism from students. 

CU has until the end of the month to to file an appeal 

http://www.bnd.com/2010/06/25/1307605/u-of-colorado-

will-fight-to-keep.html 
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10-06-25  EDITORIAL: Gun grabbers treat criminals 

as victims 

Groups appalled at use of concealed firearms in self-

defense 

The Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence and the 

Violence Policy Center (VPC) are peddling the notion that 

concealed-handgun permit holders are a danger to society. 

Last month, the center released a report claiming that in the 

past three years, 166 people were killed by holders of 

concealed-weapon permits. A closer look at the evidence 

suggests that many of the so-called victims of gun violence 

were criminals. Because more than 6 million Americans 

hold permits, it is important to set the record straight. 

As one of the most populous states with a right-to-carry 

law, Florida has the most concealed-handgun permits. 

Between Oct. 1, 1987, and May 31, the state issued them to 

1.8 million individuals. So far, just 167 permits have been 

revoked over any type of firearms-related violation. Most of 

those involved trivial, nonviolent infractions. To put that 

figure into perspective, the annual revocation rate is a 

minuscule 0.00017 percent, with just three revocations since 

January 2008. More people are killed every year by falling 

vending machines than by holders of a concealed-weapon 

permit. 

You wouldn't know that from the rhetoric of the gun-

control groups, which portray Florida as a dangerous place 

to live because of its laws. According to the VPC report, the 

Sunshine State accounted for 17 of the 96 "killer" permit 

holders nationwide, far more than any other state 

A recent Fox News investigation shot holes in the study. 

No charges were ever brought in seven of the Florida cases. 

One case clearly did not involve a permit holder - the person 

was, in fact, charged with illegally carrying a concealed 

handgun. Two cases that are still pending apparently 

involved self-defense, with one local newspaper account 

suggesting that the permit holder had a "strong case" to 

show that he had acted properly. Another case involved the 

accidental discharge of a firearm. The gun grabbers score 

all of these incidents as kills, but at least nine of them are 

examples of right-to-carry laws being used by permit 

holders to protect themselves and their families. 

Three cases did result in "convictions," but they hardly 

represent clear-cut examples. One involved an accidental 

discharge and a conviction for involuntary manslaughter. In 

another case, a convicted felon sparked the incident by 

confronting the permit holder. According to the prosecutor, 

the permit holder "was in some way defending himself 

during an escalating altercation between the men caught on 

the security video" and that, "People can look at that tape 

and interpret it two or three different ways." His conviction 

rested on the question of whether he had done enough to 

avoid the confrontation. 

The Brady Campaign and the Violence Policy Center 

show their desperation by twisting legitimate examples of 

self-defense into crimes. The simple fact is that most gun 

owners are law-abiding citizens. Suggesting that burglars, 

rapists and other hardened criminals are "victims" of permit 

holders is a stretch, even for these groups. The real statistics 

show that America is a safer place thanks to more of its 

citizens having a right to protect themselves and their 

families. 

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/jun/25/gun-

grabbers-treat-criminals-as-victims/ 

 

10-06-25  Private gun ownership under review in 

Cayman Islands 

(CNS): The deputy governor has announced that a 

review of the law and regulations surrounding the conditions 

under which private individuals can be licensed to hold guns 

is currently underway. Donovan Ebanks said that outreach 

had been made to stakeholders regarding the cost of 

firearms licences and the commissioner was examining other 

issues associated with weapons held in private hands. The 

deputy governor denied any intention by the police to 

eliminate the rights of people to own firearms under the 

current law but did not deny the possibility of ballistic 

testing on privately owned weapons. (Photo Dennie Warren 

Jr) 

 "The whole matter of firearms licensing to private 

individuals is under much needed review and consideration," 

Ebanks said in the Legislative Assembly this week. The 

deputy governor explained that it could include an increase 

of the licensing fee and a change in the regulations that form 

part of the law but there was no goal to eliminate all legally 

held private guns. 

"A process is underway for the commissioner to make 

recommendations to Cabinet," he said. "I know of no such 

policy being adopted by the portfolio or Cabinet (to 

eliminate the private guns) ... and have no reason to believe 

it is the policy of the commissioner.” 

The question of further limiting private firearms 

ownership and the possible elimination of the right to own a 

legally licensed gun was raised by both the independent 

member for North Side and the opposition member for East 

End during this week’s session of Finance Committee. 

Miller asked Ebanks why there was a zero in the budget 

documents in the section dealing with the amount of money 

expected to be collected by government for firearms licenses 

and queried if that indicated that government did not intend 

to issue any new licenses this year. 

The deputy governor said he could not explain why a 

zero had appeared in the documents and suspected it was an 

error as firearms license would be issued. He confirmed that 

around 24 had recently been renewed. 

Miller, who has a number of farmers in his constituency, 

said that concerns had arisen recently regarding this matter 

and he wanted reassurances that there were no changes in 

the policy to allow firearms under license. 
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Arden McLean questioned the possible increase in the 

cost of licenses and asked if the police intended to carry out 

ballistic testing on people’s licensed guns. In response, 

Ebanks said many things including those raised by McLean 

were under consideration and the final determinations would 

be down to the commissioner through the firearms 

regulations. Ebanks said there were a variety of views about 

how liberal the firearms law should be but it was in the 

hands of the commissioner of police. 

Miller also asked why it took so long for licenses for 

owners who had been assessed and vetted to be granted. 

Miller said constituents were waiting months to receive their 

licenses when they had made applications to renew them in 

good time leaving them foul of the law through no fault of 

their own. Government backbench MLA Cline Glidden also 

queried the deputy governor over the length of time the 

licenses were taking to be approved. Ebanks asked the 

members for details on their constituents' complaints and 

said he would try to find out why it was taking so long as 

the circumstances sounded unacceptable. 

http://www.caymannewsservice.com/local-

news/2010/06/25/private-gun-ownership-under-review 

 

10-06-25 Army won’t field deadlier Corps round 

Special Operations Command and now the Marine 

Corps are fielding a deadlier 5.56mm round, but the Army 

says soldiers can’t have it. Instead, the service is holding on 

to its dream of environmentally friendly ammunition. Army 

ammunition officials are on their third attempt at 

redesigning the Cold War-era M855 5.56mm round by 

adding a better-performing, lead-free bullet. The service had 

to halt the M855A1 Lead-Free Slug program in July when 

the new bullet failed to perform under high temperatures . 

The setback delayed fielding by nearly a year. The newest 

version of the green round is in the live-fire test phase, and 

Army officials said they are confident it will be ready for 

combat use by June. The Marine Corps, however, doesn’t 

share this confidence. 

The Corps has dropped its plans to field the Army’s 

M855A1 and approved the new SOST round for Marines to 

use in Afghanistan. SOST, short for Special Operations 

Science and Technology, is SOCom’s enhanced 5.56mm 

round. It isn’t green, but it is deadlier than the current M855 

round and it’s available now, Marine officials say. The 

Corps’ decision to purchase about 2 million SOST rounds 

in September illustrates the growing frustration with the 

M855’s performance on the modern battlefield. 

The M855 was developed in the 1970s and approved as 

an official NATO round in 1980. In recent years, troops 

have widely criticized it. They complain it is ineffective 

against barriers such as car windshields and often travels 

right through unarmored insurgents, with less than lethal 

effects. Jason Gillis, a former Army staff sergeant, first 

witnessed the M855’s shortcomings in 2004 on the streets 

of Baghdad. He was a squad leader with 2nd Brigade 

Combat Team, 82nd Airborne Division, on patrol when a 

vehicle began speeding toward his unit. After several 

warnings, “both of our M249s opened up instantly, forming 

a crisscross pattern of tracer that met at the vehicles engine 

compartment and windshield. Within seconds, riflemen and 

grenadiers were executing magazine changes while the 

vehicle kept rolling and finally stopped 10 meters from my 

lead troops,” Gillis recalled in an e-mail to Army Times. He 

is now a freelance writer who often focuses on military 

small-arms issues. “Assuming the driver was most likely 

riddled beyond recognition, we were all astounded to see the 

driver emerge from the vehicle completely unscathed,” Gillis 

wrote. “Closer inspection revealed that the M855 

ammunition had failed to effectively penetrate the vehicle’s 

windshield despite the fact over 400 rounds were expended 

at extremely close range and on target.” 

Other soldiers say they like the M855 because it’s 

lightweight, but wish it had more punch. “The idea of being 

able to carry 210 rounds [basic load] is quickly 

overshadowed by the fact that it takes more than one and 

even more than two rounds to drop the enemy,” Staff Sgt. 

Charles Kouri, 82nd Airborne Division, told Army Times. 

Army going ‘green’ Army officials acknowledged that the 

M855 “has not been providing the ‘stopping power’ the user 

would like at engagement ranges less than 150 yards,” 

according to a June 17, 2005, Project Manager Maneuver 

Ammunition briefing. Ballistics experts maintain, however, 

that no bullet is perfect and that it is highly unlikely any 

bullet will cause an enemy to drop every time after just one 

shot. 

“There is not a bullet in this world that will do that,” 

said Dr. Martin Fackler, the former director of the Wound 

Ballistics Laboratory at the Letterman Army Institute of 

Research and a combat surgeon during Vietnam. “Even if 

you take the guy’s heart apart, he can still shoot back at you 

for 15 seconds because he’s still got enough oxygen in the 

blood in his brain to do it.” Still, the Army pushed forward 

with two priorities: to find ammo that performs better and is 

also lead-free. As part of a larger effort to study bullet 

lethality, the Army began revamping its green bullet 

program, an effort that began in 1996. 

The first attempt featured a tungsten-nylon blend that 

didn’t perform well and proved to be almost as harmful to 

the environment as lead. Another attempt, with the M855A1 

LFS, appeared to be the solution. The new round was made 

of a bismuth-tin alloy with a steel penetrator. Army officials 

said the M855A1 provided more “consistent performance” 

than the M855 round, and performed better against barriers 

such as windshields and car doors. The Army has spent 

about $32 million on the LFS program since fiscal 2007.  

 The Army had planned to start issuing the first of 20 

million M855A1 rounds last August, until an 11th-hour 

problem surfaced when some of the bullets did not follow 
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their trajectory or intended flight path. The slug proved to 

be sensitive to heat. The latest setback led the Army to 

search for a new lead-free slug material and prompted the 

Marine Corps, which was interested in the M855A1, to go 

with SOCom’s new 5.56mm round instead. 

“We put our money toward SOST because of the lead-

free failure,” said Chief Warrant Officer-5 Jeffrey Eby, the 

Corps’ senior gunner. “That lead-free bullet in the last six 

months just fell apart on them under extreme heat.” More 

accurate round SOST rounds have similar ballistics to the 

M855 round, meaning combat troops don’t have to adjust to 

using the new ammo, military officials say. Using an open-

tip match round design common with some sniper 

ammunition, SOST rounds are designed to stay on target 

better than existing M855 rounds after penetrating 

windshields, car doors and other objects. 

Compared with the M855, SOST rounds also stay on 

target longer in open air and have increased stopping power, 

according to Navy Department documents obtained by 

Marine Corps Times. At 62 grains, they weigh about the 

same as most NATO rounds, have a typical lead core with a 

solid copper shank and are considered a variation of Federal 

Cartridge Co.’s Federal Trophy Bonded Bear Claw round, 

which was developed for big-game hunting and is touted in 

a company news release for its ability to crush bone. 

SOCom developed the new round, formally known as the 

MK318 MOD 0, for use with the Special Operations Forces 

Combat Assault Rifle, or SCAR, which needed a more 

accurate bullet because its short barrel, at 13.8 inches, is 

less than an inch shorter than the M4 carbine’s. 

SOCom first fielded the SOST round in April, said Air 

Force Maj. Wesley Ticer, a spokesman for the command. It 

also fielded a cousin — MK319 MOD 0 enhanced 7.62mm 

SOST ammo — designed for use with the SCAR-Heavy, a 

powerful 7.62mm battle rifle. SOCom uses both kinds of 

ammunition, Ticer said. The Corps purchased a “couple 

million” SOST rounds as part of a joint $6 million, 10.4-

million-round buy in September — enough to last the 

service several months in Afghanistan, Marine Corps 

officials said. 

Despite the popularity of the SOST, the Army isn’t 

backing away from its goal to perfect its green M855A1 

round. “SOST is a good round, but SOST is not a lead-free 

slug,” said Lt. Col. Tom Henthorn, chief of the Small Arms 

Branch at the Soldier Requirements Division at Fort 

Benning, Ga. The Army will continue to develop an 

environmentally friendly 5.56mm, as well as a lead-free 

7.62mm bullet, Henthorn added, “because we care about the 

environment.” Small arms training accounts for about 2,000 

metric tons of lead going into the environment every year, 

Army officials say. The Army first began its quest for green 

ammunition in response to environmental groups that 

pressured some states to prohibit some National Guard units 

from using their training ranges. Run-off from lead-

contaminated soil can contaminate water sources that 

supply communities located near the ranges, environmental 

groups maintain. “We do have real reasons why we are 

doing this,” said Chris Grassano, product manager for 

Maneuver Ammunition Systems. 

Grassano, however, did say that the Army does not have 

a “significant percentage” of training ranges that have been 

closed because of lead damage to the environment. The 

latest M855A1 design features a solid copper slug instead 

of bismuth-tin. During production qualification testing, 

Army testers will shoot 400,000 rounds of the new version, 

making the M855A1 “the most tested round we have ever 

developed,” said Lt. Col. Jeff Woods, product manager for 

Small and Medium Caliber Ammunition. The new round 

addresses the consistency problems of the M855, but Army 

ballistics officials said “we are not at liberty to compare it 

to SOST,” Grassano said. While copper is more expensive 

than lead, Army officials said they could not provide a cost 

estimate for the M855A1 compared to the current M855. If 

all goes well in testing, the M855A1 will be ready in June in 

“sufficient quantities to satisfy the needs of theater,” 

Grassano said. “We are pretty confident that once we get it 

into soldiers’ hands, they will be satisfied with” the new 

round. ——— Staff writer Dan Lamothe contributed to this 

report. 

http://militarydailynews.com/2010/04/army-wont-field-

deadlier-corps-round/ 

 

10-06-25 Clarion County man gets two years for gun 

charges  

A federal judge in Pittsburgh sentenced a Clarion 

County man Friday to the two years he's already spent in 

jail while being prosecuted on a weapons charge. 

Marvin E. Hall, 51, of Rimersburg pleaded guilty Jan. 

29 to being a convicted felon in possession of a firearm. 

Hall was one of five people arrested in 2008 as a result of 

an investigation into two militia groups — the 91st 

Warriors and the Brookville Tigers. 

U.S. District Judge Arthur J. Schwab also sentenced 

Hall to three years of probation. As part of his plea 

agreement, Hall agreed to surrender the 12-gauge shotgun 

and SKS assault rifle police found in his possession. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/region

al/s_687726.html 

 

10-06-25  Lehigh County gun license fee under fire 

Commissioners checking to see if Sheriff Rossi's $38 fee 

is legal 

Lehigh County officials are scrambling to figure out if 

Sheriff Ron Rossi's office has been illegally overcharging 

gun owners for licenses to carry concealed firearms. 

The sheriff's office sent legislation to the county 

commissioners this week asking for the fee to be increased 

from $25 — the amount set by state law — to $38. While 
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other counties also charge more than $25 for such licenses, 

Rossi's staff began charging the higher fee years ago 

without legislative approval, spurring a slew of questions 

and criticism at this week's commissioners' meeting. 

Commissioner Andy Roman said the county may have "a 

serious issue here" and called for an audit of the program as 

well as a legal review to see if people who've paid $38 for 

the licenses are entitled to $13 refunds. 

More than 300 people apply for concealed-carry licenses 

in Lehigh County each month, officials said, meaning 

around $50,000 collected per year could be in question. The 

commissioners didn't vote on Rossi's fee request this week 

and are expected to discuss the matter more next month. 

Rossi wasn't at Wednesday night's meeting and did not 

return calls for comment Thursday. 

He did speak to The Morning Call on Tuesday in 

advance of the meeting, saying his office began charging the 

higher fee in large part to cover the costs of equipment that 

produces a hard-plastic version of the firearms license, 

which can also come in a less durable paper version. He 

also said applicants can opt for the less expensive paper 

license if they don't want to pay the extra $13. 

But the written application instructions given by the 

sheriff's office say nothing about the less expensive option. 

 "The completed application must be returned by the 

applicant personally to the sheriff's office with the 

appropriate fee of $38.00," the instructions say. That line is 

capitalized, underlined and in bold text in the instructions. 

The instructions also say the "concealed-weapons permit is 

a plastic card" and don't refer to a paper version. 

And Stanley Bialecki, a Bethlehem resident who attended 

Wednesday's commissioners meeting, said he received a 

hard-plastic concealed-carry license from the sheriff's office 

in 2005 and paid the higher rate. He said no one there told 

him he had the option of paying only $25. 

Bialecki said he didn't have a problem with the higher 

fee. 

"I do have a problem with it not being done in 

compliance with the law," he said. "It's the sheriff's 

department, for God's sake." 

Pennsylvania's Uniform Firearms Act gives county 

sheriffs the responsibility for handling concealed firearms 

licenses in most areas, including the Lehigh Valley. That 

law also sets the fee for such permits at $25 and says 

anyone "who sells or attempts to sell a license to carry a 

firearm for a fee in excess of the amounts fixed under this 

subsection" could be charged with a summary offense. 

Rossi isn't the only sheriff whose office charges more. 

Many charge more than the state-mandated fee to cover the 

costs of a hard-plastic license. Northampton County, for 

instance, charges $35 for a concealed-carry license. 

Bob Merski, the Erie County sheriff and acting director 

of the Pennsylvania Sheriffs' Association, said his office in 

northwestern Pennsylvania charges as much as $26 for a 

license. Applicants there are given the option of a $25 paper 

license, he said, but are told they can get a hard-plastic 

version for the extra $1. 

He said almost every applicant wants the more durable 

plastic version, which stands a better chance of remaining 

intact for the five years such licenses are valid. 

"A lot of sheriffs across the commonwealth have never 

had anybody ask for a paper product," Merski said. "They 

all ask for the plastic card." 

He declined to comment on the fact at least some Lehigh 

County applicants aren't told they could pay less than $38. 

 "That would be a question that the sheriff there would 

have to answer," he said. 

Christie Caywood, a spokeswoman for the Pennsylvania 

Firearm Owners Association, said her organization hasn't 

received specific complaints about Lehigh County, but its 

members are concerned about the fees sheriffs charge for 

concealed-carry licenses. 

"There are always concerns that local authorities may 

arbitrarily raise the prices, or do so with little warning to 

gun owners in the community," she wrote in an e-mail. 

"Low-income families are the ones who feel the greatest 

impact when any fee changes, and we hope that as the 

sheriff moves forward with making a formal policy, he will 

keep these concerns in mind. 

State Rep. Gary Day, a Republican who represents parts 

of Lehigh and Berks counties, said a constituent complained 

to him about the $38 fee at Rossi's office. He's been 

pressing Rossi for answers about the fee since then. 

  "This is a big issue to me because it's pretty clear in 

state statute," he said. "When I found out it was one of my 

counties, I wanted to work with our sheriff to just get it 

right, and then I found out that it was across multiple 

counties." 

Day said sheriffs shouldn't need to charge more than $25 

to pay for hard-plastic licenses in part because part of the 

state-mandated fee is supposed to be set aside to pay for 

new equipment and other steps to modernize the process. 

He said he thinks Rossi may have received incorrect 

advice about what his office is allowed to charge for 

concealed firearms permits, and that the sheriff will give up 

on the $38 fee. 

"It is a transition period, and I want to recognize that, 

but it's clear that it should always have been a $25 fee and 

not higher," Day said. "My goal is to get the policy right. … 

I'm hoping that he changes the policy, and I would be happy 

with that." 

brian.callaway@mcall.com 

610-820-6168 

Gun charges 

$25 — Amount county sheriffs can charge under state law 

for licenses to carry concealed firearms. 
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 $38 — Amount Lehigh County Sheriff Ron Rossi's office 

has been charging for the licenses. He's now seeking 

permission from the county commissioners to do so. 

http://www.mcall.com/news/local/allentown/mc-lehigh-

county-gun-permits-20100624,0,4297837.story 

 

10-06-24  Killer receives life sentence 

A taped confession helped convict the man in the 2006 

shooting death of a convenience store clerk 

In the years that followed their son's murder May 25, 

2006, in Harrisburg, the parents of Hitender Thakur hoped 

and prayed the killer would pay for what he did.  

They got their wish Wednesday.  

Jerry Reeves, 22, was sentenced to life in prison without 

parole after a Dauphin County jury convicted him of 

murder, robbery and a firearm violation in the 4-year-old 

homicide at the City Gas & Diesel Mini Mart on State 

Street.  

Thakur, 23, a native of Mandi, India, was working as a 

clerk at the convenience store to help pay his way as a 

nursing student at Harrisburg Area Community College. He 

had traded shifts with a friend the night he was killed.  

"Jerry Reeves, your face was the last face our son 

Hitender gazed upon before he died. You were the last one 

to look into his eyes," family spokesman Robert William 

told Reeves just prior to sentencing. "May you see his face 

and his eyes every day of your life looking back at you, day 

and night.  

"Today, you have received man's justice," William 

continued. "But a day is coming when you will face God's 

justice. And when that time comes, may God have mercy on 

you."  

It took the jury about 90 minutes to return the verdict. 

Reeves' adopted father and others in the family declined 

comment upon leaving the courtroom. Reeves' attorney, 

Lenora Smith, said she will consult with the family before 

deciding whether to appeal.  

The most damning evidence against Reeves appeared to 

be his July 2009 tape-recorded confession to police, in 

which he detailed how he took the bus to Baltimore to 

purchase a gun and waited until all patrons walked out of 

the store before he pointed the gun at Thakur through an 

open protective-glass window, prosecutor Johnny Baer said. 

The gun discharged after Thakur attempted to shut the 

window.  

"The details that were provided in the statement were so 

extensive and so accurate they could only have been 

provided by someone who committed the crime," Baer said.  

During cross-examination, Reeves recanted his 

confession. He told jurors he was dizzy during his police 

interview and thought he was going to pass out. He testified 

that detectives told him they'd take him to the hospital as 

soon as he confessed. 

Reeves said he was under the influence at some point 

prior to the interview and was still feeling the effects when 

he was questioned.  

"You just willingly confessed to murder?" Baer asked 

Reeves. "You confessed to murder because you were 

hungover?"  

After he was convicted, Reeves teared up, Baer said. He 

bowed his head as he approached Judge John F. Cherry and 

said nothing when he was given the opportunity to speak. 

"It's a tragic thing," Cherry said before handing down the 

punishment. "The victim in this case had no chance."  

After two years at an Armenian medical school, Thakur 

moved to  Harrisburg in 2003 and decided he wanted to 

pursue nursing. He had dreams of working for the World 

Health Organization.  

To help pay his tuition, Thakur worked at the 24-hour 

minimart. He normally worked the afternoon shift, but on 

the day he was killed, Thakur had switched shifts with a 

friend so he could attend class until 9 that night. He started 

the shift about an hour later.  

Thakur was found about 1:15 a.m. with a gunshot 

wound to the chest. Paramedics attempted to revive him, but 

he died there.  

 "We sent our son Hitender to America with the highest 

aspirations and dreams," William said on behalf of the 

family. "When we bid him farewell in India, we never 

imagined that we would receive him back in a coffin." 

http://www.pennlive.com/news/patriotnews/index.ssf?/base/

news/127734722642100.xml&coll=1 

 

10-06-24  Killing tests D.C. anti-gun mentality 

The hustle and bustle along the District's Florida Avenue 

and its arteries Thursday morning betrayed what occurred 

less than 24 hours earlier when urban desperados shot a 

father and son. 

For drivers of white-paneled trucks and vans, store 

owners and warehouse laborers awaiting deliveries, and 

customers in search of fresh meat, produce and retail goods, 

Thursday morning was business as usual in the city's 

wholesale district, but manned police patrol cars and 

ubiquitous yellow crime-scene tape told a different story. 

It's the story of a city whose leadership wants to deny 

Second Amendment rights to its citizenry and business 

owners, while, at the same time, play liberal politics on 

behalf of the "perps" who prey on ordinary people as they 

go about their daily lives. 

By all accounts, the family that owns and runs Lida 

Wholesale off Florida Avenue were going about their day 

when gun shots rang out about 2:30 Wednesday afternoon. 

Two gunmen left the father mortally wounded and his son 

facing life-threatening wounds. 

Police chased the getaway car, but the perpetrators got 

away, at least for now. 
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About the only thing in dispute is whether the victims 

confronted the bad guys themselves - unarmed. Witnesses 

said the victims were shot as the gunmen fled. 

Metropolitan Police Chief Cathy L. Lanier warned 

shopkeepers. "First and foremost, if you are in an 

establishment and a robbery occurs, give up what it is they 

are in there to get, particularly, the cash," WTTG-TV Fox 5 

quoted her as saying. 

Her advice is of little comfort to D.C. residents and 

business owners who face some of the strictest handgun-

control laws in America. 

No one can predict what could have happened had the 

storeowner or his son popped a round or two at the 

perpetrators. No one can predict how armed storeowners, 

warehouse laborers or customers would have reacted to the 

gunfire. 

There is the possibility that, fearing for their own lives 

and property, legitimate gun owners would have taken 

matters into their hands. 

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/jun/24/the-

hustle-and-bustle-along-the-districts-florida-/  

 

10-06-24  Chester state of emergency extended amid 

controversy 

Summer nights in Chester often come with the pop of 

gunfire and the flash of blue police lights. But since 

Saturday, when the mayor declared a state of emergency in 

the city, residents have heard something different.  

"Right now, I can rest in peace on my street," Alyce 

Johnson said. "I don't see the crowds, I don't hear cars 

zooming up and down the street at 1 in the morning, I don't 

hear loud music outside my window - because they're afraid 

you're going to lock them up."  

Mayor Wendell Butler and the four other members of the 

city council agreed. They voted unanimously Wednesday to 

extend the state of emergency for 30 more days, until 6 a.m. 

July 23. The declaration sets a curfew in five high-crime 

sections from 9 p.m. until 6 a.m., and police can question 

anyone outside between those times.  

State police and county sheriff deputies have helped beef 

up police patrols this week. Federal authorities have 

dispatched an agent from the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms, and Explosives to help the police track some of 

the 75 guns they have taken in already this year.  

 Butler called the emergency after four homicides, 

including the death of a 2-year-old boy, occurred in less 

than a week. The declaration also came a week before the 

long-awaited debut of the city's $115 million soccer 

stadium, where the Union play a sold-out opener Sunday.  

The current level of violence in Chester is not 

unprecedented - in August 2008, for example, six people 

were killed within a week. And the timing of the emergency 

proclamation led some to question whether Butler and city 

officials aimed to protect soccer fans, a charge that angered 

the mayor.  

"The mayor enacts a state of emergency - you think 

that's going to make me feel real good, to come to a soccer 

game?" Butler said. "Everybody that comes to Chester, 

they're going to be safe no matter what. . . . But this is not 

done for the soccer stadium. In fact, their hierarchy is quite 

upset with me."  

 Some residents are also upset with Butler over the 

curfew. About 100 people packed the city hall chambers 

Wednesday, many of whom said they don't want to be 

hassled by the police when they're sitting on their porches.  

"We're under lockdown," said Bill Riley of Lloyd Street. 

"This is the summer, this is the height of the season that 

people who don't have air conditioning sometimes can't stay 

in their houses."  

Some residents said they do not trust the police because 

they have been treated badly by officers in the past.  

"People patrolling the street after 9 o'clock have run 

people into their houses and have talked to them 

disrespectfully, stating that 'If you don't go, then you can 

come with us,' " Riley said.  

 Others seemed confused about the parameters of the 

curfew zones and what constitutes a "legitimate" reason to 

be out past curfew. Much of the city, including the soccer 

stadium, is not under curfew.  

The council has asked police officers to use their 

judgment in deciding what is a legitimate excuse to be out. 

For now, council members said they expect police to be 

relatively lenient: trips to and from work, church meetings, 

and the store are all right after dark, they said.  

Many, such as Johnson, favored the mayor's actions. At 

least three mothers who have lost children to gun violence 

spoke at the meeting, asking residents to be patient with the 

curfew and to report to police what they know about crimes.  

"You talk about being held hostage by the state of 

emergency, but our children are being held hostage by these 

criminals," said Helen Summers, whose 19-year-old son 

was shot and killed in March 2009. "My grandchildren had 

friends over two weeks ago, and two blocks away they 

heard gunshots. They all hit the floor. Is that not being held 

hostage inside the house?"  

Members of religious and other civic organizations asked 

the council to work with them to establish programs that 

will help prevent youth violence after the state of emergency 

expires.  

 "If we don't find another way to deal with our children . 

. . I think you will have another problem," said the Rev. 

Bernice Warren, pastor and director of Chester Eastside 

Ministries. "Find another way to help us work with those 

children who are angry now because they can't come 

outside." 

http://www.philly.com/philly/news/local/97046659.html 
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10-06-23  Guns Save Lives 

You know what the mainstream media think about guns 

and our freedom to carry them. 

Pierre Thomas of ABC: "When someone gets angry or 

when they snap, they are going to be able to have access to 

weapons." 

Chris Matthews of MSNBC: "I wonder if in a free 

society violence is always going to be a part of it if guns are 

available." 

Keith Olbermann, who usually can't be topped for 

absurdity: "Organizations like the NRA ... are trying to 

increase deaths by gun in this country."  

"Trying to?" Well, I admit that I bought that nonsense 

for years. Living in Manhattan, working at ABC, everyone 

agreed that guns are evil. And that the NRA is evil. (Now 

that the NRA has agreed to a sleazy deal with congressional 

Democrats on political speech censorship, maybe some of 

its leaders are evil, but that's for another column.)  

Now I know that I was totally wrong about guns. Now I 

know that more guns means — hold onto your seat — less 

crime.  

How can that be, when guns kill almost 30,000 

Americans a year? Because while we hear about the 

murders and accidents, we don't often hear about the crimes 

stopped because would-be victims showed a gun and scared 

criminals away. Those thwarted crimes and lives saved 

usually aren't reported to police (sometimes for fear the gun 

will be confiscated), and when they are reported, the media 

tend to ignore them. No bang, no news.  

This state of affairs produces a distorted public 

impression of guns. If you only hear about the crimes and 

accidents, and never about lives saved, you might think gun 

ownership is folly. 

But, hey, if guns save lives, it logically follows that gun 

laws cost lives.  

Suzanna Hupp and her parents were having lunch at 

Luby's cafeteria in Killeen, Texas, when a man began 

shooting diners with his handgun, even stopping to reload. 

Suzanna's parents were two of the 23 people killed. (Twenty 

more were wounded.)  

Suzanna owned a handgun, but because Texas law at the 

time did not permit her to carry it with her, she left it in her 

car 

She's confident that she could have stopped the shooting 

spree if she had her gun. (Texas has since changed its law.)  

Today, 40 states issue permits to competent, law-abiding 

adults to carry concealed handguns (Vermont and Alaska 

have the most libertarian approach: no permit needed. 

Arizona is about to join that exclusive club.) Every time a 

carry law was debated, anti-gun activists predicted 

outbreaks of gun violence after fender-benders, card games 

and domestic quarrels. 

What happened? 

John Lott, in "More Guns, Less Crime," explains that 

crime fell by 10 percent in the year after the laws were 

passed. A reason for the drop in crime may have been that 

criminals suddenly worried that their next victim might be 

armed. Indeed, criminals in states with high civilian gun 

ownership were the most worried about encountering armed 

victims. 

In Canada and Britain, both with tough gun-control 

laws, almost half of all burglaries occur when residents are 

home. But in the United States, where many households 

contain guns, only 13 percent of burglaries happen when 

someone_s at home.  

Two years ago, the Supreme Court ruled in the Heller 

case that Washington, D.C.'s ban on handgun ownership 

was unconstitutional. District politicians then loosened the 

law but still have so many restrictions that there are no gun 

shops in the city and just 800 people have received permits. 

Nevertheless, contrary to the mayor's prediction, robbery 

and other violent crime are down. 

Because Heller applied only to Washington, that case 

was not the big one. McDonald v. Chicago is the big one, 

and the Supreme Court is expected to rule on that next 

week. Otis McDonald is a 76-year-old man who lives in a 

dangerous neighborhood on Chicago's South Side. He wants 

to buy a handgun, but Chicago forbids it.  

If the Supremes say McDonald has that right, then 

restrictive gun laws will fall throughout America.  

Despite my earlier bias, I now understand that striking 

down those laws will probably save lives.  

 John Stossel is host of "Stossel" on the Fox Business 

Network. He's the author of "Give Me a Break" and of 

"Myth, Lies, and Downright Stupidity." To find out more 

about John Stossel, visit his site at <a 

href="http://www.johnstossel.com" 

http://www.creators.com/opinion/john-stossel/guns-save-

lives-10-06-23.html 

 

10-06-23  Pa. man to argue self-defense in stabbing death 

EASTON, Pa. - The attorney representing an eastern 

Pennsylvania man accused of killing an alleged gang 

member last fall says his client will argue that the stabbing 

was done in self-defense. 

Twenty-five-year-old Ubaldo Lopez-Ortiz of Bethlehem 

is charged with homicide and a firearms crime in the Nov. 5 

death of 24-year-old Ezequiel De Jesus III of Allentown. 

Police allege that the victim, whose body was found at a 

Bethlehem housing development, was a member of the Latin 

Kings. 

Defense attorney Robert Sletvold initially sought to 

suppress statements his client made to police, but withdrew 

the request Tuesday and said the jury needed to hear them. 

Prosecutors said Lopez-Ortiz told investigators he stabbed 

De Jesus in the chest because he thought the other man was 

reaching into his jacket for a gun. 
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http://www.philly.com/philly/wires/ap/news/state/pennsylva

nia/97009864.html 

 

10-06-23  Homewood felon indicted on gun, assault 

charges 

A federal grand jury Tuesday indicted a Homewood man 

who was shot in April after he pointed a gun at a deputy 

U.S. marshal and a Pittsburgh police officer who were 

arresting him for outstanding warrants. 

Dominick Tyree Howard, 26, is charged with being a 

convicted felon in possession of a firearm, assaulting a 

federal officer and using a firearm while committing a 

felony. He violated probation from a previous conviction of 

being a convicted felon in possession of a firearm and 

escaped from county probation officers, prosecutors say. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsbu

rgh/s_687278.html 

 

10-06-23  Tolerance of white militias exemplifies racial 

double standard 

Imagine that the inauguration of President George W. 

Bush had sparked an explosive rise in African American 

militia groups. Suppose thousands of heavily armed black 

men began gathering at training camps in wooded areas 

throughout the country, devising military tactics for "taking 

back their country" after what they believed was an 

electoral coup.  

Do you think Bush and Vice President Dick Cheney 

would have reacted to a black militaristic buildup as coolly 

as President Obama has to the phenomenal growth of white 

militias?  

Since Obama took office last year, the number of white 

militias has shot up from about 170 to more than 500, 

according to the Southern Poverty Law Center, which 

monitors extremist groups in the United States. Armed with 

enough firepower to take on a police department, some of 

these groups are honing their sniper skills using 

photographs of Obama for target practice.  

They cling to the delusion that the nation's first black 

president is somehow a subversive working for Muslim 

extremists, and they aim to bring him down.  

"If the people we saw running around armed to the teeth 

were black, I think their organizations would be destroyed in 

a matter of hours," Mark Potok, director of the Southern 

Poverty Law Center's Intelligence Project, told me. "If 

people saw on their TV screens photos of black militia 

members shooting at images of a white president, I don't 

think they would last."  

No kidding.  

This racial disparity comes to mind whenever I see 

militia leaders carping about government "tyranny" while 

enjoying the special privileges that come with being white. 

One such group, the Southeast Michigan Volunteer Militia, 

was featured in a documentary, "The Rise of the New 

Right," that aired last week on MSNBC and was narrated 

by Chris Matthews, the host of "Hardball."  

"Five areas that we focus on are crime, disaster, 

invasion, tyranny and terrorism," said Michael Lackomar, a 

spokesman for the militia group. "All five of those cover 

threats that would interrupt our ways of life."  

He's worried about terrorism? It's terrifying just to see 

his militia lurking behind trees, dressed in camouflage and 

wielding who-knows-what military armament picked up at 

some gun and ammo show.  

What's even more astounding is that Lackomar's group 

has links to the Hutaree militia, another Michigan-based 

group, whose members were arrested by the FBI in March 

and charged with plotting to kill a police officer and then 

slaughter scores more by setting off a bomb at the funeral.  

The Hutaree's intent, according to federal law 

enforcement officials, was to trigger an uprising against the 

federal government. Lackomar's militia was among the 

groups that helped Hutaree members, unwittingly or not, 

hone their shooting skills in preparation for the assault.  

And yet the southeastern Michigan militia continues to 

operate with impunity, as if it were some latter-day Army of 

the Potomac.  

Let's say then-Vice President Cheney found out that a 

black militia group had ties to a terrorist organization 

seeking to levy war against the United States. Say hello to 

Guantanamo.  

On Monday, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled, in effect, 

that you can go to prison for trying to hold a peace talk with 

groups deemed to be foreign terrorist organizations. But if 

the group is a home-grown white terrorist organization, it's 

apparently okay not just to associate with them but also to 

offer them military training as they plot against the country.  

 Maybe Obama is just being savvy by not coming down 

hard on the militia. As Potok said, "There's a huge amount 

of anger, and what we are really lacking at this moment is a 

kind of spark." In an apparent attempt to defuse the tension, 

Obama does such things as supporting a U.S. Supreme 

Court decision crippling D.C.'s gun control law and then 

signs a bill that allows visitors to national parks to carry 

guns.  

Still, gun advocates keep him in their sights. They show 

up outside presidential town hall meetings brandishing 

firearms. When a young black man, identified only as Chris, 

showed up at one such event with a rifle strapped to his 

back, white protesters cited him as proof that race had 

nothing to do with their contempt for Obama.  

  But they missed the point.  

Had the black rifleman showed for, say, Ronald 

Reagan's "states' rights" speech in Philadelphia, Miss., back 

in 1980, they might still be dredging the Pearl River for his 

remains.  

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-

dyn/content/article/2010/06/22/AR2010062204792.html 
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10-06-23  California town to lay off all city employees, 

disband police 

Economic hard times are causing many municipalities to 

look for ways to reduce their payrolls, but none has taken it 

as far as the town of Maywood, California. 

On Monday night, the Maywood City Council voted 

unanimously to fire all 100 city employees and contract out 

most services, including record-keeping, street maintenance, 

and parks and recreation, to the neighboring town of Bell. 

"We will become 100% a contracted city," Maywood's 

interim city manager stated. 

Even the Maywood police department will be disbanded. 

Those services will be provided by the Los Angeles County 

Sheriff's Department, since a proposal earlier this month to 

merge Mayfield's police department with that of Bell was 

met with angry protests by Bell residents. 

It was the police department that largely got Maywood 

into its current financial troubles. Last month, the town was 

informed by the California Joint Powers Insurance 

Authority that it would no longer be able to obtain liability 

insurance, largely as a result of excessive claims filed 

against the police. 

According to the Los Angeles Times, "The [Insurance 

Authority's] action is yet another blow for the 

predominantly Latino city of 45,000 residents densely 

packed into about 1.2 square miles in the heavily industrial 

southeast part of Los Angeles County. Officials estimate 

about half the city's residents are illegal immigrants." 

 "Four years ago, the department faced a political outcry 

when it began running checkpoints that resulted in hundreds 

of cars being taken away from unlicensed illegal 

immigrants," the Times explains. "The checkpoint sparked a 

political movement that brought a new council that was 

more sympathetic to illegal immigrants. But Maywood was 

back in the headlines when it declared itself a sanctuary city 

for illegal immigrants, making the town a target of 

conservative talk radio and TV news shows." 

Last year, California Attorney General Jerry Brown 

announced that he would seek a court order to impose 

reforms on the Maywood Police Department, after a 

sixteen-month investigation had revealed "gross misconduct 

and widespread abuse." There have already been two police 

shootings since the start of 2010 that drew investigations by 

the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department. 

The Los Angeles Times reports that town residents 

blame the current problems on "years of financial abuse and 

 corruption" by the city council. Ironically, however, the city 

manager, attorney, and council members are the only 

Maywood employees who will remain on the payroll. 

 "You guys had the power to change it and you didn't," 

City Treasurer Lizeth Sandoval told the council at 

Monday's meeting. "You single-handedly destroyed the 

city”. 

http://rawstory.com/rs/2010/0623/california-town-law-city-

employees-disband-police/ 

 

10-06-22 Mexican Drug Cartels Openly Threaten AZ 

Cops with Snipers 

The Mexican drug cartel warned Arizona police officers 

this week to look the other way when they are off duty or 

face sniper fire. These foreign criminals are now openly 

threatening our law enforcement officers here in America. 

The Sierra Vista Herald reported, via Free Republic: 

A Mexican drug cartel has threatened Nogales police 

officers, saying they will be targeted for retribution if they 

conduct off-duty busts. 

Nogales Police Chief Jeffrey Kirkham told the Nogales 

International late last week that the threats stemmed from an 

incident approximately two weeks ago, when off-duty 

officers surprised marijuana smugglers while riding 

horseback in an unincorporated border area east of town. 

The officers seized part of the drug load, and the smugglers 

were able to flee back into Mexico with the other part. 

“As a result of that,” Kirkham said, “our officers have 

received threats from the cartel that they are to look the 

other way if they are off duty, or they will be targeted by a 

sniper or by other means.” 

NPD learned of the threats through informants, he said. 

Following the threats, Kirkham said, NPD notified the 

Border Patrol and other federal law enforcement agencies, 

which responded by stepping up manpower and surveillance 

in the area where the off-duty bust occurred. In addition, 

Kirkham met with his officers to advise them of the threats 

and to authorize them to take precautions, including wearing 

firearms while off duty. 

  “The Nogales Police Department will not be 

intimidated,” he said. 

Kirkham said the threats highlighted the need for more 

federal law enforcement at the border. “This has nothing to 

do with SB 1070 or illegal immigration,” he said, “it has to 

do with narco-trafficking and the violence of the cartels.” 

http://www.thefoxnation.com/border-

chaos/2010/06/22/mexican-drug-cartels-openly-threaten-az-

cops-snipers 

 

10-06-22 National ammunition shortage causes 

headaches for south-central Pennsylvania police 

departments 

 While police in the midstate haven’t run out of bullets, a 

nationwide ammunition shortage is causing headaches as 

departments try to ensure they have enough for training and 

patrols.  

Susquehanna Township Police Chief Rob Martin said he 

used to be able to order the year’s worth of supplies in 

January. Now he’s ordering the 2011 supply, hoping to get 

his department’s needs in sync with the projected eight- to 

12-month wait.  
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“We have a very large reserve now because we properly 

planned,” Martin said. “But this complicates our 

purchasing.”  

Martin, who also serves as the president of the Dauphin 

County Chiefs of Police Association and the commander of 

the county’s Crisis Response Team, said he’s heard from 

other local departments facing similar problems.  

There are plenty of theories as to why ammunition is in 

short supply — the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, metal 

shortage, even hoarding by people who fear a government 

crackdown on gun ownership — but no one could point to 

one cause.  

Tim Toth, an assistant manager at Bass Pro Shops in the 

Harrisburg Mall, was hard-pressed to blame a single 

circumstance for the order delays but said it’s been a 

problem for more than a year.  

Hunting rounds appear less affected by the delays than 

are the .40-caliber, .45-caliber and 9 mm rounds frequently 

used by law enforcement, he said. Still, Toth advised 

hunters to plan.  

“Personally, if I saw a box or two of what I needed [for 

hunting season], I’d pick up a box or two now,” he said.  

Carroll Wagner, an education specialist with the 

Shumaker Public Safety Center at Harrisburg Area 

Community College, said he is waiting for orders of .45-

caliber semi-automatic rounds he placed in January.  

The estimated arrival date is February.  

  “The war has a lot to do with it, but there’s also a 

metal shortage,” Wagner said. “I have to keep enough on 

stock so I can have it. If I didn’t, I wouldn’t be able to have 

classes for officer training. We’re always able to get it, but 

if I order retail, it’s close to double the price.” 

HACC, which offers municipal police officer cadet 

training and education for those serving, estimates usage at 

about 2,000 rounds per cadet for the 80-hour training 

course.  

The college supplies ammunition and loaner 9 mm 

pistols to cadets. The equipment is part of the $3,000 fee to 

take the course.  

Departments that want to use the center’s range for 

veteran officer qualification have to bring their own 

supplies. 

Wagner said officers are required to recertify annually 

with their service weapons, but most departments require 

more than that.  

Officers using specialized weapons, such as tactical 

rifles used in crisis operations, might train once a month, he 

said.  

At the Pennsylvania State Police Academy in Derry 

Township, training on guns requiring .233-caliber practice 

rounds has to be monitored because those bullets are among 

the most scarce, said Cpl. Rodney Manning, the director of 

the training division for the Bureau of Training and 

Education.  

East Pennsboro Township Police Chief Dennis 

McMaster said he can’t remember a time when ammunition 

has been so difficult to come by.  

The department requires its officers to qualify three 

times a year on its weapons — .40-caliber handguns, 12-

gauge shotguns and M-4 patrol rifles. Getting handgun and 

M-4 rounds has been difficult because they are also popular 

in the military, McMaster said.  

“We’re fighting a war on two fronts,” McMaster said. 

“The Army has to practice just like the policemen.” 

http://www.pennlive.com/midstate/index.ssf/2010/06/nation

al_ammunition_shortage_c.html 

 

10-06-21 Esplen man charged with illegal firearm 

possession 

A federal grand jury indicted an Esplen man on a charge 

of unlawfully possessing a firearm. 

Federal prosecutors said Lin Rashied Jones, 33, who has 

three convictions for drug violations, was found with a 9mm 

pistol in November. Federal law prohibits anyone convicted 

of a crime punishable by a prison term of one year or more 

from possessing a firearm or ammunition. 

If convicted, Jones faces a maximum sentence of life in 

prison and a $250,000 fine. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsbu

rgh/s_686974.html 

 

10-06-21 NY - Gun used in young Brian Scott's murder 

off the streets 

Just months after Brian Scott's random murder, an 

undercover cop bought the illegal handgun used to kill the 

charismatic Brooklyn teen. 

Word that the weapon was in police hands brought tears 

to the eyes of the slain teen's dad. 

"I give him praise for doing what he's doing because 

these guns need to be off the street," a choked-up  Brian 

Scott Sr. said of the anonymous hero cop. "Too many 

people are dying." 

And, like his 18-year-old son, dying too young. 

Efforts like Operation Phoenix, in which a lone 

undercover cop bought 153 weapons in 12 months, aim to 

halt the gun violence. 

Brian Scott Jr., a Rollerblading prodigy known to his 

friends as Cozmik, grew up on the same streets where he 

died last October - killed simply for standing in the wrong 

place at the wrong time. 

In a videotaped conversation four years before his 

October 2009 slaying, the teen spoke about Brooklyn in a 

streetwise voice belying his schoolboy looks. 

"It's like a sped-up place," the charismatic teen says. 

"Some places, it's peaceful. Some places, it's very loud and 

trouble-causing." 
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Four years later, he was dead - shot three times with a 

semiautomatic handgun inside a Flatbush fast-food 

restaurant. 

His still-shaken father didn't see the videotape until two 

months ago, just after learning the NYPD had acquired the 

murder weapon. 

"It's amazing," Scott said of the long-lost video of his 

recently lost son. "It touched my heart. The words coming 

from him - personally, it touches my heart. 

"He never believed in guns," he continued, a smile on his 

face. "He never believed in violence." 

The vintage video is prescient and poignant, with the 

teen swinging in a Brooklyn neighbor's hammock and 

musing about the future. 

 He name-checks his seemingly mismatched role models 

- the Rev. Martin Luther King Jr. and skateboarder Tony 

Hawk - and expresses hopes for making a difference down 

the road. 

"Like Martin Luther King said, 'No violence,'" said 

Scott, who hoped to spread that message as an adult. "If 

they have conflicts and stuff like that, they shouldn't use 

guns, because that just throws people's lives away." 

 His father hopes the recovered gun will lead to an arrest 

in his boy's still-unsolved slaying. 

"That will put some closure in me," the father said. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/news/ny_crime/2010/06/21/2

010-06-21_gun_used_in_murder_off_streets.html 

 

10-06-21 Little Shop of Horror: Georgia store 

Arrowhead Pawn sold nine guns that made their way to 

New York 

Wedged in a Georgia strip mall between a beauty supply 

shop and a shuttered Japanese buffet, Arrowhead Pawn 

offers an assortment of gold, stereo equipment, jewelry. 

  And guns. 

  Lots and lots of guns. 

On sale, at discount prices described in bold letters as 

"Sweet!" 

This nondescript shop, 900 miles southeast of Times 

Square, was the top out-of-state source of illegal weapons 

seized by the NYPD last year. 

"I'm just unlucky, I guess," says the owner, a fifty 

something Georgian who spoke with the Daily News on the 

condition of anonymity. 

New Yorkers are just as unlucky, as guns sold legally in 

Jonesboro, Ga., repeatedly turned up illegally inside the five 

boroughs - from a Staten Island housing project to a 

Brooklyn taxi to a Queens home. 

Eleven suspects were busted on weapons possession 

charges related to nine guns purchased at Arrowhead. 

"There are lots of guns confiscated that trace to hundreds 

of stores," the owner said. "We buy and sell guns 

legitimately. What happens after that, we don't have any 

control over." 

Georgia residents need only to show proper ID and pass 

a background check before buying their weapons, with no 

waiting period. 

But it's clear some of the guns are purchased with the 

intent of quickly reselling them to criminals. One of the 

Georgia guns turned up in New York just 14 days after its 

purchase. 

 And five other seized weapons were recovered within 

two years of sale, indicative of the south-to-north "Iron 

Pipeline" - a way around New York's tough laws. 

"You can buy 10 guns if state law permits," said Special 

Agent Joseph Green, spokesman for the New York office of 

the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives. 

Green echoed the Georgia dealer on one point: Many gun 

sellers will notify authorities over suspected "straw 

purchases," in which a local resident buys weapons for an 

out-of-towner. 

Others are far less diligent, turning a blind eye to red 

flags like repeat buyers or buyers who let someone else pick 

out the weapons. 

"The guns used to murder people are typically 

unlicensed and from the easy-to-buy states, including 

Georgia," said NYPD Commissioner Raymond Kelly. 

The city's longstanding crackdown on illegal handguns is 

working, officials argue, as the numbers indicate fewer 

weapons are making it into New York. 

The number of weapons seized dropped each year from 

2006 through last year, from 7,059 to 5,135. 

Operation Impact, a police effort to crack down on gun 

violence, sends extra cops to neighborhoods where 

shootings and slayings have spiked, Kelly said. 

But this year's crime stats suggest the downward trend of 

gun violence is changing. Through June 13, city murders are 

up almost 8%, from 182 last year to 196. 

Shooting incidents are up from 538 in the same time 

period last year to 576 this year. And the number of 

shooting victims rose, from 660 to 704 this year - with at 

least 111 people shot to death. 

"Guns remain murderers' weapons of choice," Kelly said. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/news/ny_crime/2010/06/21/2

010-06-

21_little_shop_of_horror_georgia_store_arrowhead_pawn_

sold_nine_guns_that_made_thei.html 

 

10-06-20 Undercover NYPD cop 'Stevie Gunz' tells story 

of life taking guns off streets to protect New Yorkers 

In the NYPD's never-ending war to get thousands of 

illegal guns off the streets, undercover cops are the front-

line soldiers. 

They pose as hardened criminals, risk their lives and 

produce amazing results: Last year, the NYPD recovered 

5,135 guns in the five boroughs. 

On day one of a three-day series on New York's struggle 

against illegal weapons, the Daily News offers a rare look 
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inside the double life of an NYPD undercover cop who 

started his career buying drugs - but soonmoved to firearms. 

He was known on the street as "Stevie Gunz," the name 

he uses here. His real name is being withheld to protect his 

identity. 

 In 15 years as an NYPD undercover cop, "Stevie Gunz" 

spent Sundays kneeling in the presence of the Lord. The rest 

of the week found the preacher's son knee-deep among 

sinners. 

The now-retired cop flaunted the colors of the Crips and 

the Bloods, buying dope and sawed-off shotguns while 

working the city's streets and housing projects in a 

bulletproof T-shirt. 

Before turning in his shield two years back, the native 

New Yorker earned his nickname by helping take nearly 500 

guns off the street, testifying at 55 trials - and never firing 

his gun once. 

This is Stevie's story, in his own words. 

"I started off in transit ... A friend of mine on the job 

asked me, 'You want to go into narcotics, working 

undercover?' That was 1996. I was interested, so I said yes. 

"From there I was asked to get involved buying guns. 

That was in '97. Looking back, I think I might have lost a 

screw somewhere," he said, laughing. "But I hate drugs. 

 "I hate guns. 

"I hate drug dealers. 

  "I hate gun dealers." 

The slight, baby-faced Gunz proved a perfect fit as an 

undercover cop, although he's still at a loss to understand 

why. 

"I don't think I could ever explain that," the ex-Marine 

said. "My father was a pastor. My mother was the wife of a 

pastor. I never smoked. I never drank. 

"But I dress the part, I look the part. And I had the gift 

of gab. I think that comes from my father being a pastor. He 

could really talk. And I was good at it." 

Gunz was soon slipping in and out of his bad-guy alter 

ego like a well-worn pair of slippers. He became so 

comfortable in his role that he felt bulletproof at times. 

"At some point, I think fear left," he said. "It became like 

second nature to me. 

"You want to know what's scary?" Gunz asked. "I got so 

used to it that I got to the point where I think I was 

forgetting who I was. I think I may have become 

complacent." 

  He quickly learned the difference between dope dealers 

and gun peddlers. 

"Guys who are selling guns are more paranoid than guys 

who sell drugs," Gunz said. "I just tell them, 'Yo, I've got 

the money, I'm buying. You don't want to sell to me, I'll go 

to someone who does.'" 

Although his boyish appearance raised suspicions with 

some of his targets, Gunz deflected most concerns with a 

quick mind and a glib tongue. 

"I had a drug dealer saying, 'Yo, shortie, you don't look 

like you smoke crack. You an agent?'" Gunz recounted. "I'm 

like, 'Naw, man. My aunt's a schoolteacher. I live with her. 

It's for her, but she can't come in here and buy it. She'll lose 

her job.' 

"He believed it." 

Despite his cool and confidence, Gunz landed in a few 

dicey situations - including one in a Harlem  apartment 

where his cover was nearly blown. 

"As we're walking in, I see a guy I know from another 

case," he recalls. "I had bought drugs from him. But the 

case was still open, and I'm trying to remember what story I 

gave him. 

"We go into the apartment. I'm sitting there. My 

partner's sitting there. And all of a sudden about 15 guys 

walk into the apartment. I wanted to pass out; that's how 

scared I was. 

"They looked at [my partner] up and down because he 

was Italian. They're like, 'Who is this guy?' Rob pulls his 

gun out and puts it under his leg. I pulled my gun out and I 

had it behind me so if anything happens we would be able to 

shoot first. 

"They're whispering, and they go in the back ... They 

come out with a sawed-off shotgun. They give it to us. We 

don't even check it. We just get it and leave. 

"The whole thing was maybe 15 minutes. It felt like an 

eternity." 

  He rarely broke a sweat while on the job. The black 

cop said he did his best to blend in. 

"I dressed the part," he said. "I looked like a typical gang 

member. A Blood. A Crip. I had the colors. I had the 

swagger ... If you have the money, it doesn't matter. Guys 

will sell to anyone." 

Gunz's street routine was so real that even civilians were 

fooled into thinking the lawman was a menace. 

"One time we were in the Amsterdam Houses dealing 

with Bloods who did murders," he said. "We were getting on 

the elevator, and there was a woman holding her baby's 

hand. She saw us and didn't want to get on. 

"I'm dressed in the colors, and she looks at me. You 

should have seen the look of disgust on her face, and I'm 

saying to myself how badly I just want to tell her, 'Ma'am, 

in about two weeks you're not going to have to worry about 

these guys anymore.'" 

 Despite his best efforts, the street sometimes seeped into 

his real life. 

 "I've got a wife and kids and I always try to separate 

that from work," he recounted. "But sometimes I'd come 

home and say, 'Yo, what's going on? What's good, y'all?' 

 "And my wife would look at me and say, 'Go outside, 

get all that out of your system, then come back inside.'" 

The job, he said, "was a role - but sometimes it didn't 

feel right. Wearing the colors, the guns, the cursing. You're 

lying. You're manipulating." 
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 During his last two years on the force, Gunz trained 

new undercover cops, trying to teach the intangibles that 

turn a cop into a believable "crook." 

  "I would tell them, 'I could test you and I could train 

you all I want, but you have to have that swagger,'" he said. 

"You have to know how to get out of situations. It's almost 

like you can't teach that." 

In the end, Gunz says, the motivation for putting his life 

on the line over and over was deceptively simple. 

"I'm thinking some gangbanger won't have his hands on 

this gun," he said. "I'm thinking some lady won't get shot by 

this gun. I'm thinking some kid won't get shot by this gun. 

"I'm thinking some grandmother won't get shot by this 

gun." 

http://www.nydailynews.com/news/ny_crime/2010/06/20/2

010-06-

20_undercover_with_stevie_gunz_his_amazing_story_of_a

_life_taking_guns_off_the_stre.html 
GUNS RECOVERED MOST OFTEN BY THE NYPD 

LAST YEAR 
 

• Smith & Wesson-.38-caliber revolver 

o 225 recovered 

• Raven-.25-caliber pistol 

o 97 recovered 

• Hi-Point-9-mm. pistol 

o 157-recovered 

• Glock-9-mm. pistol 

o 94-recovered 

• Smith & Wesson-9-mm. pistol 

o 125-recovered 

• Mossberg-12-gauge shotgun 

o 86-recovered 

• Ruger-9-mm. pistol 

o 109-recovered 

• Bryco-9-mm. pistol 

o 80-recovered 

• Smith & Wesson-.357 revolver 

o 98-recovered 

• Glock-.40-caliber pistol  

o 76-recovered 

Source: NYPD 

 

10-06-20 Westchester gun show reopens with a bang 

after 11-year break, but not everyone is thrilled 

Thousands gathered just north of the city Saturday for 

the first gun show in Westchester County since Columbine. 

Once an annual event, the weapons expo at the 

Westchester County Center was banned in 1999 when the 

country was still reeling from the massacre at Columbine 

High School that left 15 dead. 

And not everyone in White Plains was fired up to see the 

gun lovers. 

Angeline Ross, 31, took a verbal shot at the massive 

crowd as she walked near the venue with her 6-month-old 

daughter, Mya. 

"I have two small children," Ross said. "I don't want 

these gun people near my kids. It's scary. I feel like we are 

turning back the clock. It's like the Wild West out here." 

  Hours before the doors to the center opened at 9 a.m., 

hundreds already were lined up. 

  For them, the show was less about the weapons and 

more about personal freedom. 

"The people are getting fed up with the government, and 

reopening the gun show here is only the beginning," said 

Mike Rizzo, 78, a volunteer firefighter from Brooklyn who 

said he owns 16 guns. 

"Police can't be everywhere. Sometimes a man has to 

defend himself." 

More than 50 vendors sold a wide range of weapons, 

including Civil War guns and an array of rifles and pistols. 

Some sold books and magazines with Nazi themes. 

  At least two sold stickers bearing Confederate flags and 

swastikas. 

Newman Chittenden, who started the gun show in 1984, 

said yesterday's event was "symbolic of a move to the right 

in this country." 

Bill Winstanley, a retired CPA and self-described Tea 

Party member from Mount Kisco, applauded the return of 

the gun show. 

"Today is a victory for the Tea Party and freedom lovers 

across the country - and it's only the beginning," 

Winstanley, 67, said. 

George Pappas, 51, of Hawthorne, said critics of gun 

shows are off-base. 

"Look around," he said. "We are just ordinary people. 

We aren't criminals." 

http://www.nydailynews.com/ny_local/2010/06/20/2010-

06-

20_gun_fest_fires_up_foes_after_11yr_break_wchester_ex

po_back_with_a_bang.html 

 

10-06-20 Chester slayings prompt state of emergency in 

city 

Mayor's order: Nobody in public after 9 p.m. without 

good cause. Police will work long shifts. 

Chester's mayor has put the struggling city of 37,000 

under a state of emergency that started at 9 p.m. Saturday. 

There have been four homicides in eight days, including 

that of a toddler killed by a bullet to his head. 

In the latest, police found a young man dead Saturday 

morning with an unknown number of bullet wounds. That 

afternoon, as he issued his order, Mayor Wendell N. Butler 

Jr. said he was responding to "an unnerved community 

reaching out, saying, 'Enough is enough.' " 
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He has formalized the city's state of emergency until 

Wednesday, when he expects the full City Council will 

agree to extend restrictions for 30 more days. 

The starkly worded mayoral proclamation says: "No 

person without a legitimate reason is allowed on any public 

street or in any other public place" between 9 p.m. and 6 

a.m. 

 No more than three people can gather without obtaining 

a city permit. No one in the 96-member Police Department 

can take a vacation day. All are to work 12-hour shifts, and 

many of the city's beleaguered officers are to work 16 hours 

a day. 

The mayor promised that anyone who violated the 

emergency orders would be prosecuted. 

But under Saturday's searing afternoon heat, Chester 

already looked like a city on lockdown. No pedestrians 

walked its dusty downtown. Only the occasional car moved 

through. 

So far this year, there have been 11 homicides, Police 

Chief Floyd Lewis said. By this time last year, there were 

seven. In all of last year, fewer than 20. 

Butler had hoped that Thursday's community rally 

against violence, which drew 300, would send the message 

that Chester couldn't take more killings. 

"There were a lot of tears," he said gravely. "A lot of 

people lost loved ones." 

That included the family of 2-year-old Terrence 

Webster. The toddler was shot through the closed door of 

the family's home in a public housing development last 

Sunday. He died Monday at Children's Hospital of 

Philadelphia. 

A gunman ambushed him and his family as they returned 

home around 2:30 a.m. They made it into the house and 

shut the door. But the gunman shot two bullets through the 

door; one struck the boy's father, Thomas, in a hand before 

it hit the child in his forehead, police said. At some point 

during a scuffle, the gunman shot Tisheta Green, the boy's 

mother, in a leg. 

The U.S. Marshals Service has offered a $10,000 

reward for information leading to an arrest and conviction. 

The mayor said he was hoping for help from additional 

state troopers, detectives from the Delaware County District 

Attorney's Office, sheriff's deputies who have agreed to 

assist police on patrol, and additional federal law 

enforcement agents. 

He wants to hire eight more police officers and to ask the 

City Council to approve a gun buyback program. 

Every Thursday night for the next nine weeks, residents 

are scheduled to rally against violence. But more than 

anything, the mayor said he needed residents "to be our 

watchdogs" and asked them to call apolice tip line at 610-

447-7810 if they had information about the killings. 

http://www.philly.com/philly/news/local/20100620_Chester

_slayings_prompt_state_of_emergency_in_city.html 

 

10-06-19 Gun issue raised in Pennsylvania governor's 

race 

Democratic gubernatorial candidate Dan Onorato called 

on GOP rival Tom Corbett to use his power as state 

attorney general to end a "Florida loophole" that has 

increased the ranks of people with the legal right to carry a 

concealed handgun on Pennsylvania's streets. 

Corbett declined, and said Onorato was playing politics 

by trying to make a big deal of a nonissue. 

The exchange Friday came at a time when in past 

campaigns, candidates might have been lying low. Each 

needs to rebuild his war chest and regroup for intense 

battles this fall. 

But Onorato, behind in polls, has been pounding away at 

the Republican nominee with hardly a break since the May 

18 primary. 

Joined at a City Hall news conference by District 

Attorney Seth Williams and State Rep. Bryan Lentz (D., 

Delaware), Onorato said people who might not qualify for a 

gun permit in Pennsylvania often can get one by applying 

online to Florida. 

 As a result, he said, 3,100 Pennsylvanians hold Florida 

permits. The ease of getting a Florida permit, he said, often 

is promoted at gun shows. 

In Pennsylvania, county sheriffs decide who can get a 

permit. Besides criminal history and mental health, sheriffs 

may consider applicants' character and moral fitness. This 

gives sheriffs leeway to block an unfit applicant, Onorato 

said. 

In Philadelphia, the Police Department decides. 

Kevin Harley, a spokesman for Corbett, said the 

Democrats were seeing a problem where there isn't one. The 

Florida law is more strict in some ways, he said. 

"In Florida, you have to submit your fingerprints and 

pass a firearms-safety course," Harley said. 

Onorato, the Allegheny County executive, was hitting 

Corbett in an area where Corbett has the stronger record, 

Harley said. 

Noting Corbett's role in creating Philadelphia's Gun 

Violence Task Force, he said: "There is only one candidate 

in the race for governor who has done anything about gun 

violence." 

Terence McElroy, a spokesman for the Florida 

Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, said 

Florida issues permits to nonresidents because so many 

people from cold climates spend winters there. 

To get a permit, he said, you have to have a "felony-free 

record" and no record of misdemeanors related to violence, 

including domestic incidents. 

Gun enthusiasts have complained that Philadelphia 

police look for ways to reject applicants, and that, as a 

result, some people choose to apply to Florida. But Lentz, 

prime sponsor of a bill in the state House to end the 
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reciprocity, said Philadelphia approved 95 percent of 

applications last year. 

http://www.philly.com/philly/news/local/96710334.html 

 

10-06-18 Reading police chief, group want change to gun 

law 

Reading's police chief is urging state legislators to 

change a law that allows some residents to carry concealed 

firearms even if local law enforcement has deemed those 

people too dangerous to do so. 

There is a loophole in the law that allows those with 

concealed-carry permits from other states to carry guns in 

Pennsylvania even if they have been rejected for those 

permits here, Chief William M. Heim said Thursday. 

"This is an issue that our state legislators must rectify up 

front before a citizen or police officer becomes a victim of a 

criminal or disreputable person who uses a concealed 

firearm against them," Heim said. 

Heim supports the House bill that would make it illegal 

for those who are ineligible for a concealed-carry permit 

from Pennsylvania to use an out-of-state permit to carry a 

gun in Pennsylvania. 

That would apply to Pennsylvania residents who have 

been denied a concealed-carry permit, have had one revoked 

in Pennsylvania or who are ineligible to receive one. 

Pennsylvania has an agreement with some other states to 

honor concealed-carry permits from those states. 

The proposed change would not affect those agreements, 

Heim said. But it would restrict those who are ineligible 

from acquiring concealed-carry permits in Pennsylvania 

from legally carrying guns here. 

"We should not allow Pennsylvania law to be 

circumvented by weaker regulations that exist in other 

states," he said. 

Heim chairs the Pennsylvania Law Enforcement Gun 

Violence Policy Group, which includes police chiefs from 

across the state. 

He said he has never seen such unified support from 

police chiefs and sheriffs as he has on this issue. 

Wernersville Police Chief Scott C. Wagner is among the 

law enforcement officials who have signed a letter in 

support of the bill to the House Judiciary Committee, where 

the measure has been referred. 

The committee plans to hold a hearing on the bill next 

week 

http://readingeagle.com/article.aspx?id=228555 

 

10-06-17 Toy soldiers run afoul of school's weapons ban 

Christan Morales says her son just wanted to honor 

American troops when he wore a hat to school decorated 

with an American flag and small plastic Army figures. 

But the hat ran afoul of the district's no-weapons policy 

because the toy soldiers were carrying tiny weapons. 

"His teacher called and said it wasn't appropriate 

because it had guns," Morales said. 

Morales' 8-year-old son, David, was assigned to make a 

hat for the day when his second-grade class would met their 

pen pals from another school. She and her son came up with 

an idea to add patriotic decorations to a camouflage hat. 

 Earlier this week, the Tiogue School in Coventry sent 

the cap home with David at the end of the day after 

concluding it violated a zero-tolerance policy for weapons. 

The principal told the family that the hat would be fine if 

David replaced the Army men holding weapons with ones 

that didn't have any, according to Superintendent Kenneth 

R. Di Pietro. 

Morales said the family had only one Army figure 

without a weapon (he was carrying binoculars), so David 

wore a plain baseball cap on the day of the visit. 

"Nothing was being done to limit patriotism, creativity, 

other than find an alternative to a weapon," Di Pietro said. 

The district does not allow images of weapons or drugs 

on clothing. For example, a student would not be permitted 

to wear a shirt with a picture of a marijuana leaf on it, the 

superintendent said. 

The principal "wasn't denying the patriotism," he said. 

"That just is the wrong and unfair image of one of our finest 

principals." 

Morales said her son was inspired to honor the military 

after striking up a friendship last summer with a neighbor in 

the Army. 

 Banning the hat "sent the wrong message to the kids, 

because it wasn't in any way to cause any harm to anyone," 

she said. "You're talking about Army men. This wasn't 

about guns." 

The story was first reported by Providence TV station 

WPRI. 

http://www.optimum.net/News/AP/Article?fmId=5128267 

 

10-06-17 Pennsylvania National Guardsman remembers 

his fellow soldiers' 'ultimate sacrifice' 

IF he hadn't been home in Duncannon on leave from 

Afghanistan, Cpl. Bo Zimmerman figures he probably 

would have been with two fellow soldiers who were killed in 

a suicide bomb attack Friday.  

Army National Guard Sgt. 1st Class Robert Fike, 38, of 

Conneautville, Crawford County, and Staff Sgt. Bryan 

Hoover, 39, of West Elizabeth, Allegheny County, were on 

foot patrol in the Bullard Bazaar in Zabul province of 

southeastern Afghanistan when they were killed in the 10:25 

a.m. blast, military officials said. Pfc. Anthony Spangler of 

Howard, Centre County, was wounded and has returned to 

duty.  

Zimmerman, 37, will attend the funerals of the fallen 

soldiers before returning to Afghanistan at the end of June.  

He said he’ll give the grieving families a heartfelt 

message. “Just like every American should be doing right 
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now, [I’ll be] thanking them for the ultimate sacrifice they 

made,” he said.  

He also expressed hope that the attack is a sign that the 

Taliban are getting desperate. “When the Taliban starts 

blowing up their own people and going after us like they 

are, we are doing something right,” he said. “They’re afraid 

they’re losing control, so they escalate the violence.”  

The soldiers are members of the Guard’s Company C, 

1st Battalion of the 110th Infantry, based in Connellsville. 

Fike was Zimmerman’s squadron leader, and Hoover was 

the team leader of the other unit in the company. 

They were part of a security force platoon for the 

provincial reconstruction team, which is working to rebuild 

Afghanistan’s infrastructure and includes engineers, medical 

personnel, agriculture experts, civilian affairs experts and 

security personnel. 

Zimmerman said Fike and Hoover might have been 

dealing with a problem when a suicide bomber walked up to 

them. “I probably would’ve been there with them,” he said.  

Officials said there are unconfirmed reports that the 

suicide bomber was wearing a robelike garment over his 

bomb vest. 

It’s difficult to defend against suicide attacks, 

Zimmerman said. 

“You have a slim chance. You look for bulges under 

clothing. I always watch people’s hands, since usually a 

detonator is held in the hands. You watch for weapons, 

pressure plate” improvised explosive devises, he said.  

“I knew something was coming, just not this magnitude,” 

Zimmerman said. “The area has a lot of insurgents passing 

through; it’s not far from the Pakistan border.”  

The Taliban fire regularly on the unit’s base with 

mortars and rockets, he said.  

He described Fike, a corrections officer at the State 

Correctional Institution at Albion, as “a good dad, a 

professional soldier. I learned so much from him being my 

squadron leader. ... He always was keeping me in line with 

my paper work.” 

  Zimmerman knew Hoover as a former military 

policeman in the 28th Infantry, and both were former 

Marines. “He was a good tactician,” he said. 

Hoover was a track and field coach in the Elizabeth-

Forward School District, and he was engaged to another 

Guard soldier who is a recruiter in the Pittsburgh area. 

Despite the dangerous conditions, Zimmerman said the 

loss of his fellow guardsman makes him want to go back to 

go after the Taliban and make conditions safer. 

Zimmerman, a former Harrisburg and Millersburg police 

officer, said the soldiers’ job is similar to that of police 

walking the beat and that the situation in Afghanistan is 

similar to a gang threatening a city block. 

“The good people want the police, but they are still kind 

of scared,” he said, adding he believes a majority of 

residents support the U.S. troops and the Afghan national 

police. 

  A former Marine who served in places such as Cuba 

and Okinawa from 1992 to 1996, Zimmerman has served 

15 months in Iraq and had a nine-month tour in Afghanistan 

in 2007-08. He and the others in his unit volunteered and 

have been in the country since February. 

 Zimmerman has had his share of close calls. 

In April, he found himself standing on a bomb buried in 

a mound of dirt. Afghan soldiers uncovered copper wires 

coming out of the mound under his feet, and Zimmerman 

snipped the wires. They followed the wires 250 yards 

behind a grassy knob, where there were batteries connected 

to a detonator. 

“When the [demolition crew] detonated it, it made a 

pretty big hole,” he said. “Somebody was looking out for 

me.” 

Zimmerman said he volunteered “because I believe the 

Afghans can make it, but we got to put in the time and 

effort. I’ve been doing this for a long time and I think I can 

make a difference and help out the younger soldiers and 

teach them.” 

Zimmerman said he believes the U.S. and its allies can 

succeed in Afghanistan, but that will require perseverance. 

The U.S. invaded Afghanistan to oust the Taliban, who 

were sheltering al-Qaida terrorists, after the attacks on Sept. 

11, 2001. 

“As long as we stay the course. ... If you read books, to 

win an insurgency, the least amount of years it has taken is 

15 years,” he said. “Anything under is a loss.” 

Funeral arrangements have not been announced for Fike 

and Hoover, said Maj. Cory Angell, a National Guard 

spokesman. Soldiers in Afghanistan will hold a memorial 

service for them at 2 p.m. Friday, he said. 

Also, at the Big 33 football game Saturday at 

Hersheypark Stadium between Pennsylvania and Ohio high 

school seniors, each player will have the name of a fallen 

Guard soldier on his helmet. 

http://www.pennlive.com/midstate/index.ssf/2010/06/penns

ylvania_guardsman_remembe.html 

 

10-06-16  Animal torture case inspires vigil in N. Phila.  

Animal welfare advocates from the law enforcement, 

social services, education, and political communities are 

hosting a vigil Thursday at a North Philadelphia playground 

to call for an end to violence against all living things and 

to remember the mixed-breed dog found tortured to death 

there on Wednesday. 

The 1-year-old pitbull mix puppy, posthumously named 

Flora, was killed in Barrett Playground and found 

suspended by a rope from playground 

equipment. Veterinarians determined the cause of death to 

be strangulation. Humane officers told the Daily News the 

killing was "sick."  
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"This is a very sick individual, because they hung 

[Flora] just about an inch from the ground," said George 

Bengal, director of law enforcement for the Pennsylvania 

SPCA. 

"They literally tortured the dog to death," he said. 

Organizers say they hope the vigil sends a powerful 

message that violence against any living being will not be 

tolerated. Mounting evidence demonstrates the link between 

animal cruelty and serious crimes of more narrowly human 

concern, including homicide, spousal and child abuse, rape, 

drugs, and illegal firearms. 

At least 88% of families under state supervision for child 

abuse and at least 50% of those involved in school shootings 

have a history of animal abuse, according to a New York 

Times report. 

The vigil will take place from 4:30 to 6 p.m. Attendees 

are encouraged to bring their dogs. 

  Speakers include: 

  City Councilman At Large Bill Greenlee 

  Philadelphia Assistant District Attorney Barbara Paul 

Pennsylvania Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 

Animals CEO Susan Cosby 

Humane Society of the United States Coordinator for 

“End Dogfighting Philadelphia” Rebecca Glenn-Dinwoodie 

Philadelphia Adult Protective Services Supervisor 

Jennifer Spoeri 

Need in Deed Program Manager Monica Lyons-

JonesSocial Worker/2010 PhiladelphiaHumane Educator of 

the Year Kim Wolf 

During the vigil a memorial will be constructed at the 

playground – with flowers, dog toys, candles, and cards – to 

honor Flora’s life, organizers said.  

Attendees will also be canvassing the neighborhood with 

flyers seeking information on the crime. Philadelphia 

students who worked with the group Need in Deed will be 

distributing bilingual brochures they created on the link 

between animal abuse and child abuse. 

The Humane Society of the United States and the 

PSPCA are offering a $3,500 reward for information 

leading to the conviction of those responsible in the dog's 

death.  Anyone with information should call the PSPCA 

anti-cruelty hotline at 866-601-SPCA 

http://www.philly.com/philly/blogs/pets/Animal_cruelty_ins

pires_vigil_in_N_Phila.html 

 

10-06-16  Handgun measure loses in NY Senate 

Microstamping of weapons rejected as Bloomberg fails 

to win key Republican support  

ALBANY -- There were mayors and police officers, two 

foes for statewide office and three district attorneys. There 

was a wounded detective in a wheelchair, speaking in spurts 

as a ventilator filled his lungs. There was the advertising 

blitz, and finally, the back-room conference. 

New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg wanted the 

state Senate to pass a bill requiring microstamping for many 

handguns. After hours of private discussion, senators 

debated the bill on the floor. Bloomberg came up short.  

"This was a defeat for our police officers, district 

attorneys, and the public -- and a victory for criminals who 

use illegal guns to shoot and kill innocent people," 

Bloomberg said in a statement. "The senators who voted 

against this common-sense measure listened to the special 

interests instead of the 100 mayors and 83 police chiefs and 

law enforcement organizations across New York state who 

supported it."  

Earlier in the afternoon, the mayor -- joined by Police 

Commissioner Ray Kelly as well as district attorneys from 

Queens, Manhattan and Staten Island -- met behind closed 

doors with Senate Minority Leader Dean Skelos, Deputy 

Minority Leader Tom Libous and the three Republicans 

from the five boroughs:Sens. Frank Padavan of Queens, 

Marty Golden of Brooklyn and Andrew Lanza.  

While Democrats control the Senate with a tenuous 32-

30 majority, the bill's backers knew three upstate Democrats 

were against the bill. Many Republicans were as well, but 

Bloomberg was hopeful his could muscle support from the 

members representing his city.  

 Before the meeting, Bloomberg's group Mayors Against 

Illegal Guns had released an advertising blitz on radio, 

television and in newspapers. The ads featured the police 

chief in Utica and the mother of a murdered police officer, 

Russell Timoshenko.  

On Tuesday, Bloomberg held a rally alongside Albany 

Mayor Jerry Jennings and two men running against each 

other for attorney general: Staten Island District Attorney 

Dan Donovan, a Republican, and the bill's sponsor, Sen. 

Eric Schneiderman, D-Manhattan.  

 Bloomberg said he emerged from his meeting with 

Republicans "hopeful that they will do what's right" and, 

when reminded he has donated heavily to GOP senators in 

the past, said this vote would weigh heavily on his mind.  

"I look at anybody who I support. I look at all of the 

things that they stand for and all of the things they vote. ... I 

don't make any one vote a condition, but I certainly care 

very much about this one bill. You can read into that 

anything you want," he said.  

Only Padavan committed. Golden scurried out of the 

chamber before a roll call vote could take place, and Lanza 

voted no. When it became clear the bill would fail, 

Democrats laid it aside to be reconsidered, rendering the 

ballot moot.  

Austin Shafran, a spokesman for Senate Democratic 

Conference Leader John Sampson, said Golden was a 

"disgrace" and, as a former police officer, "absent when it 

counted most."  

"Three Democrats killed it," Golden shot back, saying he 

pushed Bloomberg to push back the effective date of the 
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bill, and voted no when his amendment was rebuffed. "The 

no vote here is because the technology isn't ready yet." 

The bill, which passed the Assembly earlier this month, 

requires all semi-automatic pistols to have a microstamp on 

their firing pin and ejector, imprinting a gun-specific code 

on any shell casing. Often, law enforcement officials said, 

the casings are left at shooting scenes and offer clues to help 

detectives trace a gun used in an incident.  

"Opposing microstamping is like opposing DNA; it's like 

opposing fingerprinting," said Schneiderman.  

But firearm manufacturers and the National Rifle 

Association opposed the bill, echoing a point brought up by 

Golden. "The technology right now is unproven, it does not 

work and it's easily defeated," said Jake McGuigan, a 

lobbyist for the National Shooting Sports Foundation. He 

said no companies would manufacture guns capable of 

stamping, so "the way this legislation was written, there's 

going to be a ban on semi-automatic handguns in the state 

of New York."  

Lanza said this was the key issue for him, and he felt the 

measure was a "disingenuous" referendum on gun-owners' 

rights rather than a tool to fight crime. He said he wants to 

see ammunition stamped, which would address the illegally 

owned guns currently circulating.  

Bloomberg, whose show of political muscle may well be 

reprised against his opponents, said he will continue to work 

for the bill's passage; Golden said he would continue to talk 

to him.  

Lanza described Bloomberg as a friend. But "I'm not 

going to be bullied by friend or foe. ... I stand for what I 

think is right."  

The Senate is scheduled to adjourn for the year in two 

weeks. 

http://www.timesunion.com/AspStories/story.asp?storyID=

941591&category=STATE&TextPage=2#ixzz0sSbTqEig 

 

10-06-15  Harrisburg man found guilty of home invasion 

robberies 

A 29-year-old Harrisburg man has been convicted by a 

federal jury of a series of armed home invasion robberies of 

suspected drug traffickers in 2008 in Carlisle, 

Chambersburg and Newville, the U.S. attorney’s office 

announced today. Chance Deval Bonner was found guilty in 

Harrisburg Friday of robbery affecting interstate commerce, 

carjacking, use of a firearm in committing a violent crime 

and criminal conspiracy, said Dennis Pfannenschmidt, U.S. 

attorney for the Middle District of Pa.  

The charges stemmed from a joint state/federal 

investigation of robberies in which victims were bound and 

threatened at gunpoint. In one incident a victim was stabbed 

in the neck, while another was raped. Bonner will be 

sentenced in September and faces 55 years of mandatory 

sentences, authorities said.  

http://www.pennlive.com/midstate/index.ssf/2010/06/harris

burg_man_found_guilty_of_1.html 

 

10-06-14  Editorial- Gun law preserved 

With most firearms regulations set by Harrisburg, there 

had been an element of civil disobedience in the widening 

movement of Pennsylvania cities and towns that are 

targeting gun trafficking with local ordinances that require 

reporting lost or stolen handguns.  

Well, not anymore.  

The state Supreme Court last week, in effect, approved 

the legal strategy. By refusing to hear a National Rifle 

Association challenge of a lower-court ruling, the court 

upheld Philadelphia's mandate that handgun owners must 

alert police soon after they discover a weapon missing.  

Philadelphia's ordinance - like those approved by 

Pittsburgh, Erie, Allentown, and two dozen other towns - is 

aimed at reducing the number of weapons purchased legally, 

then resold, often to criminals. Armed with these laws, 

police can go after "straw buyers" who claim that handguns 

were misplaced or stolen.  

Even though the local laws infringe on no one's right to 

own a legal handgun, they've been challenged in court by the 

NRA. While the NRA won't give an inch, the courts have 

been more favorable. For now, gun reporting fortunately 

remains the law in many of the communities suffering most 

from illegal handguns.  

The real import of the ruling, of course, is that it should 

keep up the pressure on Harrisburg to pass a statewide gun-

reporting requirement that would help protect all 

Pennsylvanians from the scourge of handgun violence. 

http://www.philly.com/inquirer/opinion/96273333.html 

 

10-06-11 Florida - Brazen home-invasion robberies stir 

Jupiter Farms residents to action 

JUPITER FARMS — A trio of would-be robbers who 

shuffled up a front yard on Alexander Run with a pump-

action shotgun last week had the misfortune of confronting 

an armed homeowner in the driveway. He stared them down 

until they ran off. 

But if they had tried one of the neighbors instead in the 

rural Jupiter Farms enclave, they might not have had much 

better luck. In the house next door lives a Vietnam veteran 

with heavy firepower in his bedroom. At the two houses 

across the street, the homeowners were packing heat too. 

It's no secret that much of an unincorporated swath of 

pine tree-studded acre lots, elegant mini-mansions, rugged 

ranch homes and rural individualism - is heavily armed. 

And after two brazen home-invasion robberies and one 

attempt earlier this month, some residents are buying new 

bullets and brushing up on Florida's self-defense laws. 

"If they get inside my house they'll die," vowed Joe 

Melchiosse, a Vietnam vet and air-conditioning repair 
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worker who lives next-door to the site of the attempted 

robbery. "At least they'll get hurt." 

At a Jupiter Farms homeowners association meeting 

Thursday night, more than 400 packed in to listen to Palm 

Beach County Sheriff's officials describe their investigation 

into the robberies, in which masked gunmen stormed into 

occupied, unlocked homes and in one case stole several 

weapons. 

Deputies advised residents to lock their doors, trim 

oversized shrubs and be vigilant. Many residents grilled 

deputies about the state's Castle Doctrine law, which 

declares people's right to use lethal force to defend 

themselves on their property. 

Deputies told attendees that if someone comes into their 

house unwelcomed, it is presumed they mean them harm. 

But they warned that the decision to shoot and potentially 

kill someone is not an easy one. 

"It is a life changing moment that will affect the rest of 

your life," one sheriff's official told the crowd. 

 But it was clear many were in no mood to negotiate with 

trespassers. The crowd burst into applause and cheers when 

a Jupiter Farms resident stood and advised the other 

residents to gun down intruders. 

"We all have guns in our house," the man said. "If you 

have an armed intruder in your house, shoot him." 

For decades, residents say Jupiter Farms has remained a 

safe, low-key place to live, a place where people raise 

horses, chickens and even cattle and until recent years even 

main roads weren't paved. Most people's idea of crime, as 

one resident put it, was teens taking a baseball bat to a 

mailbox. 

To many, the recent spate of home invasions have served 

as one more reminder that the county is growing. 

"I think Jupiter is just not as small as it used to be," said 

Trent Bongard, co-owner of Bongard Nursery in Jupiter 

Farms, where a theft of several plants last week was first 

crime at the nursery since it opened seven years ago. 

But some residents are concerned about excessive 

vigilantism. What happens, they wonder, if someone 

innocent gets hurt? 

"I don't want our own community, our own residents to 

hurt themselves," said Albert Rabadan, vice president of the 

Jupiter Farms Homeowners Association. "I just hope there's 

no tragedies." 

Whether or not the armed robbers are caught, many say 

the days of leaving front doors and car doors open in Jupiter 

Farms may soon be a thing of the past. 

And at one Jupiter Farms gun store, where the owner 

asked not to be named, sales this week were up. 

http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/crime/brazen-home-

invasion-robberies-stir-jupiter-farms-residents-742526.html 

 

10-06-16  Should Ted Kennedy have been allowed to buy 

a gun? 

"It's no surprise that [Republican Carly] Fiorina is 

attacking me," Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif., wrote in a 

recent fundraising pitch, "because she's so out of touch with 

California voters. ... She supports allowing people on the 

no-fly terrorist watch list to buy guns." 

This is a line I've seen and heard repeatedly in the last 

month, and one that I expect to hear from many Democratic 

candidates this fall. At issue in the debate, and in recently 

proposed legislation: Should the government restrict the gun 

rights of people whose names appear on a secret list kept by 

the government? 

The Government Accountability Office released new 

statistics in May, noting that persons on the terror watch list 

tried to make 1,228 gun purchases between 2004 and 2010, 

according to the National Instant Criminal Background 

Check System (NICS) that gun dealers use. GAO reports 

that only 109 of those purchases were blocked, and only 

because the purchasers were felons, illegal aliens, under 

indictment, or insane. 

That sounds terrible at first blush, and that's making it 

something of a cudgel for Boxer and others on the Left to 

use against skeptical Republicans. The Internet is abuzz 

with headlines like, "NRA, GOP minions defend terrorists' 

gun rights." 

As alarming as it might sound at first blush, there is a 

small problem with curtailing people's rights just because 

their names appear on secret lists kept by the government: 

It's called the U.S. Constitution. 

First, it guarantees that "the right of the people to keep 

and bear arms shall not be infringed." Second, it provides 

that no one can be "deprived of life, liberty, or property, 

without due process of law." Third, it has always been 

understood to confer the presumption of innocence for those 

accused of crimes -- including terrorism and association 

with terrorists. 

Even within that framework, our government already 

prevents gun purchases by felons (deprived by "due process 

of law"), fugitives and illegal aliens. 

 But if terrorists made 1,119 gun purchases over the last 

six years, then my first reaction is relief. By some miracle, 

we haven't seen a rash of shootings by Islamic 

fundamentalists. Only two incidents come to mind, and one 

is that of Maj. Nidal Hasan, who already had access to 

firearms in his position as an officer in the U.S. Army. 

Then again, perhaps those gun purchasers weren't 

terrorists at all. I wonder how many of them are named 

"Rob Johnson." As just a small example of how hundreds of 

Americans have been wrongfully kept off airlines since 

9/11, a 2006 edition of "60 Minutes" featured 12 men with 

that common name, none of whom were terrorists and all of 

whom had been mistaken for someone on a government 

terror watch list. 

The Transportation Security Administration says on its 

Web site that that there are fewer than 400,000 names on 
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the government's consolidated terror watch list, but those 

names apparently include common ones like Catherine 

Stevens, David Nelson and Ted Kennedy. And yes, that Ted 

Kennedy had to meet with the secretary of homeland 

security to clear his name -- a remedy to which few 

Americans on the list have access. 

What's more, no one on the left should need to be told 

that even American citizens named Muhammed have rights. 

If you want to take them away, then work to repeal the 

Second Amendment. It's a more honest approach than this 

election year sloganeering about guns and terror watch lists 

http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/opinion/columns/Shou

ld-Ted-Kennedy-have-been-allowed-to-buy-a-gun_-

96420819.html#ixzz0sFg0d8pC 

 

10-06-16 Grandmother jailed over WWII 'family 

heirloom' pistol 

A grandmother has been jailed for five years for 

possessing a "family heirloom" World War II pistol.  

Gail Cochrane, 53, had kept the gun for 29 years 

following the death of her father, who had been in the Royal 

Navy.  

Police found the weapon, a Browning self-loading pistol, 

during a search of her home in Dundee while looking for her 

son.  

She admitted illegal possession of the firearm, an offence 

with a minimum five-year jail term under Scots law.  

Cochrane told the High Court in Edinburgh that she had 

never contemplated she might be committing a crime by 

keeping the gun or that she might need to get a licence for 

the weapon.  

She said: "I thought it was just a war trophy."  

Defence solicitor advocate Jack Brown argued that the 

circumstances surrounding the case were exceptional and 

that it would be "draconian, unjust and disproportionate" to 

jail the grandmother-of-six.  

Prohibited weapon  

However, Judge Lady Smith said: "I am not satisfied 

that a reasonable explanation has been put forward for not 

handing this gun into the authorities throughout the 29-year 

period she says she has had it in her possession."  

The judge said she was unable to find herself satisfied 

that this was one of the rare cases in which exceptional 

circumstances existed.  

She said: "The result is I have no alternative but to 

sentence Mrs Cochrane to a period of five years."  

The case began after police arrived at the 53-year-old's 

home on 17 June 2009 with an arrest warrant for her son 

who had failed to turn up for a court appearance.  

He was not at the flat, but the 80-year-old pistol was 

found underneath a mattress in her bedroom.  

When interviewed, Cochrane told police that the gun had 

previously belonged to her father and that she had kept it 

when he died.  

She said she believed it was a real gun, but had no 

ammunition for it.  

The weapon was sent for examination by firearms 

experts who concluded that it was a Czech-made pistol 

dating back to about 1927.  

Cochrane admitted having the 7.65 millimetre Browning 

self-loading pistol at her home without a firearms certificate 

and possessing the prohibited weapon without the authority 

of the Secretary of State or Scottish ministers. 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/scotland/10335003.stm 

 

10-06-15  Mass Governor’s gun bill will be revived, 

DeLeo says 

Governor Deval Patrick’s proposal to limit gun 

purchasers to one firearm per month and toughen penalties 

for gun offenses will see action on the House floor, Speaker 

Robert A. DeLeo said yesterday, nearly a week after 

lawmakers appeared to have sent the bill to a legislative 

graveyard. 

“It will be debated on the floor,’’ DeLeo told reporters 

after speaking at a State House event. 

The speaker’s commitment is a boost for Patrick, who 

has blistered lawmakers in recent weeks for seemingly 

allowing his proposal to languish. The governor has 

juxtaposed the lack of action on his bill with recent incidents 

of gun violence in Boston. 

 Last week, the bill’s future dimmed when a botched vote 

by the Judiciary Committee resulted in its rejection based on 

a 4-4 tie, despite reports that six members had voted for it 

and only four against. The committee tally also showed that 

nearly half of the 17-member panel had voted to take no 

immediate position, known in legislative parlance as voting 

to reserve their rights. 

Referring to the committee’s disputed rejection of his 

bill, Patrick said yesterday that he is working with DeLeo 

“to see if we can’t fix that.’’ 

“It is an important initiative,’’ the governor said. “It’s 

important to neighborhoods. You have only to pick up the 

paper, listen to the news and see the fear that’s in some of 

the neighborhoods because of the proliferation of guns.’’ 

Patrick added: “It’s very frustrating, but you know it’s 

going to take more than frustration to get it to move. I have 

been in touch with the speaker. He has assured me he’s 

going to do what he can to sort this out.’’ 

Under the governor’s bill, violators who purchase more 

than one gun per month would face a maximum fine of 

$1,000 or a 30-month jail sentence on a first offense, and a 

maximum $5,000 fine or five years in prison on a 

subsequent offense. 

The bill also permits the state agency that manages 

criminal records and the courts to transmit to the attorney 

general any information necessary to conduct a background 

check on a person purchasing a firearm or gun license. In 

addition, the bill bars the possession of a machine gun 
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except by instructors, collectors, or law enforcement 

officers. 

DeLeo said the bill could be sent back to the Judiciary 

Committee and then on to the House Ways and Means 

Committee. 

http://www.boston.com/news/local/massachusetts/articles/2

010/06/15/governors_gun_bill_will_be_revived_deleo_says/ 

 

10-06-15  Navy’s New Firearms Policy Released 

NORFOLK (NNS) -- The Navy announced a policy 

change regarding personal firearms to consolidate and 

clarify the requirements for those who own these weapons. 

The NAVADMIN detailing the new policy is available 

at http://www.persnet.navy.mil/NR/rdonlyres/BCB24012-

BC52-4E88-B20F-A509B1C744B7/0/NAV10196.txt. The 

change to OPNAVINST 5530.14E came after a review of 

existing policy indicated that there were inconsistencies in 

the way personal firearm regulations were enacted across 

the fleet, according to Rear Adm. Arthur J. Johnson, 

Commander, Naval Safety Center. 

 However, he emphasized that the policy change should 

not make life more difficult for those who choose to own 

weapons. 

 "This policy is more of a clarification than a change," 

said Johnson. "It's not meant to make owning a personal 

firearm more restrictive for Sailors. Instead, it aligns policy 

across the enterprise so Sailors know what's expected of 

them if they do own a firearm." 

One highlight of the new policy is the ability for all 

Sailors to store their personal firearms in base housing or 

armories (when space is available), so long as they receive 

prior written approval from the installation commanding 

officer. Weapons must be stored in a locked container, a 

locked gun rack, or secured with approved trigger locks to 

keep the weapon from firing. 

Weapons are still prohibited in other on-base locations, 

such as bachelor enlisted or bachelor officer quarters, work 

centers, and vehicles. 

 The policy also clarifies that Sailors must comply with 

all federal, state, and local laws, and that concealed 

weapons are never allowed on Navy installations, regardless 

of local law. 

  While the policy change co-locates and clarifies 

firearms policy, Johnson said there's one thing that hasn't 

changed. 

"The decision to own a personal firearm carries with it 

personal responsibility," said Johnson. "If you do own a 

weapon, you must understand the basic rules of gun safety 

and make sure you follow those rules at all times." 

The primary rules of gun safety are: Treat every weapon 

as if it were loaded; never point a weapon at anything you 

don't intend to shoot; and, keep your finger off the trigger 

until you're ready to fire. 

Johnson adds two other rules that are important to 

remember. 

"Keep weapons out of untrained or underage hands, and 

remember that guns and alcohol don't mix," he said. 

http://www.navy.mil/search/display.asp?story_id=54055 

 

10-06-15  UK Doctors to flag up mentally ill patients 

who own guns 

Doctors are preparing to share information on gun 

owners with police so they can flag up patients who could 

be a danger to themselves or others.  

The British Medical Association says discussions are 

taking place with the police and the Home Office on exactly 

how this system might work.  

Electronic tags could be placed in medical records to 

show which patients hold a firearms or shotgun licence.  

But the BMA stresses it is not the job of doctors to 

police their patients.  

"Such a system can be appropriate, provided it is used as 

part of the ordinary care given to a patient," says the body 

which represents doctors.  

"It can, for example, be a useful aide-mémoire, to remind 

doctors that the patient has, or may have, access to a 

firearm.  

"Such a system should not, however, imply that the GP 

practice has taken on particular obligations to monitor or 

oversee the mental health of individuals holding firearms 

licences," explains the BMA.  

These discussions are taking place just two weeks after 

the fatal shooting of 12 people in Cumbria by taxi driver 

Derrick Bird.  

  As yet, no evidence has emerged that Bird had any 

health problems before he started his rampage.  

 The BMA says doctors have always been prepared to 

breach confidentiality and inform on patients if they have 

concerns about their mental health.  

Safety checks  

Firearms licences last for five years. Anyone applying 

for a licence must go through their local police.  

In doing so they have to declare if they have any health 

problems affecting their fitness to hold a licence and give 

permission for police to approach their doctor about any 

such issues.  

The ACPO lead officer for firearms licensing, Assistant 

Chief Constable Adrian Whiting, said an agreement with the 

BMA had been reached.  

"It is important that suitable safeguards should exist 

around personal data and the security of firearms and 

explosives.  

"An agreement to share information has been agreed in 

principle and the technical details are now being decided 

upon," he said.  

"To discuss it further now would be premature and this 

work, together with any proposals for change, would no 
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doubt be considered in any future discussions on the UK 

firearms licensing system."  

A Home Office spokesperson said: "We await the 

outcome of these discussions and will consider them as part 

of our look at firearms licensing laws." 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/health/10316819.stm 

 

10-06-11 5 cops charged in post-Hurricane Katrina 

shooting, burning death 

Five current or former New Orleans police officers were 

charged Friday in the shooting death and burning  of a New 

Orleans man during the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina.  

Police were using a school as a temporary headquarters 

on Sept. 2, 2005, when a group of men drove up looking for 

help for 31-year-old Henry Glover, who had been shot.  

One of the men reportedly later told investigators that 

Glover was still in the back seat when a police officer drove 

off with his car. Glover's burned remains later were 

recovered from the charred car when it turned up on a levee 

near a police station.  

In indictments Friday, former officer David Warren was 

charged with violating Glover's rights by allegedly shooting 

him to death. Along with a charge of unlawful use of a 

firearm he faces a possible life sentence and a $250,000.  

Warren was immediately arrested after the indictment 

was handed up and is in federal custody, the Department of 

Justice said in a news release. U.S. Attorney Jim Letten said 

a federal judge would be asked to order Warren jailed until 

trial.  

Letten also said that under some circumstances, 

prosecutors can seek a death sentence for a civil rights 

violation. However, he said the case would require more 

review before a recommendation to seek the death penalty 

might be made. Others charged were former Lt. Robert 

Italiano, Lt. Dwayne Scheuermann, Lt. Travis McCabe and 

Officer Gregory McRae. Scheuermann and McRae are 

charged with obstructing justice and burning Glover's body 

and the car in which he was found.  

They also are accused of assaulting residents who tried 

to help Glover. If convicted, they face a maximum sentence 

of 60 years in prison and $1 million in fines.  

Italiano and McCabe are charged with obstruction of 

justice for their alleged roles in submitting false reports of 

the incident and lying to investigators.  

Italiano, if convicted, faces a maximum prison sentence 

of 25 years and a $500,000 fine. If convicted, McCabe 

could get 30 years in prison and a $750,000 fine.  

Following announcement of the indictment, Letten said 

the five have a duty to the public, "certainly not to kill them, 

certainly not to destroy evidence."  

At a brief initial appearance hearing, U.S. Magistrate 

Louis Moore ordered Warren jailed until an arraignment 

and detention hearing on Thursday.  

Warren did not enter a plea Friday.  

His attorney, Joseph Albe, said he could not comment. 

Letten said he could not comment on who was representing 

the other defendants.  

Their attorneys had not been posted in the court record 

Friday.  

The case is one of several civil rights investigations 

involving actions of the New Orleans Police Department 

after Hurricane Katrina struck Aug. 29, 2005, plunging the 

city into flooding and civil chaos after levees broke. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/news/national/2010/06/11/20

10-06-

11_5_cops_charged_in_posthurricane_katrina_shooting_bu

rning_death.html#ixzz0sFlFyAQV 

 

10-06-11 Here’s Your Gun Laws 

When M. Nutt says he’s going to ban guns, the PA 

Supreme Court listens! Sorta! 

The state supreme court ruled on Philadelphia’s gun 

ordinances this week, and here’s what’s up: 

• The city is allowed to force its citizens to report a lost 

or stolen gun within 24 hours. 

• Police are allowed to seize guns from those “considered 

to pose a risk to themselves or others.” 

• Those subject to a protection-from-abuse order may 

not own a firearm within the city. 

• Want an assault weapon? You’re good. 

• Need to purchase more than one gun a month? No 

problem. Have as many as you want! 

Here’s a little background to share with your friends at a 

cocktail or dance party: 

In the wake of some awful gun violence in the city M. 

Nutt signed five new gun laws. This was back in April 

2008. The Inquirer found, at the time, these laws, “defy the 

state legislature and legal precedent.” 

The laws were similar to those mentioned above just 

ruled on by the state court, though at that time, assault 

weapons and the more-than-one-gun-a-month thing were 

outlawed. Hence, this current ruling is being seen as a win 

for both sides. 

The problem here, according to the big-penis club (also 

known as the NRA) is that there may be severe challenges 

to some of these laws still, especially when someone comes 

under arrest for not reporting their lost or stolen handgun 

within 24 hours (and how does the court, exactly, prove you 

knew the moment you lost your piece?) Scott Shields is 

quoted by the Associated Press as saying, “As soon as they 

arrest somebody or charge somebody for failing to report a 

lost or stolen handgun, that ordinance, like the assault 

weapons ban or the one-gun-a-month ordinance will be 

stricken as well.” 

M. Nutt’s been warned. He’s also been flagged by the 

NRA’s Institute for Legislative Action as one of the 

“Mayors Against Illegal Guns,” which they call, “a front 

group to lobby Congress to oppose important pro-gun 
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reforms and support new federal gun control restrictions,” 

begun by NYC Mayor Michael Bloomberg. They add that 

M. Nutt and others may not know what they stand for, as 

“some mayors have joined or been duped into joining this 

anti-gun Bloomberg crusade.” 

But if you’re a gun nut, don’t be surprised the mayor’s 

gone to bat against you. It was all in there in his promises 

when he was running. Here’s from his campaign website: 

“I will work with City Council to pass pending 

legislation to enhance local gun control and with our state 

legislators to pass new laws to make Philadelphia and 

Pennsylvania safer from gun violence.” 

“Council has drafted many ordinances asserting our 

authority to register firearms, limit their purchase, control 

their use and storage, and require they be reported in a 

timely manner if stolen. We should pass them and begin a 

negotiation with the Commonwealth over what rights we 

have to control our own destiny and protect our citizens 

from gun violence.” 

“As Mayor I will become an active member of the 

Mayors Summit on Illegal Guns formed last summer by 

New York Mayor Bloomberg and Boston Mayor Menino.” 

Gotta love a may who, ahem, sticks to his guns. 

You wish this was over. We know you do. So, in spite of 

your Tea Patriot revolution, get ready for more fights over 

gun laws, especially if M. Nutt keeps hanging out with his 

*bff* M. Bloom 

http://blogs.philadelphiaweekly.com/phillynow/2010/06/11/

heres-your-gun-laws/ 

 

10-06-11 Florida - Brazen home-invasion robberies stir 

Jupiter Farms residents to action 

JUPITER FARMS — A trio of would-be robbers who 

shuffled up a front yard on Alexander Run with a pump-

action shotgun last week had the misfortune of confronting 

an armed homeowner in the driveway. He stared them down 

until they ran off. 

But if they had tried one of the neighbors instead in the 

rural Jupiter Farms enclave, they might not have had much 

better luck. In the house next door lives a Vietnam veteran 

with heavy firepower in his bedroom. At the two houses 

across the street, the homeowners were packing heat too. 

It's no secret that much of an unincorporated swath of 

pine tree-studded acre lots, elegant mini-mansions, rugged 

ranch homes and rural individualism - is heavily armed. 

And after two brazen home-invasion robberies and one 

attempt earlier this month, some residents are buying new 

bullets and brushing up on Florida's self-defense laws. 

"If they get inside my house they'll die," vowed Joe 

Melchiosse, a Vietnam vet and air-conditioning repair 

worker who lives next-door to the site of the attempted 

robbery. "At least they'll get hurt." 

At a Jupiter Farms homeowners association meeting 

Thursday night, more than 400 packed in to listen to Palm 

Beach County Sheriff's officials describe their investigation 

into the robberies, in which masked gunmen stormed into 

occupied, unlocked homes and in one case stole several 

weapons. 

Deputies advised residents to lock their doors, trim 

oversized shrubs and be vigilant. Many residents grilled 

deputies about the state's Castle Doctrine law, which 

declares people's right to use lethal force to defend 

themselves on their property. 

Deputies told attendees that if someone comes into their 

house unwelcomed, it is presumed they mean them harm. 

But they warned that the decision to shoot and potentially 

kill someone is not an easy one. 

"It is a life changing moment that will affect the rest of 

your life," one sheriff's official told the crowd. 

 But it was clear many were in no mood to negotiate with 

trespassers. The crowd burst into applause and cheers when 

a Jupiter Farms resident stood and advised the other 

residents to gun down intruders. 

"We all have guns in our house," the man said. "If you 

have an armed intruder in your house, shoot him." 

For decades, residents say Jupiter Farms has remained a 

safe, low-key place to live, a place where people raise 

horses, chickens and even cattle and until recent years even 

main roads weren't paved. Most people's idea of crime, as 

one resident put it, was teens taking a baseball bat to a 

mailbox. 

To many, the recent spate of home invasions have served 

as one more reminder that the county is growing. 

"I think Jupiter is just not as small as it used to be," said 

Trent Bongard, co-owner of Bongard Nursery in Jupiter 

Farms, where a theft of several plants last week was first 

crime at the nursery since it opened seven years ago. 

But some residents are concerned about excessive 

vigilantism. What happens, they wonder, if someone 

innocent gets hurt? 

"I don't want our own community, our own residents to 

hurt themselves," said Albert Rabadan, vice president of the 

Jupiter Farms Homeowners Association. "I just hope there's 

no tragedies." 

Whether or not the armed robbers are caught, many say 

the days of leaving front doors and car doors open in Jupiter 

Farms may soon be a thing of the past. 

And at one Jupiter Farms gun store, where the owner 

asked not to be named, sales this week were up. 

http://www.palmbeachpost.com/news/crime/brazen-home-

invasion-robberies-stir-jupiter-farms-residents-742526.html 

 

10-06-10 Wild chase ends in crash, injuries 

Sean Wright, 21, is brought to police headquarters on 

the North Side on Wednesday. 

The way Pittsburgh Police Chief Nathan Harper sees it, 

Sean Wright is a dangerous man who likes to push the 

limits of the law. 
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As a gunshot victim last week, he brought drugs and a 

handgun to a hospital, then slipped past officers as they 

sought a warrant for his arrest. On Tuesday night, he led 

police up and down the streets of Homewood, tossing 

handfuls of cash from the window his Lincoln Navigator as 

he fled. 

But his run came crashing to an end on Wednesday in 

the crowded parking of a Monroeville shopping center, 

where officers cornered him after a 15-mile pursuit through 

eastern Allegheny County. Mr. Wright, 21, injured three 

law enforcement officers -- two of them seriously -- and put 

countless other lives at risk in his recklessness, the chief 

said. 

"He wants to be considered a menace to society," Chief 

Harper said. "He is someone who needs to be locked up for 

a very long time." 

Mr. Wright was jailed Wednesday night on six counts of 

attempted homicide, aggravated assault and fleeing police, 

and more charges were to come. 

Lt. Richard Pritchard suffered compound leg fractures 

and other injuries, and Detective Brian Johnson was being 

treated for a shattered right hip. Both were at UPMC 

Mercy, and both face surgery and a lengthy recovery, the 

chief said. 

Allegheny County sheriff's deputy Wayne Davin 

suffered minor internal injuries and was treated at West 

Penn Hospital, Forbes Regional Campus, Sheriff William 

Mullen said. 

"We are very blessed and fortunate this ended without 

any lives being taken," Chief Harper said. 

The events touched off about 11:15 a.m., when police 

received reports that a man was standing through the 

sunroof of a Lincoln Navigator in Garfield, waving a 

handgun. Officers caught up to the man, later identified as 

Mr. Wright, 10 minutes later at Penn and Millvale avenues 

in Garfield, where they put on their lights and sirens. The 

chase began. 

Mr. Wright sped down the streets of several city 

neighborhoods and suburban communities, past pedestrians 

and other cars. He struck two occupied vehicles at South 

Braddock Avenue and Waverly Street, police said, and hit a 

detective's car at Swissvale Avenue and Franklin Street in 

Wilkinsburg. 

Mr. Wright then moved onto the Parkway East, officers 

in pursuit. 

Police from multiple agencies joined the chase through 

several eastern Allegheny County municipalities, fluctuating 

from speeds of about 30 to as fast as 70 miles per hour, 

Chief Harper said. Officers threw spike strips at several 

spots along the way in an attempt to pierce his tires, but Mr. 

Wright drove around them. 

The chief said police continued in spite of lunch-hour 

traffic because it was obvious Mr. Wright was armed and 

dangerous. He took the Murrysville exit and continued onto 

William Penn Highway, turning into the parking lot of Pool 

City, in the Murrysview Shoppes strip mall. 

Scores of onlookers rushed out of the shops at the 

sounds of the commotion. Officers chased Mr. Wright into a 

narrow area behind the shopping center, trying to position 

their vehicles in a way that would stop him. As Lt. Pritchard 

got out of his squad car, Mr. Wright broadsided it, knocking 

the officer into the air, Chief Harper said. 

He also struck Detectives Johnson and Vonzale Boose in 

an unmarked car, sending it spinning 180 degrees. He then 

careened into Deputy Davin's cruiser, where his Navigator 

finally came to rest. 

When a police dog could not subdue Mr. Wright, 

officers stunned him two or three times with a Taser to 

arrest him. 

Few of the onlookers saw the crashes. Jennifer Crombie, 

40, was shopping with her children when she looked outside 

and saw officers tailing the Navigator. 

"I was like, that's an awful lot of police cars for someone 

speeding," she said. "Then I heard a 'kaboom' and the cop 

cars kept coming." 

  Also at the scene was a woman who identified herself 

as Mr. Wright's mother, butwould not provide her name. 

She said she ventured there after neighbors started calling 

her, telling her the news. 

"I just want to know if he is OK," she said. 

She was concerned about Mr. Wright because he was 

still recovering from a shooting on May 27. Police said he 

was shot in the 7200 block of Hermitage Street, where a 

pair of gunmen ambushed him and a woman as they sat in a 

gold BMW. 

He was in UPMC Presbyterian recovering from his 

injuries when he went outside to smoke a cigarette, Chief 

Harper said. He returned with a gun and drugs, which were 

discovered by hospital staff. He escaped as officers were 

obtaining a warrant for his arrest. 

"When you have a victim, you really want them to get 

the medical treatment they need," Chief Harper said. "We 

just felt it would be better to obtain a warrant for him upon 

his release." 

Detectives saw him about 4 p.m. Tuesday and tried to 

stop him when they noticed his temporary plate was 

partially hanging off his Navigator. He fled from them but 

was spotted shortly later by Zone 5 officers at North 

Murtland Avenue. They gave chase, but the pursuit was 

terminated within two minutes because of heavy foot traffic 

in the area, Chief Harper said. 

Mr. Wright was briefly treated at UPMC Presbyterian 

after Wednesday's encounter and was taken to headquarters 

for questioning wearing only a hospital gown. Greeted by 

reporters and camera crews, he said "I'm sorry for what 

happened. The car drove itself." http://www.post-

gazette.com/pg/10161...#ixzz0qTJcdZAa 
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Allegheny County deputy recalls horror of pursuit 

Wayne Davin watched in horror as an SUV struck two 

Pittsburgh police officers, sending them flying into the air. 

Then the Lincoln Navigator headed for his car. 

The Allegheny County Sheriff's deputy quickly turned to 

the right to avoid a head-on collision. 

"I didn't have time to think," Davin said this morning 

from his Robinson home. "It was just an 'Oh, crap' type of 

move." 

Davin, 37, was one of three law enforcement officers 

injured yesterday during an hourlong chase through the city 

and eastern suburbs that ended with the arrest of Sean 

Wright, 21, of Homewood. 

Pittsburgh police Lt. Richard Pritchard and Detective 

Brian Johnson were injured when Wright hit their vehicles 

behind a shopping plaza on Route 22 in Monroeville, police 

said. 

Wright's SUV broadsided Pritchard's car as the 

lieutenant got out with a rifle, throwing Pritchard through 

the air, police said. Then Wright hit Johnson's unmarked 

city car, police said. 

Paramedics took Pritchard and Johnson to UPMC 

Mercy, Uptown, where they were awaiting surgery, Harper 

said. 

"I saw Lt. Pritchard fly up over his vehicle, and (Wright) 

hit the second unmarked unit head-on and spun that all the 

way around, and that's when I saw Johnson fly out of that 

vehicle," Davin said. 

  Davin, who had been listening to the chase on his police 

radio while serving civil papers in East Hills, joined the 

pursuit on Swissvale Avenue. 

 He described his injuries as similar to those from a 

fender bender. 

"I was fortunate compared to the other officers," said 

Davin, who has worked for the sheriff's office for 12 years. 

"That's something I will never forget — the vision of those 

officers getting struck like that and flying out of the 

vehicles." 

Davin became trapped in his vehicle after Wright 

slammed into it. Through his car's shattered glass and the 

spiderwebbed windshield of the Navigator, Davin was able 

to see Wright slumped over the steering wheel. 

"Once I gathered myself after a second or so, I knew that 

he was armed, and I knew that he wasn't going down 

without a fight," Davin said. "He was dazed from the 

impact. I didn't know if he was out or searching for his 

weapon. I thought there was going to be a shootout." 

Davin drew his gun and ordered Wright to show his 

hands. That's when he said "the cavalry" arrived — officers 

with a police dog and Tasers who arrested Wright. 

"It was a tough situation for me because I was trapped in 

my vehicle, 2 or 3 feet away from him," Davin said. "You 

never want to be backed into a corner, and you never want 

to be trapped." 

Police charged Wright, 21, with multiple counts of 

attempted homicide, aggravated assault and fleeing and 

eluding. He is being held at the Allegheny County Jail on 

two bonds — a $1 million straight bond and a $25,000 

bond, a jail spokeswoman said. 

When Wright led officers onto the Parkway East, Davin 

said he felt like Wright was playing a game. 

"It was kind of a weird chase because at times it went up 

to 65 or 70 mph, and then it went to 20 or 30 mph," Davin 

said. "But the 65 mph was in the narrow streets in 

neighborhood and the 30 mph was on the parkway. It was 

like he was taking the moment in, seeing 30 to 40 police 

cars in his rearview mirror." Davin said if the collision 

between his car and Wright's SUV hadn't shaken Wright so 

much, there might have been more violence. 

"It seemed like he was going to do whatever it took to 

not be arrested and he didn't have a care for anybody's life 

— not his, not the officers', not anybody," Davin said. "I 

think if he wasn't dazed and confused, he would've been 

shooting his way out of the vehicle." 

All records of anyone under 18 are classified from the 

public so all the records listed are over this age. 

http://ujsportal.pacourts.us/DocketSheets/CP.aspx 

Marty Griffin said Sean Wright has been arrested 55 times 

since he was 14 years old! THAT’S 8 TIMES A YEAR ON 

AVERAGE! Stephen Zapalla has been the district Attorney 

for Allegheny County since 1998, 5 years more than 

Wright's criminal history. 

 

10-06-08 Man charged in shooting outside Harrisburg 

bar 

Harrisburg police have made an arrest in a shooting last 

night that injured a 50-year-old bystander. Police said 

Ahmaad Rashad Holton, 22, of Acri Drive, Harrisburg, was 

one of the shooters involved in the incident outside H&J's 

Bar near Sixth and Schuylkill streets. Police said the 

shooting might have been prompted by a fight over a 

woman. 

Charges against Holton include aggravated assault, 

recklessly endangering another person, carrying a firearm 

without a license, criminal attempt homicide and receiving 

stolen property (a firearm), police said. 

Police said "multiple persons" had been shooting at one 

another around 9:15 p.m. when a female bystander was hit. 

Police said they are looking for other shooters. 

http://www.pennlive.com/midstate/index.ssf/2010/06/man_c

harged_in_shooting_outsid.html 

 

10-06-07  The Animal-Cruelty Syndrome 

On a late May afternoon last year in southwest 

Baltimore, a 2-year-old female pit bull terrier was doused in 

gasoline and set alight. A young city policewoman on her 

regular patrol of the neighborhood of boarded-up row 

houses and redbrick housing developments turned her squad 
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car onto the 1600 block of Presbury Street and saw a cloud 

of black smoke rising from the burning dog. She hopped 

out, ran past idle onlookers and managed to put out the 

flames with her sweater. The dog, subsequently named 

Phoenix, survived for four days with burns over 95 percent 

of her body, but soon began to succumb to kidney failure 

and had to be euthanized.  

It was only a matter of hours before the story, made 

vivid by harrowing video footage of the wounded dog, was 

disseminated nationwide in newspapers, TV and radio 

newscasts and countless Web sites. An initial $1,000 

reward for the capture of the culprits would soon climb to 

$26,000 as people around the country followed Phoenix’s 

struggle for life. A gathering of people in Venice Beach, 

Calif., held a candlelight vigil for her. A month later, the 

mayor of Baltimore, Sheila Dixon, announced the creation 

of the Anti-Animal-Abuse Task Force to work in concert 

with city officials, local law enforcement and animal rights 

and animal-control groups to find ways to better prevent, 

investigate and prosecute such crimes.  

 The scale, speed and intensity of the response were 

striking. The subject of animal abuse, especially the abuse 

of pit bulls in dog-fighting activities, has achieved a higher 

profile after the 2007 arrest of the N.F.L. star Michael Vick 

for operating an illegal interstate dog-fighting operation in 

Surry County, Va. But the beleaguered pit bull is merely the 

most publicized victim of a phenomenon that a growing 

number of professionals — including police officers, 

prosecutors, psychologists, social workers, animal-control 

officers, veterinarians and dogcatchers — are now 

addressing with a newfound vigor: wanton cruelty toward 

animals. Before 1990, only six states had felony provisions 

in their animal-cruelty laws; now 46 do. Two years ago, the 

American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 

formed the nation’s first Mobile Animal Crime Scene 

Investigation Unit, a rolling veterinary hospital and forensic 

lab that travels around the country helping traditional law-

enforcement agencies follow the evidentiary trails of 

wounded or dead animals back to their abusers.  

In addition to a growing sensitivity to the rights of 

animals, another significant reason for the increased 

attention to animal cruelty is a mounting body of evidence 

about the link between such acts and serious crimes of more 

narrowly human concern, including illegal firearms 

possession, drug trafficking, gambling, spousal and child 

abuse, rape and homicide. In the world of law enforcement 

— and in the larger world that our laws were designed to 

shape — animal-cruelty issues were long considered a 

peripheral concern and the province of local A.S.P.C.A. and 

Humane Society organizations; offenses as removed and 

distinct from the work of enforcing the human penal code as 

we humans have deemed ourselves to be from animals. But 

that illusory distinction is rapidly fading.  

“With traditional law enforcement,” Sgt. David Hunt, a 

dog-fighting expert with the Franklin County Sheriff’s 

Office in Columbus, Ohio, told me, “the attitude has been 

that we have enough stuff on our plate, let the others worry 

about Fluffy and Muffy. But I’m starting to see a shift in 

that mentality now.” Hunt has traveled to 24 states around 

the country in order to teach law-enforcement personnel 

about the dog-fighting underworld, often stressing the link 

between activities like dog fighting and domestic violence. 

“You have to sell it to them in such a way that it’s not a 

Fluffy-Muffy issue,” he said of teaching police officers 

about animal-abuse issues. “It’s part of a larger nexus of 

crimes and the psyche behind them.”  

 The connection between animal abuse and other 

criminal behaviors was recognized, of course, long before 

the evolution of the social sciences and institutions with 

which we now address such behaviors. In his famous series 

of 1751 engravings, “The Four Stages of Cruelty,” William 

Hogarth traced the life path of the fictional Tom Nero: 

Stage 1 depicts Tom as a boy, torturing a dog; Stage 4 

shows Tom’s body, fresh from the  gallows where he was 

hanged for murder, being dissected in an anatomical theater. 

And animal cruelty has long been recognized as a signature 

pathology of the most serious violent offenders. As a boy, 

Jeffrey Dahmer impaled the heads of cats and dogs on 

sticks; Theodore Bundy, implicated in the murders of some 

three dozen people, told of watching his grandfather torture 

animals; David Berkowitz, the “Son of Sam,” poisoned his 

mother’s parakeet.  

But the intuitions that informed the narrative arc of Tom 

Nero are now being borne out by empirical research. A 

paper published in a psychiatry journal in 2004, “A Study 

of Firesetting and Animal Cruelty in Children: Family 

Influences and Adolescent Outcomes,” found that over a 10-

year period, 6-to-12-year-old children who were described 

as being cruel to animals were more than twice as likely as 

other children in the study to be reported to juvenile 

authorities for a violent offense. In an October 2005 paper 

published in Journal of Community Health, a team of 

researchers conducting a study over seven years in 11 

metropolitan areas determined that pet abuse was one of 

five factors that predicted who would begin other abusive 

behaviors. In a 1995 study, nearly a third of pet-owning 

victims of domestic abuse, meanwhile, reported that one or 

more of their children had killed or harmed a pet.  

The link between animal abuse and interpersonal 

violence is becoming so well established that many U.S. 

communities now cross-train social-service and animal-

control agencies in how to recognize signs of animal abuse 

as possible indicators of other abusive behaviors. In Illinois 

and several other states, new laws mandate that 

veterinarians notify the police if their suspicions are aroused 

by the condition of the animals they treat. The state of 

California recently added Humane Society and animal-
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control officers to the list of professionals bound by law to 

report suspected child abuse and is now considering a bill in 

the State Legislature that would list animal abusers on the 

same type of online registry as sex offenders and arsonists.  

 When I spoke recently with Stacy Wolf, vice president 

and chief legal counsel of the A.S.P.C.A.’s Humane Law 

Enforcement department, which focuses on the criminal 

investigation of animal-cruelty cases in New York City, she 

drew a comparison between the emerging mindfulness about 

animal cruelty and the changing attitudes toward domestic 

abuse in the 1980s. “It really has only been in recent years 

that there’s been more free and accurate reporting with 

respect to animal cruelty, just like 30 years ago domestic 

violence was not something that was commonly reported,” 

she said. “Clearly every act of violence committed against 

an animal is not a sign that somebody is going to hurt a 

person. But when there’s a pattern of abusive behavior in a 

family scenario, then everyone from animal-control to 

family advocates to the court system needs to consider all 

vulnerable victims, including animals, and understand that 

violence is violence.”  

 It isn’t clear whether Phoenix was used for dog fighting. 

Subsequent examinations of her body did find — along with 

evidence that gasoline had been poured down her throat — a 

number of bite wounds. Veterinarians, however, said that 

those could have been self-inflicted in the course of 

Phoenix’s frenzied attempts to fight off the flames. But 

prosecutors also later claimed that Phoenix’s accused 

assailants, 17-year-old twin brothers named Tremayne and 

Travers Johnson, of a nearby block of Pulaski Street, were 

using a vacant neighborhood home for the keeping of pit 

bulls and other ganglike activities.  

The Johnson twins have pleaded not guilty. According to 

court documents, both suspects, said to be members of the 

1600 Boys gang, were identified by a witness as running out 

of the alley where the dog was set alight. “There was some 

gang-style graffiti found in that abandoned building,” 

Randall Lockwood, the A.S.P.C.A.’s senior vice president 

for forensic sciences and anticruelty projects, and a member 

of the new Anti-Animal-Abuse Task Force in Baltimore, 

told me at the A.S.P.C.A.’s Midtown Manhattan offices in 

December. “There was also dog feces on the premises. 

Unfortunately, nobody bothered collecting the feces to see if 

it was from Phoenix.”  

 Along with the need to track the physical evidence of 

animal cruelty there is the deeper and more complex 

challenge of trying to parse its underlying causes and 

ultimate ramifications. As a graduate student in psychology, 

Lockwood had an interest in human-animal interactions and 

the role of animals and education in the development of 

empathy in children. This inevitably led him to consider the 

flip side of the equation: the origins of cruelty to animals 

and what such behavior might indicate about an individual’s 

capacity for empathy and his or her possible future 

behavior.  

Back in the early 1980s, Lockwood was asked to work 

on behalf of New Jersey’s Division of Youth and Family 

Services with a team of investigators looking into the 

treatment of animals in middle-class American households 

that had been identified as having issues of child abuse. 

They interviewed all the members of each family as well as 

the social workers who were assigned to them. The 

researchers’ expectation going in was that such families 

would have relatively few pets given their unstable and 

volatile environments. They found, however, not only that 

these families owned far more pets than other households in 

the same community but also that few of the animals were 

older than 2.  

  “There was a very high turnover of pets in these 

families,” Lockwood told me. “Pets dying or being 

discarded or running away. We discovered that in homes 

where there was domestic violence or physical abuse of 

children, the incidence of animal cruelty was close to 90 

percent. The most common pattern was that the abusive 

parent had used animal cruelty as a way of controlling the 

behaviors of others in the home. I’ve spent a lot of time 

looking at what links things like animal cruelty and child 

abuse and domestic violence. And one of the things is the 

need for power and control. Animal abuse is basically a 

power-and-control crime.”  

The dynamic of animal abuse in the context of domestic 

violence is a particularly insidious one. As a pet becomes an 

increasingly vital member of the family, the threat of 

violence to that pet becomes a strikingly powerful 

intimidating force for the abuser: an effective way for a 

petty potentate to keep the subjects of his perceived realm in 

his thrall. In 2005, Lockwood wrote a paper, “Cruelty 

Toward Cats: Changing Perspectives,” which underscores 

this dynamic of animal cruelty as a means to overcome 

powerlessness and gain control over others. Cats, Lockwood 

found, are more commonly victims of abuse than dogs 

because dogs are, by their very nature, more obedient and 

eager to please, whereas cats are nearly impossible to 

control. “You can get a dog to obey you even if you’re not 

particularly nice to it,” Lockwood told me. “With a cat you 

can be very nice, and it’s probably going to ignore you, and 

if you’re mean to it, it may retaliate.”  

Whatever the particular intimidation tactics used, their 

effectiveness is indisputable. In an often-cited 1997 survey 

of 48 of the largest shelters in the United States for victims 

of domestic violence and child abuse, more than 85 percent 

of the shelters said that women who came in reported 

incidents of animal abuse; 63 percent of the shelters said 

that children who came in reported the same. In a separate 

study, a quarter of battered women reported that they had 

delayed leaving abusive relationships for the shelter out of 

fear for the well-being of the family pet. In response, a 



 

 
Page 92

number of shelters across the country have developed “safe 

haven” programs that offer refuges for abused pets as well 

as people, in order that both can be freed from the cycle of 

intimidation and violence.  

 What cannot be so easily monitored or ameliorated, 

however, is the corrosive effect that witnessing such acts 

has on children and their development. More than 70 

percent of U.S. households with young children have pets. 

In a study from the 1980s, 7-to-10-year-old children named 

on average two pets when listing the 10 most important 

individuals in their lives. When asked to “whom do you turn 

to when you are feeling sad, angry, happy or wanting to 

share a secret,” nearly half of 5-year-old children in another 

study mentioned their pets. One way to think of what animal 

abuse does to a child might simply be to consider all the 

positive associations and life lessons that come from a 

child’s closeness to a pet — right down to eventually 

receiving their first and perhaps most gentle experiences of 

death as a natural part of life — and then flipping them so 

that all those lessons and associations turn negative.  

In a 2000 article for AV Magazine, a publication of the 

American Anti-Vivisection Society, titled, “Wounded 

Hearts: Animal Abuse and Child Abuse,” Lockwood 

recounts an interview he conducted for the New Jersey 

Division of Youth and Family Services in the early 1980s. 

He describes showing to “a perky 7-year-old boy” a simple 

drawing of a boy and a dog, playing ball inside a house and 

a broken lamp on the floor beside them. Lockwood asked 

the 7-year-old — a child who had witnessed his brother 

being beaten by their father, who was “reportedly 

responsible for the ‘disappearance’ of several family pets” 

— to describe what would happen next in the story of the 

boy in the picture. “He grew still and sullen,” Lockwood 

writes, “and shook his head slowly. ‘That’s it,’ he said in a 

matter-of-fact tone, ‘They’re all going to die.’ ”  

  Children who have witnessed such abuse or been 

victimized themselves frequently engage in what are known 

as “abuse reactive” behaviors, Lockwood said, re-enacting 

what has been done to them either with younger siblings or 

with pets. Such children are also often driven to suppress 

their own feelings of kindness and tenderness toward a pet 

because they can’t bear the pain caused by their own 

empathy for the abused animal. In an even further 

perversion of an individual’s healthy empathic development, 

children who witness the family pet being abused have been 

known to kill the pet themselves in order to at least have 

some control over what they see as the animal’s inevitable 

fate. Those caught in such a vicious abuse-reactive cycle 

will not only continue to expose the animals they love to 

suffering merely to prove that they themselves can no longer 

be hurt, but they are also given to testing the boundaries of 

their own desensitization through various acts of self-

mutilation. In short, such children can only achieve a sense 

of safety and empowerment by inflicting pain and suffering 

on themselves and others.  

 In March I paid a visit to the newly established 

Veterinary Forensics Medicine Sciences program at the 

University of Florida, Gainesville. Directed by Melinda 

Merck, a veterinarian who serves as the A.S.P.C.A.’s senior 

director of veterinary forensics and as the “captain” of its 

new mobile C.S.I. unit, the program is the first of its kind at 

a major U.S. university. As animal abuse has become an 

increasingly recognized fixture in the context of other 

crimes and their prosecution, it is also starting to require the 

same kinds of sophisticated investigative techniques brought 

to bear on those other crimes.  

Veterinary forensic students at the University of Florida 

are being trained in the same way that traditional crime-

scene investigators are, taking courses in a wide range of 

topics: crime-scene processing; forensic entomology 

(determining the time of an animal’s injury or death by the 

types of insects around them); bloodstain-pattern and bite-

mark analysis; buried-remains excavation; and forensic 

osteology (the study of bones and bone fragments).  

 “I love being around bones,” Merck proclaimed as she 

led me into the university’s C. A. Pound Human 

Identification Laboratory, a sprawling, brashly lighted array 

of human skeletal remains arranged in meticulous piecemeal 

patterns on rows of shiny metal tables. “I find bones 

fascinating. There is a lot of information in them.” Merck, 

who testifies at animal-cruelty trials across the country, 

conducted the forensic osteology on the dog remains 

recovered from the mass graves on Michael Vick’s Virginia 

property in 2007.  

The lab is one of the busiest of its kind in the world, 

enlisted for countless crime-scene investigations and 

archaeological digs and to help identify the victims of 

disasters, including those of the 9/11 attacks on the World 

Trade Center and Hurricane Katrina. The fact that one of 

the examining tables and adjacent bone-boiling and 

cleansing units have now been assigned to Merck for her 

own animal-forensic work and course instruction speaks 

volumes about the shifting perspective toward animal-

cruelty crimes. “We have a really cool thing going on here,” 

Merck told me. “We have the collaborative effort of a lot of 

big-wig forensic specialists down here with years of 

experience.”  

She led me over to her examining table. Set at one end 

was what she called “my box of evidence,” a picnic-cooler-

size plastic container that held the excavated remains from a 

mass grave, part of an investigation she is conducting into a 

suspected dog-fighting operation in Georgia. “In most of 

our cases of animal cruelty, the bodies are not fresh,” she 

said. “They’re decomposed. They’re discarded. They’re 

hidden. And so the advanced post-mortem stage is where we 

really need to be experts.”  
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  Merck’s 2006 book, “Forensic Investigation of Animal 

Cruelty: A Guide for Veterinary and Law Enforcement 

Professionals,” which she wrote with Randall Lockwood 

and Leslie Sinclair of Shelter Veterinary Services in 

Columbia, Md., contains a daunting list of the grisly things 

human beings do to animals: thermal injuries (immolation, 

baking, microwaving); blunt-force trauma; sharp-force and 

projectile injuries; asphyxiation; drowning; poisoning; ritual 

murders; and sexual assault. Merck spared no details in 

discussing such horrors over the course of a veterinary-

forensics lecture I attended earlier that day, held in a 

conference room at a hotel near the university as part of a 

four-day seminar. Even Merck’s seasoned audience of out-

of-town vets, A.S.P.C.A. disaster-response and 

investigative-team workers, community-outreach personnel 

and the chief legal counsel for New York City’s Humane 

Law Enforcement department could be heard gasping into 

their coffee mugs as Merck annotated, one after the next, 

screen-projected slides of stark brutality: blood-drenched 

dog-fighting pits; bludgeoned, internally hemorrhaging pets; 

bruised and mutilated canine sexual organs; a heavily duct-

taped, paint-coated puppy and the fur-lined, nail-scraped 

oven walls from which the puppy struggled vainly to 

escape.  

 Those whose compassion compels them to confront and 

combat daily its utter absence are, of necessity, often forced 

to affect a passionless pose. Merck proceeded through her 

seminar with clinical speed and precision through a series of 

signature forensic cases. One of the first pivoted around the 

mystery of a missing Pomeranian whose owners were 

convinced had been stolen from their backyard. Merck 

called up the slide of a tiny skeleton she had rendered in her 

corner of the lab from remains found in a vacant lot not far 

from the Pomeranian owners’ home. It looked like a 

wingless bat, the delicate brace of ribs bearing tiny 

symmetrical snaps on each side.  

“What could have caused these,” Merck asked, pointing 

her red laser at the breaks. “What could make a dog 

disappear so fast?”  

“Man!” someone called out to bursts of laughter.  

  “What else,” Merck said, smiling.  

  “A bird of prey!”  

“Yep,” Merck nodded. “Most likely a hawk. These two 

breaks are where the bird’s talons grabbed hold of the dog. 

This is why forensic osteology is so important, and yet 

there’s nothing in our standard veterinary training that 

teaches us how to look at bones properly.”  

  Merck soon proceeded to the case of the puppy found 

four years ago in the oven of a ransacked community center 

in Atlanta. An outraged local prosecutor called Merck about 

the case and then showed up at her vet clinic one day with 

the dog’s remains. “She brings me the puppy, and this . . . ,” 

Merck said, the slide behind her now sapping the room’s 

air, “is what she brings me.”  

 Step by step, from the outer paint to the unraveled 

layers of duct tape to the dog’s abraded nails and paws to 

the hem of an old T-shirt that was used as a leash, Merck’s 

detailed forensic analysis of the victim and of the crime 

scene would be used to assemble a timeline of events. 

Ultimately, her analysis would help seal the conviction of 

two teenage brothers on multiple charges, including 

burglary, animal cruelty and —  because the brothers had 

shown a number of children at the community center what 

they had done and then threatened them with their lives if 

they told anyone — additional charges of child abuse and 

terroristic threats.  

The most common dynamic behind the cases cited that 

morning was that of a man abusing a family pet to gain 

control over, or exact revenge against, other family 

members. Merck told of one puppy found buried in the 

backyard of a house. As Merck tells it, the dog belonged to 

the female friend of a woman who had recently left the man 

with whom she and her two children from a previous 

marriage were living. She and her children had moved in 

with the friend, someone who the man decided was keeping 

him and his estranged partner from reuniting. The 

girlfriend’s pet, therefore, became for him the optimum 

vehicle for expressing his rage against both women.  

“He tortured the puppy when the two women weren’t 

home,” Merck told me after her lecture that day. “He also 

tried to make two of the kids participate just to make it more 

heinous. So along with the animal cruelty, of course, we had 

child abuse.”  

Merck has made it her mission to urge other vets to 

report and investigate suspected cases of animal abuse, 

incorporating a few cautionary tales of her own into her 

lectures to point up the often dire consequences of failing to 

do so. One involved a man from Hillsborough County in 

Florida who was arrested for murdering his girlfriend, her 

daughter and son and their German shepherd. He had 

previously been arrested (but not convicted) for killing cats. 

In another story Merck tells, one related to her by a New 

York City prosecutor, a woman reported coming home to 

find her boyfriend sexually molesting her Labrador 

retriever, but the case never went to trial.  

 “My point on that one,” Merck told me, “is that no one 

took precautions to preserve the evidence on the dog. And 

once it comes down to a he-said-she-said type of situation, 

you’re lost. These types of cases are difficult enough even 

when we have all the evidence, in part because it’s very 

hard for investigators and prosecutors to even consider that 

someone would do things like this. It’s so disturbing and 

offensive, they don’t know what to do about it. A lot of the 

work I do involves not just talking to vets but reaching out 

to law enforcement to make them more knowledgeable on 

these matters, to make them understand, for example, that 

things like sexual assault of children and animals are linked. 

They are similar victims.”  
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On our way back to the hotel for an afternoon lecture on 

forensic entomology, Merck made a little detour to show me 

the A.S.P.C.A.’s new mobile C.S.I. unit, parked in a side lot 

of the vet school’s farm-animal compound. Twenty-six-feet 

long, with its own climate-control, generator, examination 

room and surgical suite, digital microscope, X-ray machine, 

sexual-assault kit and anesthesia-oxygen machine, it is 

essentially a giant emergency room on wheels, allowing 

Merck and her crew to examine and care for animals at 

suspected crime scenes and to efficiently analyze and 

process evidence to ensure its integrity.  

The van was an important part of the largest dog-

fighting raid in American history last year, in which more 

than 400 dogs were rescued and 26 people from six states 

arrested. “We had two forensic teams on board for that,” 

Merck said. “We had to hit 25 different crime scenes in one 

day. We hit the first one at 7 a.m., and we finished up at 

around 6 a.m. the following morning.”  

When I asked Merck if she thought incidents of animal 

cruelty were on the rise or if it was that we are now being 

more vigilant about them, she said that it is probably more 

the latter. “We’re more aware now,” she said, “but there is 

also more of a support system for responding to these 

incidents. When I started out as a vet 20 years ago, I was 

one of the few who would call if I got a suspicious case, and 

that was when such things were still a misdemeanor and it 

wasn’t law enforcement involved. It was animal control 

taking care of nuisance animals. Now with veterinarians I 

tell them you cannot not report, because you don’t know if 

what you’re seeing on the animal isn’t the proverbial tip of 

the iceberg.”  

Merck then recalled for me a personal experience she 

most likes to relate in classes and seminars, what she’s 

dubbed “the tale of the good Samaritan and the savvy vet.” 

An Atlanta contractor pulled up to a house one morning 

where he was to perform some work. As he got out of his 

truck, he heard a dog screaming from the house next door, 

went over to investigate and saw through an open garage 

door a dog dragging its back legs and a woman standing 

beside it. The woman instantly began pleading to the 

contractor that the dog needed to be euthanized, but she said 

she couldn’t afford the vet bills. The contractor offered to 

take the dog to his vet, who, upon examining the dog, 

agreed that it was too debilitated to be saved. He then told 

the contractor that there was something suspicious about the 

case and that he was going to report it to animal services for 

whom Merck worked at the time as a consultant outside of 

her daily vet practice.  

“They asked me to perform a necropsy,” Merck told me. 

“It turns out the dog was paralyzed from having been beaten 

so often. I reported what I found. Police went to the 

woman’s house to make an arrest. They found a badly 

bruised boy. And just like that both parents are being hauled 

off for child abuse. So there was a classic case of the 

system working like it should.”  

Last November, Lockwoodwas asked to testify at the 

pretrial hearing in which a judge ruled that Tremayne and 

Travers Johnson would be tried as adults for the burning of 

Phoenix in Baltimore last year. Lockwood looked at dozens 

of pictures of Phoenix in order to select which images to 

present to A.S.P.C.A. staff members. “I could only find one 

that wasn’t overwhelmingly disturbing,” he told me. “It’s 

where she’s so bundled up in gauze and bandages you can’t 

really see anything. It’s easy to empathize with burns 

because we’ve all been burned, and even if it’s only minor, 

you realize how painful that is.”  

The matter of empathy, of course, goes to the heart of 

most of our inquiries into the nature of cruel acts and their 

possible causes. There seems to be little doubt anymore 

about the notion that a person’s capacity for empathy can 

be eroded; that someone can have, as Lockwood put it to 

me, “their empathy beaten or starved out of them.” To date, 

little is known about the Johnson twins’ background beyond 

the fact that they both reportedly have chronic truancy 

issues and previous probation violations and were recently 

involved with a gang. Along with possible early abuse or 

genetic and biological components, Lockwood also spoke of 

the frequent association between environment and acts of 

violence, how poverty often creates the sense of persecution 

and injustice that makes some people feel justified in 

striking back in order to gain the sense of power and control 

they otherwise lack.  

“What I have the most trouble relating to,” Lockwood 

told me, “and the Phoenix kids might be indicative of this 

sort of thing, is the kind of cruelty that happens just out of 

boredom. I’ve had quite a few cases where I ask a kid, Why 

did you blow up that frog or set fire to that cat? and they 

don’t respond with answers like ‘I hate cats’ or ‘I didn’t see 

that as a living thing.’ Their answer is ‘We were bored.’ 

And then you have to ask yourself, Well, what about 

alternative pathways to alleviating this boredom? I have 

difficulty grasping what would be the payoff for setting fire 

to a dog.”  

Neuroscientists are now beginning to get a fix on the 

physical underpinnings of empathy. A research team at the 

University of Chicago headed by Jean Decety, a 

neuroscientist who specializes in the mechanisms behind 

empathy and emotional self-regulation, has performed fMRI 

scans on 16-to-18-year-old boys with aggressive-conduct 

disorder and on another group of similarly aged boys who 

exhibited no unusual signs of aggression.  

Each group was shown videos of people enduring both 

accidental pain, like stubbing a toe, and intentionally 

inflicted pain, like being punched in the arm. In the scans, 

both groups displayed a similar activation of their empathic 

neural circuitry, and in some cases, the boys with conduct 

disorder exhibited considerably more activity than those in 
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the control group. But what really caught the attention of 

the researchers was the fact that when viewing the videos of 

intentionally inflicted pain, the aggressive-disorder teenagers 

displayed extremely heightened activity in the part of our 

brain known as the reward center, which is activated when 

we feel sensations of pleasure. They also displayed, unlike 

the control group, no activity at all in those neuronal regions 

involved in moral reasoning and self-regulation.  

 “We’re really just beginning to have an inkling of the 

neurophysiology of empathy,” Lockwood told me. “I think 

empathy is essentially innate, but I also think empathy can 

be learned, and I know it can be destroyed. That’s why 

having a better understanding of the neurophysiology will 

really help us. Just doing a social intervention on a person 

doesn’t do any good if you’re not aware of certain 

physiological deficits. As I heard someone put it at a recent 

lecture I attended, that would be like an orthopedist telling 

someone with a broken arm to lift weights. It won’t do 

anything until the arm is set, and it actually might make 

things worse. I try to understand who the kids are who seem 

beyond reach, who seem to have truly impaired systems of 

empathy. And then I ask, Can that be restored?”  

It turns out that just as recent brain-imaging studies have 

begun to reveal the physical evidence of empathy’s erosion, 

they are now also beginning to show definitive signs of its 

cultivation as well. A group of researchers led by Richard 

Davidson, a professor of psychiatry and psychology at the 

University of Wisconsin, Madison, published a study in a 

March 2008 edition of the Public Library of Science One, 

showing that the mere act of thinking compassionate 

thoughts caused significant activity and physical changes in 

the brain’s empathic pathways. “People are not just stuck at 

their respective set points,” Davidson has said of the study’s 

results. “We can take advantage of our brain’s plasticity 

and train it to enhance these qualities. . . . I think this can be 

one of the tools we use to teach emotional regulation to kids 

who are at an age where they’re vulnerable to going 

seriously off track.”  

To date, one of the most promising methods for healing 

those whose empathic pathways have been stunted by things 

like repeated exposure to animal cruelty is, poetically 

enough, having such victims work with animals. Kids who 

tend to be completely unresponsive to human counselors and 

who generally shun physical and emotional closeness with 

people often find themselves talking openly to, often crying 

in front of, a horse — a creature that can often be just as 

strong-willed and unpredictable as they are and yet in no 

way judgmental, except, of course, for a natural aversion to 

loud, aggressive human behaviors.  

Equine-therapy programs, for example, are now helping 

an increasing number of teenagers who have severe 

emotional and behavioral issues, as well as children with 

autism and Asperger’s syndrome. At Aspen Ranch in Loa, 

Utah, troubled teenagers are being paired off with wild 

mustangs that have been adopted from the Bureau of Land 

Management, each species ultimately managing to temper 

the other, a dynamic that has also proved very effective in 

teaching patience and empathy to prisoners in correctional 

facilities. In the Los Angeles suburb of Compton, there is a 

youth equestrian program called the Compton Junior Posse. 

Teenagers clean stables, groom horses and then ride them in 

amateur equestrian events across Southern California. 

There are now bovine- and elephant-assisted therapy 

programs as well.  

 For Lockwood, animal-therapy programs draw on the 

same issues of power and control that can give rise to 

animal cruelty, but elegantly reverse them to more 

enlightened ends. “When you get an 80-pound kid 

controlling a 1,000-pound horse,” he said, “or a kid 

teaching a dog to obey you and to do tricks, that’s getting a 

sense of power and control in a positive way. We all have 

within us the agents of entropy, especially as kids. It’s 

easier to delight in knocking things down and blowing stuff 

up. Watch kids in a park and you see them throw rocks at 

birds to get a whole cloud of them to scatter. But to lure 

animals in and teach them to take food from your hand or to 

obey commands, that’s a slower process. Part of the whole 

enculturation and socialization process is learning that it’s 

also cool and empowering to build something. To do 

something constructive.”  

Charles Siebert, a contributing writer, is the author, 

most recently, of “The Wauchula Woods Accord: Toward a 

New Understanding of Animals.” 

http://www.nytimes.com/2010/06/13/magazine/13dogfightin

g-t.html 

 

10-06-07  Stolen gun turns up at Philly crime scene 

A gun stolen from a Duncannon home was found at the 

scene of a robbery that left a Philadelphia police officer 

dead. 

Levi Swigart, 19, of Duncannon was arrested by 

Duncannon police on May 4. He was arraigned before 

District Judge Jacquelyn Leister of Juniata County the same 

day. 

Swigart faces felony charges of receiving stolen property 

and theft by unlawful taking. He is being held in Perry 

County Prison in lieu of $500,000 bail. Federal charges also 

were brought against Swigart last week. 

Perry County District Attorney Charles Chenot said the 

gun was reported stolen Feb. 23 by Swigart's mother. She 

told police Swigart and another person had used the .22-

caliber revolver for target shooting. 

After he was arrested, Swigart admitted he took 

possession of the firearm on Jan. 25 and traded it for crack 

cocaine. 

"I'm disappointed a Perry County firearm turned up at 

the scene of a Philadelphia shooting," Chenot said. "Guns 



 

 
Page 96

are frequently traded for drugs, so it was bound to happen 

sooner or later.' 

Philadelphia Police Sgt. Stephen Liczbinski, 39, was 

killed after responding to a bank robbery on May 3, 

according to the Associated Press. 

One suspect was fatally wounded and the other was 

taken into custody, charged with the robbery and 

Liczbinksi's death, according to the AP. A third suspect was 

arrested May 8. 

The gun Swigart stole was recovered at the scene and 

used for the robbery, but not the shooting. Chenot said he's 

asked Duncannon and Philadelphia police to look into 

possible charges against Swigart for the robbery. 

"They've got to determine the tie to the theft," Chenot 

said. "A close connection needs to be established.' 

In 2006, Swigart was charged with accessing device 

used to obtain or attain property or service, a third-degree, 

felony, and unauthorized use of motor/other vehicles and 

theft by unlawful taking, both misdemeanors. The charges 

were later dismissed. 

Swigart's preliminary hearing is scheduled for May 21 

before District Judge Dan McGuire. 

Swigart's attorney, Kevin Prosser, had no comment on 

the matter. Calls to Swigart's parents' home were not 

returned. http://www.pennlive.com/perry-county-

times/index.ssf/2008/05/stolen-gun-turns-up-at-philly-

crime-scene.html 

 

10-06-05  MD Off-Duty Officer Fatally Shoots Unarmed 

Marine 

BALTIMORE -- City police officials continued to 

investigate Monday after an off-duty police officer fatally 

shot an unarmed Marine outside a nightclub early Saturday.  

According to Baltimore City police, Tyrone Brown -- a 

32-year-old Marine who has served two tours of duty in 

Iraq -- was shot at 13 times at close range, with six shots 

hitting him. He died a short time later.  

The incident happened outside a nightclub in Mount 

Vernon.  

Baltimore police spokesman Anthony Guglielmi said the 

officer, identified as 36-year-old Gahji Tshamba, shot 

Brown after Brown made advances toward a woman who 

was with the officer.  

"After the advances, the officer and the individual 

exchanged words," Gugliemi said. "There was an argument, 

and the altercation turned physical. At that point, the officer 

pulled out his service weapon and fired multiple shots at our 

victim."  

Brown's sister said she was there when her brother was 

shot. She said they were out at about 1:30 a.m. Saturday 

when they approached a group of people -- including the 

off-duty officer -- leaving Eden's Lounge. 

"There was absolutely no physical contact," said La-

Belle Scott, Brown's sister. "The supposed officer was not 

in any harm whatsoever. He (Brown) had his hands up to 

show he didn't have no weapons or anything."  

Scott said her brother tried to diffuse the situation.  

"My brother tried to approach him, saying, 'Calm down, 

calm down. All this is uncalled for.' And, the next thing you 

know, several shots rang out. It was maybe eight or nine 

shots that rang out, and then, all I know is my brother is 

telling me, 'I'm shot,'" Scott said.  

Brown's family said they're having a hard time 

understanding the whole situation, saying Brown wasn't a 

violent man.  

 "It's just crazy that he would have to shoot 13 times at 

an unarmed man," Scott said. "He was a loving, caring 

person. (He) always looked out for everybody. He loved his 

kids. His family came first."  

Brown is survived by a wife and two children.  

"Tyrone was the love of my life. I don't know how else to 

put it," said Brown's wife, Loren. "We just (have to) take it 

one step at a time, one day at a time and just put it in God's 

hands. That's all I can do."  

As they gather to support each other, the family said 

they have one wish for the future.  

"I just hope justice will be served because my brother 

was supposed to walk me down the aisle next month. I'm 

getting married on July 24, and he would've walked me 

down the aisle and he's not here," Scott said.  

The state's attorney's office will review the evidence and 

decide whether to file charges, which also is customary, he 

said.  

Police said they are investigating whether alcohol was a 

factor. The officer declined to take an alcohol breath test.  

Guglielmi said Tshamba, a 15-year-veteran, shot a man 

in the foot after a confrontation while off duty in 2005. The 

shooting was found to be justified, but Tshamba was 

disciplined because he was under the influence of alcohol.  

 Police Commissioner Frederick H. Bealefeld III has 

ordered his senior commanders to oversee the investigation.  

 Officers typically carry their service weapons while off-

duty in Baltimore, but Guglielmi said they should not be 

carrying their guns if they intend to become intoxicated 

http://www.wbaltv.com/news/23810790/detail.html?hpt=T2 

 

10-06-05  Cumbria shootings: Derrick Bird carried out 

killing spree with ruthless speed 

The devastating speed of Derrick Bird’s killing spree 

was laid bare yesterday as detectives published the first 

definitive breakdown of what they described as his “45-mile 

rampage”. 

  The Chief Constable of Cumbria disclosed that the 

killer shot 24 people, killing 12 of them, in three phases.  

He struck at a terrifying pace – at one stage shooting 

dead one victim every six minutes.  

Craig Mackey said it was the “most tragic and complex 

incident” he had witnessed in 25 years of policing. “Twelve 
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innocent people – mothers, fathers, partners and friends – 

were brutally murdered as they went about their daily lives 

and I am 100 per cent committed to getting to the bottom of 

this investigation and finding out why,” he said.  

Bird’s rampage began in the early hours of Wednesday 

with the “grudge” murder of his twin brother David in 

Lamplugh. It is believed he shot him dead in his bed.  

He moved on to the home of family solicitor Kevin 

Commons in nearby Frizington, where he lay in wait before 

killing him at 10.20am, after a confrontation on his 

driveway. Armed officers were sent to the scene but Bird 

had already “departed on a 45-mile rampage across West 

Cumbria”, Mr Mackey said.  

First he settled another score, with his taxi driver 

colleagues. In this second phase of killings, he shot dead 10 

people in an hour. At around 10.30am Bird approached 

Duke Street, Whitehaven, in his silver taxi. He then opened 

fire, killing Darren Rewcastle and wounding former soldier 

Don Reed in the back. “As soon as the call came into us, 

every armed officer in the county was deployed to the area 

from across the force,” Mr Mackey said.  

Within minutes, police realised they were facing their 

worst nightmare. The 42 armed officers in the operation 

were given permission to shoot Bird on sight – but they 

never got close enough. At times, officers said, they were 

just 30 seconds behind him. Bird drove south from 

Whitehaven – apparently firing at random as he passed 

people in the street.  

At around 10.55am, Kenneth Fishburn, a retired 

Sellafield worker, was shot dead on the old bridge in 

Egremont. Susan Hughes was killed as she walked home 

with shopping.  

In the village of Wilton, pensioner Jennifer Jackson and 

her husband James were gunned down. Seconds later Isaac 

Dixon, a mole catcher, was shot dead in a field.  

  Bird drove on 20 miles to Gosforth, where at 11.20am 

he shot and killed rugby league player Garry Purdham.  

Ten miles on, cyclist Michael Pike, 64, and Jane 

Robinson, in her 70s, were murdered in Seascale. Bird also 

shot dead estate agent Jamie Clark, who was driving 

through Seascale. A pub landlord, named locally as Harry 

Berger, was shot in the arm.  

  Mr Mackey said the killer moved into the final stage of 

the rampage “using back roads to drive through rural 

hamlets … and extremely isolated areas”. He shot five more 

people he passed on the way, all of whom survived, before 

driving up Hardknock Pass and crashing his car near Boot.  

Bird left his shotgun in his car and made his way up a 

hill into woods. It is unclear exactly when he took his own 

life. The last time he was seen alive was at 12.30pm. 

Firearms officers had to climb the hill, walking towards a 

man armed with a .22 rifle fitted with a telescopic sight – 

without knowing if he was still alive.  

  They also set police dogs to follow a trail. They found 

Bird’s body and he was pronounced dead at 1.40pm. 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/crime/7804553/C

umbria-shootings-Derrick-Bird-carried-out-killing-spree-

with-ruthless-speed.html 

 

10-06-05 Guns could be a tough topic for Texas 

candidate 

 AUSTIN, Texas - If he were running for governor of 

New York, Democrat Bill White would probably be 

considered a pro-gun enthusiast. He's got a shotgun and a 9 

mm pistol, opposes any new laws on firearms and says he'd 

like to sign up some day for a concealed weapons permit. 

But this is Texas, where incumbent Rick Perry recently 

shot a coyote while out jogging and enjoys hunting deer with 

a bow and arrow. The love of weaponry is so ingrained in 

state culture that having a legal permit to carry a handgun 

will get you waved through the Texas Capitol security lines 

without going through a magnetometer. 

Against that backdrop, the former Houston mayor heads 

into the 2010 governor's race playing defense on a powerful 

political issue. The biggest liability for White is his past 

membership in a New York-based gun control group. White 

says he resigned after finding its positions too restrictive, 

but his participation in Mayors Against Illegal Guns riled 

up those who live to preserve Texas' pro-gun culture. 

"Anywhere in the civilized world you would be able to 

make the argument that everybody should be able to be 

against illegal guns. But we're not in the civilized word. 

We're in Texas," said Southern Methodist University 

political scientist Cal Jillson. 

 White only needs to look a few years back to find 

candidates who have lost campaigns over the issue. The last 

Democrat who was elected governor, Ann Richards, lost her 

re-election bid in 1994 in part after opposing concealed 

handgun legislation and vetoing a referendum on it. 

George W. Bush signed the bill into law in his first year 

after defeating her to become governor. 

"There is really no such thing as a moderate position on 

guns that's going to help in Texas," said Jim Henson, 

director of the Texas Politics Project at the University of 

Texas at Austin. 

As mayor of Houston, White joined Mayors Against 

Illegal Guns, a group that supports individual gun rights, 

but wants more controls on gun show sales, restrictions on 

the reach of conceal-and-carry laws and more oversight of 

federal gun purchase records. 

White said he joined the gun-control group in 2006 at the 

urging of its founder, New York Mayor Michael 

Bloomberg. That year, Houston's crime rate hit a 12-year 

high. 

 "I joined because Mayor Bloomberg told me that that 

we needed to do more to crack down on guns which were 

transported in violation of federal law," White told The 
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Associated Press. "I believe that people shouldn't steal guns 

and sell them to people where it's against the law for them to 

have guns, period." 

In 2009, facing his first statewide political campaign, 

White quietly resigned from the group. White says he quit 

because the group opposed a federal law that would have 

allowed conceal-carry permit holders to carry their firearms 

across state lines. 

Out of more than 500 mayors, Mayor Richard Ward of 

Hurst, a Fort Worth suburb, is the lone remaining Texan in 

the group. A Republican NRA member who owns six guns, 

Ward says he's been called a "commie" and worse in over 

100 e-mails. 

Meanwhile, Perry, a Republican and the longest-serving 

governor in state history, long ago wrapped up the 

endorsement of the Texas State Rifle Association, aligned 

with the National Rifle Association, in his bid for an 

unprecedented third full term. 

That was before Perry shot a coyote on his morning jog 

and inspired the manufacture of a special-issue, Ruger .380 

caliber handgun , "for sale to Texans only" , the same kind 

the governor used on the howling varmit. 

 He also recently supported a plan to let people licensed 

to carry a handgun enter the Texas Capitol without going 

through newly installed metal detectors. 

It surprised no one that the NRA gave Perry an "A+" on 

its latest scorecard of candidates for state elective office. 

White got a "B." 

 "He went outside of the state of Texas and aligned 

himself with out-of-state mayors for heaven sakes," said 

Alice Tripp, legislative director of the Texas State Rifle 

Association. 

 Though they have pushed gun control measures in the 

past, Democrats are now mostly staying away from the 

volatile issue. Gun sales spiked in 2008 on fears that Barack 

Obama and a Democratic Congress would clamp down on 

firearms. But Obama later signed a bill allowing guns in 

federal parks and gun control advocates have criticized the 

White House and Democratic leaders for shunning their 

agenda. 

White told The AP he considers individual gun 

ownership a bedrock constitutional right and opposes new 

restrictions on it. He also said any portrayal of him as 

antigun is "ridiculous" and predicted firearms would not be 

a major issue in his race. 

 White, who says he owns two guns but has only hunted 

once in the last 10 years, complained that he hasn't yet been 

able to find the 10 hours he needs to train for a concealed 

weapons permit. He doesn't need one to take his Springfield 

9 mm to the shooting range, or, as far as he's concerned, to 

be elected governor. 

"I haven't had anybody tell me they only vote for permit 

holders," White said. 

http://www.philly.com/philly/wires/ap/news/nation_world/9

5689144.html#axzz0q7KjOR9m 

 

10-06-05 Gun loophole fosters crime 

 Pennsylvania law designates certain police agencies to 

issue concealed-weapons permits. But a loophole that 

fosters crime and endangers police enables many people 

who are denied those permits to thumb their noses at state 

law and carry the weapons. 

At a recent press conference for the introduction of a law 

that would close the loophole, Philadelphia Deputy Police 

Commissioner William Blackburn cited incidents where 

Pennsylvanians who had been denied permits, after police 

investigations, simply obtained them from states with lower 

standards. Most often, he said, the permits are issued, by 

mail, by the Florida Department of Agriculture. 

In Philadelphia, Mr. Blackburn said, there have been 

many cases of people committing crimes while carrying out-

of-state concealed-carry permits, after being denied such 

permits by Philadelphia police. They include people under 

protection-from-abuse orders, with criminal histories for 

violent crime and drug arrests and, in one case, a person 

suspected of having shot a cop. 

Joe Grace, a spokesman for CeaseFirePA, said that 

3,100 Pennsylvanians have concealed-carry permits issued 

by Florida alone. 

Under the bill introduced this week, the only concealed-

carry permits valid in Pennsylvania, for Pennsylvania 

residents, would be those issued by Pennsylvania police 

agencies. 

As Mr. Blackburn put it, the issue "is when a 

Pennsylvania resident applies for a gun permit online after 

he or she was denied a gun permit by Pennsylvania." 

This reform would not preclude any law-abiding citizen 

from bearing arms. It would, however, help to ensure that 

people who have engaged in criminal conduct or who have 

been judicially prohibited from carrying a gun do not obtain 

a concealed-carry permit. 

The measure is akin to another that would improve 

public safety without jeopardizing legitimate gun ownership. 

That would require the reporting of lost or stolen guns. The 

measure would work against the practice of "straw" 

purchasers obtaining guns for felons or other ineligible 

people, and then claiming that the weapon had been stolen, 

after it shows up at a crime scene. 

These are sensible ideas to improve public safety without 

jeopardizing gun ownership rights. They should become 

law.  

http://thetimes-tribune.com/opinion/...crime-1.831541 

 

10-06-04 Suspect Facing Charges After Fineview 

Standoff 
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  One of Allegheny County's most wanted was taken into 

custody overnight following a standoff in Pittsburgh's 

Fineview neighborhood. 

Officials say it started about 9:30 p.m. on Belleau Drive 

and ended around 11 p.m. 

  Police arrested 19-year-old Kris Johnson after gas was 

fired into an apartment to get him to come out. 

  According to authorities, Johnson was wanted on 

multiple drug and weapon charges. 

"Gun charges, possession with intent to deliver. He is on 

the 'Most Wanted' list right now," said Cmdr. Kathy Degler, 

of the Pittsburgh Police. 

On routine patrol, officials say Pittsburgh police spotted 

Johnson sitting on a wall along Belleau Drive. When they 

approached him, he reportedly took off and went into a 

nearby apartment building, locked himself inside and 

refused to come out. 

"They did send smoke into the building, into the 

apartment," said Cmdr. Degler. "They tried… to bring him 

out, to have him turn himself in and he declined to do that, 

and then they sent a canine dog in and that did not get him 

out and so then they did the third option, which was to 

throw the gas in the building and that did get him out." 

  Johnson is being held in the Allegheny County Jail and 

is facing multiple counts, including resisting arrest, fleeing 

and eluding charges and multiple felony warrants that were 

outstanding. 

  "We know that he has used guns in the past. He was 

wanted for carrying a firearm and he was successful 

captured after the SWAT units came up," Degler said. 

Extra officers were brought in for crowd control and no 

injuries were reported. 

http://kdka.com/local/Fineview.standoff.arrest.2.1732271.ht

ml 

 

10-06-04 Canada Gun registry fate may rest with NDP 

 NDP Leader Jack Layton holds the future of the 

controversial federal gun registry in his hands after the 

public safety committee voted Thursday to send Manitoba 

Conservative MP Candice Hoeppner's bill to kill it back to 

the House of Commons with a negative recommendation. 

Liberals and the Bloc Quebecois are expected to vote en 

masse against Hoeppner's private-member's bill in the 

Commons next week. 

  The Conservatives will support it, leaving the NDP to 

cast the deciding votes. 

Twelve of the 36 NDP MPs voted in favour of 

Hoeppner's bill on second reading. So did eight Liberals. 

Combined with the Conservative vote, that gave the bill a 

lifeline and pushed it through the committee stage. 

But since then, Liberal Leader Michael Ignatieff has 

decided to require all his MPs to vote to maintain the 

registry. The question is whether Layton will order his MPs 

to do the same. 

"All the pressure is on Mr. Layton and the NDP now," 

Liberal public safety critic Mark Holland said. 

Hoeppner agrees the NDP is the key to her bill's 

survival. 

"The only way it won't be killed is if I get some NDP 

support," she said Thursday. 

She expressed frustration over the turn of events and 

said she will be "challenging" the MPs who voted for her 

bill the first time to do so again. 

So the dozen NDP MPs who voted for the bill will be 

subjected to intense lobbying by their own party and the 

Conservatives. 

On Thursday, Layton's office said he was unavailable to 

comment. So far, Layton has given no indication what he 

will do but it is customary to allow MPs to vote freely on 

private member's bills. As well, the NDP has never required 

MPs to vote along party lines on a private member's bill. 

The Liberals contend this is really a government bill 

masquerading as a private member's bill, as Prime Minister 

Stephen Harper has promised to eliminate the gun registry. 

Hoeppner acknowledged the bill came from her because 

of the free vote allowed on private member's bills. 

  Hoeppner and the Conservatives argue NDP and 

Liberal MPs who vote to keep the gun registry will be 

defeated in the next election. 

  "MPs will be held accountable by their constituents," 

Hoeppner said. 

http://www.edmontonjournal.com/news/registry+fate+rest+

with/3111111/story.html 

 

10-06-04 California Assembly approves bill to expand 

rifle record-keeping 

California would keep a permanent record of anyone 

buying a shotgun or rifle under legislation passed Thursday 

by the Assembly. 

The measure would expand state law by adding long-gun 

buyers to a state Justice Department database that currently 

can identify only handgun purchasers. 

Opponents contend the bill is the latest in a long line of 

bureaucratic hurdles designed to discourage gun ownership. 

"It's none of government's flippin' business what guns I 

own, or why I own them," said Sam Paredes, executive 

director of Gun Owners of California. 

But supporters of Assembly Bill 1810 claim it will help 

police officers track long guns at emergency or crime 

scenes, and it could help identify felons who own them 

illegally.  

"It will make your community safer, and make officers 

safer," said Juliet Leftwich of Legal Community Against 

Violence, which co-sponsored the bill. 

AB 1810 now goes to the Senate after passing the 

Assembly, 43-29, with no Republican support. Gov. Arnold 

Schwarzenegger has taken no position. 
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The bill would not alter existing requirements that 

buyers of handguns or long guns abide by a 10-day waiting 

period, undergo a criminal background check and provide a 

fingerprint or thumbprint. 

Though purchasing requirements are much the same for 

either type of firearm, record retention is not. Personal and 

sales information on handgun sales are kept in the state's 

database. AB 1810 would require similar retention of long-

gun records, beginning in July 2012. 

The bill would apply to new purchases of long guns, and 

to those obtained from family members or brought into 

California by new residents. 

Assemblyman Mike Feuer, D-Los Angeles, said his bill 

would create consistency in record keeping and provide 

valuable new information to police without demanding more 

personal information than currently is required for handgun 

sales. 

Californians purchased more rifles and shotguns last 

year than they did handguns – 253,296 to 225,000, 

respectively, according to state records cited by Feuer. 

The bill does not call for a fee hike on rifle or shotgun 

purchases, but Paredes said any increase in record keeping 

is bound to require more labor and higher costs in years to 

come. 

Bill Berryhill, R-Ceres, said the measure would not 

make communities safer because only law-abiding citizens 

would be affected by it. 

"Criminals do not register their guns," he said. 

Assemblyman Curt Hagman, R-Chino Hills, said the 

measure represents an attack on the constitutional right to 

bear arms. 

"We're systematically taking away the Second 

Amendment in California," he said. 

Implementing AB 1810 would cost about $400,000 to 

buy computer software and could raise state prison costs, 

perhaps by more than $150,000 annually, if more felons are 

identified and arrested for illegal firearms possession, 

according to the Assembly Appropriations Commission. 

Violations of AB 1810 by gun dealers conceivably could 

result in minor additional expense to local law enforcement, 

although fine revenue could help offset such losses, the 

analysis said. 

  Supporters of AB 1810 include California chapters of 

the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, Los Angeles 

County Sheriff Lee Baca and more than a dozen police 

chiefs statewide.  

http://www.fresnobee.com/2010/06/04/1956957/california-

assembly-approves-bill.html 

 

10-06-03 Past massacres tightened UK gun laws 

London, England (CNN) -- The shooting spree by taxi 

driver Derrick Bird across Cumbria, northern England has 

brought painful reminders of other mass shootings in the 

UK. 

The UK already has some of the toughest gun control 

laws in the world, introduced in the wake of two infamous 

UK mass shootings. 

In 1987, Michael Ryan, 27, killed 16 people in the 

southern English town of Hungerford, Berkshire, as he went 

on the rampage for several hours armed with a pistol, a 

hand grenade and an automatic rifle. 

Among Ryan's victims were his mother, a policeman 

who tried to stop him and a woman who was picnicking in a 

nearby wood with her two children. Ryan, who wore combat 

fatigues while he carried out the massacre, was eventually 

tracked down to an unoccupied college building, where he 

shot himself. 

The UK government introduced new legislation 

following the massacre under the Firearms (Amendment) 

Act of 1988, making it registration mandatory for owning 

shotguns and banning semi-automatic and pump-action 

weapons. 

Nine years later Thomas Hamilton, a former Scout 

leader, entered a school gym in the small Scottish town of 

Dunblane, Scotland. He opened fire on a group of five- and 

six-year children, killing 16 pupils and their teacher before 

killing himself. 

In 1997 legislation banned all pistols in the UK. 

Additionally after both Hungerford and Dunblane there 

were firearm amnesties across the UK, resulting in the 

surrender of thousands of firearms and rounds of 

ammunition. 

Anyone wanting to legally own a gun in the UK now has 

to hold a license. 

Police interview applicants who must disclose criminal 

convictions and explain why s/he wants a firearm. Checks 

are also made with the applicant's doctor -- sometimes to 

make sure the doctor does not have concerns about the 

applicant owning a weapon -- and sometimes independent 

medical advice can be sought. 

Calls for gun control in the UK are at their fiercest 

following mass shootings such as Hungerford, Dunblane 

and now Cumbria. 

Did you see anything? Send us photos, images 

During the recent UK election, however, gun control 

barely figured amid the literature of the main political 

parties. 

The then Labour government said that: "Homicides are 

at the lowest level for a decade -- gun murders are at their 

lowest for 20 years, and our gun laws are among the 

toughest in the world." 

Meanwhile the Liberal Democrats, now members of the 

governing coalition, asked that hospitals share information 

on firearms injuries with police so that they could target 

appropriate geographical areas. 

Many holders of gun licenses are often affiliated to rural 

sports organizations. 
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In a statement on its website the British Association for 

Shooting and Conservation (BASC) -- which had its origins 

in the sport of wildfowling -- expressed its "deep shock" at 

shootings in Cumbria. 

Simon Clarke, spokesman for the organization, said it 

was too early to comment on the shootings in Cumbria but 

added: "Britain's firearms licensing system is amongst the 

toughest in the world and includes numerous safety and 

medical checks and balances. 

"The UK has a well-worked approach to draw all 

possible lessons from any such event and we will co-operate 

fully where our expertise is appropriate." 

http://edition.cnn.com/2010/WORLD/europe/06/02/uk.engl

and.gun.control/index.html?hpt=C2 

 

10-06-03 Chicago Resident escapes charges despite city's 

handgun ban 

A drug suspect fleeing Chicago police chose the wrong 

home to break into Thursday on the West Side. A resident 

inside with a handgun wounded the intruder, authorities 

said. 

While the wounded suspect was hospitalized and later 

charged, police declined to seek criminal charges against the 

27-year-old South Austin resident with the gun, despite the 

city's decades-old handgun ban. 

It was the second time in a week that police didn't seek 

charges against a city resident apparently using a gun in self 

defense. The man in Thursday's shooting had a valid firearm 

owner's identification card, but also a misdemeanor 

conviction for unlawful use of a weapon. 

Police said they pulled over the drug suspect, Aaron 

Marshall, for a traffic violation shortly after midnight in the 

300 block of North Pine Street when he jumped from his car 

and ran from the scene. Marshall, 26, a felon with a long 

criminal history, dropped a large quantity of narcotics as he 

ran from police, said Officer Laura Kubiak, a police 

spokeswoman. 

Marshall ran two blocks north, coming to a gated home 

in the 300 block of North Long Avenue. When the suspect 

crashed through the home's front window, police said a 

resident, fearing for his safety, shot Marshall in the chest. 

Marshall, of the 5400 block of West Monroe Street, was 

taken to Mount SinaiHospital, where his condition was 

stabilized, officials said. He is charged with criminal 

trespass, drug possession and two traffic citations, Kubiak 

said. 

Marshall's criminal background includes a felony drug 

conviction in 2009 and a 2007 conviction for felony 

aggravated unlawful use of a weapon, court records show. 

The resident, who cares for an elderly relative, declined 

to comment later in the day. Court records show that the 

resident pleaded guilty in 2002 to a misdemeanor weapons 

charge for possessing a 12-gauge shotgun. 

On May 26, an 80-year-old Army veteran fatally shot a 

man police said tried to break into the victim's East Garfield 

Park home. In both cases, police have declined to seek 

charges. 

 A department spokesman did not respond Thursday to 

questions regarding those decisions. 

http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2...ban-possession 

 

10-06-03 UK gun restrictions 'too complex' 

A former firearms licensing officer says that the UK's 

firearms restrictions are "too complex", creating a lot of 

extra work for the police.  

Mike Eveleigh told the Today programme that although 

the rules are "the firmest ones in Europe" but there are still 

"a lot of guns out there" legally held for many years.  

 Lord Mackenzie, a former head of the Police 

Superintendents Association (PSA), told Today presenter 

John Humphrys that "it's difficult to decide who should have 

a shotgun and who shouldn't". He added that it was difficult 

for the police to be able to pick up on people in charge of a 

firearm who "could be perfectly stable but then become 

unstable".  

Listen to audio file on link. 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/today/hi/today/newsid_8719000/8719

513.stm 

 

10-06-03 Gun control and ownership laws in the UK 

Derrick Bird, who shot dead 12 people in Cumbria, held 

a firearms licence for 20 years, it has emerged.  

 Cumbria Police said the taxi driver had a shotgun 

certificate and a firearms licence for weapons, and he is 

understood to have been a licensed firearms holder since the 

age of 32.  

Deputy Chief Constable Stuart Hyde said the two 

weapons they had recovered from Bird, a shotgun and a 

rifle, appeared similar to those described on the licences, but 

that officers would need to perform a detailed forensic 

examination to confirm this.  

The UK has some of the toughest gun control laws in the 

world. If you want to own a gun, it is very difficult to do so.  

 In the United States, you can declare that it is your 

constitutional right to bear arms. But in the UK, you need to 

spend hours filling in paperwork and proving to police 

officers that you are not a danger to society.  

 The system is administered by police forces in each part 

of the UK and in England, Scotland and Wales there are 

separate licences for shotguns and for other firearms.  

FIREARM STATISTICS 2008-09 

In 2008-09 firearms were involved in 0.3% or 1 in every 

330 crimes recorded by police in England and Wales  

Firearms were used in 14,250 recorded crimes in 2008-

09, an 18% decrease on 2007-08, and the fifth consecutive 

annual fall  
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Excluding air weapons, firearm offences decreased by 

17% to 8,208  

Handguns were used in 4,275 offences during 2008-09, 

a rise of 2% on 2007-08  

There was a large fall in the use of imitation weapons, 

which fell by 41% to 1,511  

Overall, firearm offences involving any type of injury 

were down by 41% in 2008-09, from 4,164 in 2007-08 to 

2,458  

There were 39 fatal injuries from crimes involving 

firearms in 2008-09, the lowest recorded by the police in 20 

years  

Source: Home Office  

Without getting too technical, a shotgun is a weapon 

with a smooth bore that usually fires no more than two 

cartridges before reloading. In essence, it is the kind of long-

barrelled weapon you would being carried by a farmer or 

gamekeeper. A firearm is any other kind of legal gun that 

fires bullets, including rifles.  

According to the most recent figures for England and 

Wales, there are 138,728 people certificated to hold 

firearms and they own 435,383 weapons. There are 574,946 

shotgun certificates which cover 1.4 million shotguns.  

Statistics for Scotland show that 70,839 firearms were 

held by 26,072 certificate holders at the end of last year. 

Some 50,000 people in Scotland are certificated to hold 

shotguns - and 137,768 weapons are covered by that 

scheme.  

Police chiefs can revoke certificates if they conclude that 

the holder can no longer be trusted. In 2008-09, almost 

1,300 certificates were revoked.  

In Cumbria, there are 9,868 shotgun certificates 

covering 22,476 shotguns, figures which are broadly similar 

to those in other rural counties. Of the 370 new applications 

between 2008 and 2009, two were refused. Seven licences 

were revoked.  

  Getting a licence  

 Getting a licence is a long and complicated business. 

Every stage of the process is designed to reduce the 

likelihood of a gun falling into the wrong hands. It starts 

with an application form which asks specific questions 

about why the individual wants a gun, telling them they 

need to show "good reason".  

QUESTION FOR REFEREE 

 Do you have any knowledge of any significant 

difficulties the applicant has in relationships with his or her 

immediate family... given that a firearm or ammunition may 

be available in the household? 

Standard question that appears on firearms application 

forms  

The criteria are tougher for firearms than shotguns 

because weapons that fire bullets must only be used for 

specific purposes in specific places. These would include 

deer stalking or sports shooting on an approved range.  

 In contrast, shotguns tend to be used in more general 

rural circumstances, such as by farmers who are protecting 

livestock from foxes.  

Independent referees provide character statements in 

which they are expected to answer in detail about the 

applicant's mental state, home life and attitude towards 

guns.  

Those statements are passed confidentially to the police 

and are not seen by the applicant.  

 Police will check the Police National Computer for a 

criminal record and local intelligence systems. They'll speak 

to the applicant's GP for evidence of alcoholism, drug abuse 

or signs of personality disorder. Social services may be 

asked for any records of family problems - and counter-

terrorism or special branch officers might be given a a call 

too.  

Finally, senior officers will only approve an application 

if the prospective certificate holder has a secure location for 

the weapons, such as a gun cabinet. Each certificate is valid 

for five years.  

 'Piecemeal laws'  

Simon Clarke from the British Association of Shooting 

and Conservation says that whatever the merits of the 

certificate system, the wider law around gun control has 

never been properly thought through in the UK and is really 

complicated, even for experienced firearms licensing 

officers.  

"The legislation has built up piecemeal since 1920 when 

they were worried about soldiers who had returned from 

World War I and the revolutionary fervour [of the times]," 

he said. "Since then, it's been quite reactive."  

The 1920 Firearms Act introduced registration and gave 

chief constables the power to refuse licences. The rules were 

tightened 7 years later with a ban on the fully automatic 

weapons of the day. In the 1960s, Parliament ordered the 

control of shotguns and consolidated all the measures to 

date in one major act.  

But the two most important laws came in the wake of 

two national tragedies.  

Gun conversions  

Michael Ryan's massacre of 16 people in Hungerford in 

1987 led to the banning of all modern semi-automatic rifles, 

the range of guns that can be fired rapidly without needing 

to be reloaded.  

Continue reading the main story  

Yesterday's killings will prompt a debate about our 

country's gun laws, that is understandable and indeed it is 

right and proper 

 Home Secretary Theresa May Government 'to lead' 

guns debate  

 Nine years later, Thomas Hamilton killed 16 

schoolchildren and their teacher when he opened fire at a 

school in Dunblane. Parliament banned all handguns and 
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there is now a mandatory five-year jail sentence for 

possession.  

There are also laws banning the sale or manufacture of 

realistic imitation firearms because police say criminals 

know how to convert them into guns that can fire live 

ammunition.  

The most recent restrictions in 2006 angered many gun 

enthusiasts, including historians and collectors, who said 

that it criminalised people with an entirely lawful interest in 

firearms. The law allows people to hold imitation weapons 

for specific purposes, such as re-enactments - the 

enthusiasts say the law has been drawn far too tightly.  

But criminal conversion of fake guns concerns many 

senior police officers. The latest gun to be banned is the 

Olympic .380 BBM revolver, a cheap blank-firing pistol 

held aloft by officials who start races at sporting events.  

Police say it has become popular among criminals in 

London because they have worked out how to convert it into 

a real gun. The amnesty to hand them in ends on 4 June.  

Police figures show that there were 39 firearms-related 

deaths in 2008-09 and that seven of these involved a 

shotgun. That total was the lowest recorded by the police in 

20 years. Guns play a role in just 0.3% of all recorded 

crimes - one in every 330 incidents. 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/england/10220974.stm 

 

10-06-03 One killed in S. Phila semiautomatic rifle attack 

Police are looking for two men who opened fire with 

semiautomatic rifles on a South Philadelphia street early 

today, killing a man. 

The shooting erupted on the 1200 block of South 21st 

Street in the Point Breeze section about 3:10 a.m., police 

said. 

Witnesses told police two men armed with rifles ran out 

from Titan Street and then opened fire on a man standing 

with a group of people. 

The victim, who was in his early 20s, fled, but was hit in 

the leg, chest and back. 

He was taken in critical condition to the Hospital of 

University of Pennsylvania, but doctors could not save him 

and he died at 4:48 a.m., police said. 

The crime scene was still littered with shell casings 

hours later. 

Police have not disclosed a possible motive. 

The slaying was one of two overnight in the city. 

Earlier, officers on patrol before 10 p.m. Wednesday 

heard three gunshots and saw a crowd running from the 

1600 block of West York Street in North Philadelphia, 

police said. 

On the street they found Kareem Shaw, 19, a resident of 

the block, with a gunshot wound to the back. 

Shaw was taken Temple University Hospital, where he 

died at 10:10 p.m., police said. 

Despite the apparent number of possible witnesses, 

police said they have no motive or suspect in the shooting. 

http://www.philly.com/philly/news/br...in_Phila_.html 

 

10-06-03 Authorities investigate blast at Ore. bullet plant 

BEND, Ore. - Authorities are investigating the cause of 

an explosion that leveled part of a bullet-manufacturing 

plant in Bend, Ore., shaking the ground and rattling 

windows several blocks away. 

The blast happened Wednesday at the Nosler Inc. plant, 

which makes hunting ammunition. 

Authorities say the plant's employees evacuated minutes 

before the explosion, after a worker saw smoke and pulled a 

fire alarm. No injuries were reported, but at least one 

worker's car was buried in debris. 

KTVZ-TV reports that witnesses say the blast happened 

in an ammunition testing area. 

Bend Fire Marshal Jeff Bond says the explosion and fire 

caused about 10 percent of the 80,000-square-foot building 

to collapse. He says an extensive investigation will be 

conducted by the fire department, law enforcement agencies, 

and the federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosiv 

http://www.philly.com/philly/wires/ap/news/nation_world/9

5485479.html#axzz0q6vJmRd0 

 

10-06-02 Guns and Crime in Chicago 

The Chicago gun debate finally shows signs of changing. 

With the Supreme Court’s decision on the city’s gun ban 

imminent, people might be beginning to understand that gun 

bans don’t stop criminals from getting guns. 

At a press conference two weeks ago, Mick Dumke, a 

reporter from the liberal Chicago Reader, asked Mayor 

Richard Daley what should have been an obvious question: 

“Since guns are readily available in Chicago even with a 

ban in place, do you really think it’s been effective?” 

Daley’s response wasn’t very helpful. Picking up a very old 

rifle with a bayonet that had been turned in during one of 

Chicago’s numerous gun buybacks, Daley blustered: “Oh, 

it's been very effective. If I put this up your butt, you’ll find 

out how effective it is. . . . This gun saved many lives — it 

could save your life.” 

Reporters greeted Daley’s outburst with a moment of 

stunned silence. But it wasn’t Daley’s answer that was 

important. The novelty is that a reporter actually questioned 

Daley on whether the gun ban had failed. 

Even mainstream television news is questioning the gun 

ban. Take this report last week from Chicago’s CBS-TV: 

They are law-abiding citizens in Chicago, but they are so 

worried about their own safety, they say they might have to 

break the law. The last straw was the death of Chicago 

Police officer Thomas Wortham IV last week. That has 

some African-American families in Chicago considering 

doing something they never would have done before: carry a 
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pistol. CBS 2’s Jim Williams reports he grew up among 

those families and he’s never [seen] anything like it. Many 

Chicagoans have been upset for some time about violence 

here, but Wortham’s murder has touched a raw nerve in the 

black community. Now some want to do more than simply 

call 911 or march for peace in the streets. They want their 

own gun.  

The very next day, many Chicago residents had found a 

new hero: an 80-year-old man, a Korean War veteran. The 

Chicago man found an armed robber, with a long criminal 

record, who had broken into his home at 5:22 a.m.: 

The intruder, armed with a pistol, came in through a rear 

window and ran up a rear staircase, banging on his locked 

door before running downstairs and being shot in a 

confrontation with the older man. The intruder shot first 

before the veteran fired back and killed him, the son said 

and police confirmed. “Evidently, he missed,” the son said 

of the intruder. “My father had no choice. It was him or the 

other guy.” 

A next-door neighbor stated what seems to have been the 

consensus among the neighbors who talked to the Sun 

Times: “It’s a good thing they had a gun, or they might be 

dead.” Yet the 80-year-old, who was robbed in a separate 

incident just a couple of months ago, has been left twisting 

in the wind while Chicago officials decide whether to 

prosecute him. They have already taken away his gun. 

Murder rates soared in D.C. and Chicago after their gun 

bans were put in place. As shown in the just released third 

edition of my book More Guns, Less Crime, before the late-

1982 ban, Chicago’s murder rate was falling relative to 

those in the nine other largest cities, the 50 largest cities, the 

five counties that border Cook County (in which the city is 

located), and the U.S. as a whole. After the ban, Chicago’s 

murder rate rose relative to all these other places. Compared 

with the 50 most populous cities, Chicago’s murder rate 

went from equaling the average for the other cities in 1982, 

to exceeding their average murder rate by 32 percent in 

1992, to exceeding their average by 68 percent in 2002. 

  Chicagoans might not know that every place in the 

world that has banned guns that we have crime data for has 

also experienced an increase in murder rates, but they do 

know that Chicago’s ban hasn’t worked. 

http://article.nationalreview.com/435304/guns-and-crime-

in-chicago/john-r-lott-jr 

 

10-06-01 Photos released from Turkey Hill robbery, 

shooting 

POTTSGROVE, Pa. - June 1, 2010 (WPVI) -- Police 

are investigating an early morning armed robbery shooting 

at a Turkey Hill Minimart in Montgomery County.  

Investigators say it happened around 4:40 on Tuesday 

morning inside the store located at 3051 East High Street in 

Lower Pottsgrove.  

According to police, two men entered the store 

demanding money orders from the 74-year-old store clerk. 

One of suspects then went behind the counter, produced a 

silver revolver handgun and fired at least two shots, striking 

the clerk twice in the leg.  

The men removed money orders from the counter area 

along with other merchandise before fleeing the store.  

Customers who came in the store shortly after the 

robbery called 9-1-1 after finding the victim wounded on the 

floor.  

The clerk was transported by helicopter to Reading 

Hospital and trauma center where he underwent surgery. 

There is no further information on the victim or his 

condition at this time.  

 The suspects are described as follows: The first suspect 

was a dark skin black male about 6 ft tall, wearing a brown 

color hooded sweatshirt, blue jeans, white t-shirt, white 

sneakers and possessed a silver handgun. The second 

suspect was a light skin black male, about 5'8" or 5'9" tall 

with white short hair, wearing light color cargo style pants 

and a white t-shirt.  

Anyone with information is urged to contact Lower 

Pottsgrove Township police at (610) 326-1508.  

Investigators say the men were also responsible for the 

robbery of a Turkey Hill store in Coatesville, Pa. about two 

hours earlier. 

http://abclocal.go.com/wpvi/story?section=news/local&id=7

471967 

 

10-06-01 Dan Thomasson: Okay then, just sell guns to 

terrorists 

WASHINGTON — It is probably time to remove all 

restrictions on the sale and distribution of firearms — to let 

anyone who has the price and wants to buy an assault rifle 

to a peashooter to have at it. If you can't stop those who the 

government says may be terrorists from purchasing their 

weapon of choice, what's the use of pretending this is a 

civilized nation? 

The Supreme Court decided in its wisdom — at least 

five of its nine members did — that individual gun 

ownership is a sacred right guaranteed by the Constitution's 

Second Amendment. All the whining and sputtering by guys 

like New York Mayor MichaelBloomberg about firearm 

violence is just so much worthless chatter that won't 

produce anything from a deaf Congress whose hearing has 

been impaired by the constant barrage of the National Rifle 

Association close to their ears and wallets. Does Bloomberg 

think he is running Dodge City or Abilene or Hays where 

one had to check his firearm at the city limits? 

Besides, even if the Supremes hadn't ruled against them, 

the anti-gun folks don't seem to have the stomach for a 

pitched battle in the name of sanity despite the fact they 

probably outnumber the "don't take my pistol away from 

me" crowd by a wide margin. So Bloomie and pals should 
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just stay out of Washington when it comes to lobbying for a 

law that would make it tough for a potential terrorist to 

legally acquire an arsenal in case his bomb misfired. 

It has now been decided that guns of all kind can be 

carried with us when visiting the nation's parks, saloons and 

outside public arenas where politicians are holding forth, 

including the president of the United States on whose safety 

we spend a fortune. Soon all those signs that prohibit 

firearms near a school or other vulnerable institutions must 

come down. The laws that are supposed to keep weapons 

out of the hands of mental patients and felons are practically 

useless. 

In the nation's capital recently, a moron and his pals 

gunned down a small, peaceful gathering of their fellow 

citizens because they believed someone had taken a 

worthless bracelet. Not long after that, a promising young 

government intern had his tires slashed because he wouldn't 

give a ride to a neighborhood defective and his girl. When 

the intern complained he was chased into a woods and 

summarily executed. There is speculation that if the intern 

had been packing he might have killed the other person first, 

and whoever else might have been around to catch a stray 

bullet. But this kid was a law-abiding straight arrow who 

didn't understand his own Second Amendment privileges. 

 Someone noted the other day that Congress, which has 

been bought and paid for by the gun industry, has no 

problem with those considered terrorist risks being put on a 

"no-fly" list but objects violently to a "no-buy" gun policy 

for those who might do us harm. It seems rather an 

anomaly, does it not? But the explanation from those for 

whom weapon freedom is a religion is that the no-fly list has 

tens of thousands of names, a huge number that are there by 

some mistake. What this has to do with guns, I'll never 

understand. 

But then it is not necessary for me to. What I do 

understand is that the attempt to curtail the traffic in 

battlefield weapons and Saturday night specials is as futile 

as that effort to protect us from the importation and sale of 

drugs, which by the way, is fueled by the unimpeded 

movement of firearms. Why then pretend we care about any 

of this? Just go about our business and take a few 

precautions, including trying not to get into any sort of 

verbal altercation not only with people you don't know but 

also maybe your next door neighbor like a poor soul around 

here the other day whose across-the-street adversary blew 

him away after a squabble over their yards. 

The next step in all this should be to reinstitute duels and 

shootouts and just forget about it. We certainly shouldn't 

worry about terrorists. 

http://www.poconorecord.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/2

0100601/NEWS04/6010313 

 

10-06-01 Philippine Groups to launch movement vs gun 

ban extension 

MANILA, Philippines - Various groups are set to make 

a strong stand against the plan of the Philippine National 

Police (PNP) to extend the implementation of the existing 

nationwide gun ban, which will end on June 9. 

Professionals from various sectors of society will launch 

today the A2S5 or the Article 2 Section 5 Coalition, which 

derives its name from a clause in the Constitution that states 

that “the maintenance of peace and order, the protection of 

life, liberty, and property, and promotion of the general 

welfare are essential for the enjoyment by all the people of 

the blessings of democracy.” 

The group said this clause means they have the right to 

carry firearms for self-protection. 

“Let us defend our right to protect ourselves,” said the 

group in its invitation for the launch, which will be held at 9 

a.m. today at the Club Filipino in San Juan. 

The group maintained that making the gun ban 

permanent would only affect gun owners while lawless 

elements continue to carry firearms and commit crimes. 

The PNP set on June 4 the 2nd National Gun Control 

Summit to determine whether or not to extend the 

nationwide gun ban, which was imposed by the Commission 

on Elections (Comelec) in connection with the May 10 

national and local elections. 

Earlier, PNP chief Director General Jesus Verzosa 

clarified that the summit would push not total gun ban but 

only the effective gun control program. 

“One of the hot topics is gun control, many are skeptical 

and afraid. It’s actually not a total gun ban but an effective 

gun control program… we will be transparent with this,” he 

said. 

PNP spokesman Chief Superintendent Leonardo Espina 

said all the issues concerning the gun control program – for 

and against – will be tackled during the summit. 

According to PNP data, 97 percent of crimes were 

committed with the use of loose firearms. 

In his article “Musing of a gun aficionado” published in 

The STAR, Emmanuel Florendo said in the United States, 

48 states have passed laws allowing their law-abiding 

citizens to carry guns concealed on the streets for self-

protection. 

 “Less than one percent of licensed guns are actually 

involved in crime incidents. In fact, most of the violent 

incidents with guns utilize loose firearms,” he said. 

Florendo said “the ratio of the police to citizens has 

deteriorated, therefore the right to self defense has become 

more important.”   

http://www.philstar.com/Article.aspx?articleId=580254&pu

blicationSubCategoryId=65 

 

10-05-31 Backpacker shoots, kills grizzly in Alaska park 

ANCHORAGE, Alaska — A backpacker shot and killed 

a grizzly bear with his handgun in Alaska's Denali National 

Park, officials said 
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A man and woman reported that they were hiking Friday 

evening when the bear emerged from trailside brush and 

charged the woman, park spokeswoman Kris Fister said in a 

statement. 

The man fired nine rounds from his .45 caliber, 

semiautomatic pistol at the animal, which then stopped and 

walked into the brush. 

The two reported the shooting to rangers, who restricted 

access to the Igloo Canyon area for fear that the bear was 

wounded and dangerous. 

On Saturday, rangers found the dead bear about 100 feet 

from the shooting site. 

Park officials are determining the justification for the 

shooting. It's legal to carry firearms in that area of the park 

but illegal to discharge them. 

Rangers said it was the first known instance of a grizzly 

bear being shot by a visitor in the wilderness portion of 

Denali, formerly called Mount McKinley National Park. 

http://www.ajc.com/news/nation-world/backpacker-shoots-

kills-grizzly-538666.html\ 

 

10-05-31 EU seeks to tackle civilian firearms trade 

The European Commission has proposed legislation to 

combat the illegal trade in firearms for civilian use through 

better tracing of weapons and ammunition to non-EU 

nations. 

EU Interior Affairs Commissioner Cecilia Malmstrom 

said Monday the bill would give law enforcement authorities 

a better handle on the movement of firearms in and out of 

the EU. 

  It is based on the notion that firearms must not be 

shipped to any non-EU nation without its consent or through 

countries that have not authorized it. 

The bill would provide for licenses letting authorities 

trace firearms to the country of origin and destination, and 

they will also show the final recipient and the shipper and 

ban exports by anyone with an illegal arms trade record. 

http://www.businessweek.com/ap/financialnews/D9G1TIV8

0.htm 

 

10-05-31 Townships, boroughs modify gun laws 

Carrying firearms in parks not illegal 

When a Lebanon soccer mom wore a holstered handgun 

to her daughter's soccer game in 2008, it raised a firestorm 

of debate over the rights of individuals to bear arms in 

public spaces.  

Now, some Lancaster County municipalities are revising 

local ordinances to allow — or, at least, not specifically 

forbid — guns on municipal property. 

"The Constitution is still the law of the land," said David 

Dumeyer, chairman of West Hempfield Township 

supervisors. 

Some municipalities have already amended ordinances to 

prohibit the discharge, but not the possession, of firearms in 

public parks, according to Josele Cleary, a solicitor with 

Morgan Hallgren Crosswell & Kane. 

"It's not something that … the boards of supervisors 

necessarily want to do," Cleary said. "None of my clients 

have said they want to amend their ordinances. They're 

responding to a complaint and a legal analysis." 

Municipalities lately have been challenged on existing 

gun bans, she said. She is not aware if the challenges stem 

from individuals or organizations such as the NRA. 

The argument, Cleary said, is that "the provisions of 

their ordinances prohibiting the possession of firearms on 

municipal property violates the Uniform Firearms Act as 

enacted by the state Legislature." 

The state UFA reserves the right to regulate firearms, 

giving municipalities little room to disagree. 

"Even though it seems perfectly logical and reasonable 

that you don't want guns at soccer fields with children, the 

Uniform Firearms Act limits what municipalities can do," 

Cleary said. 

The UFA defines the state's authority as set forth in the 

Pennsylvania Constitution, which states "the right of the 

citizens to bear arms in defense of themselves and the State 

shall not be questioned." That provision, last amended in 

1874, has remained largely unchanged since it was first 

ratified in 1776 — 11 years before the U.S. Constitution 

was drafted. 

The Second Amendment in the Bill of Rights, which was 

attached to the U.S. Constitution in 1791, states that the 

right of citizens "to keep and bear arms shall not be 

infringed." 

Meleanie Hain, the gun-toting soccer mom in Lebanon 

County, had her license to carry revoked by a county sheriff 

after the incident. Her license subsequently was reinstated 

by a county judge. 

Hain was embroiled in a lawsuit against the sheriff when 

she was shot and killed by her husband in October 2009. 

  West Hempfield supervisors adopted a revised 

ordinance on May 4, township manager Ron Youtz said 

Thursday. 

Opinions on the matter varied among supervisors, he 

said, depending on each member's view on gun rights. 

  "We don't necessarily want people with firearms in our 

parks," Youtz said. "But we can't regulate that, as we found 

out." 

Mount Joy Township administrator Casey Kraus said 

the board there is "taking the same stance as West 

Hempfield. 

"Our insurance carrier was contacted, and we read all of 

the court cases that say if you have a concealed weapons 

permit in Pennsylvania, we cannot restrict you from 

carrying it," Kraus said. 

"We really can't restrict people from carrying (a gun) in 

township parks. We can restrict them from discharging a 

weapon. You can't go out and plink tin cans or shoot birds 
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or anything like that. You can't fire a gun unless it's in self-

defense." 

In East Hempfield Township, manager Robert Krimmel 

said a firearms amendment is something "we're going to 

have to do." 

The inconsistency with state law was pointed out to 

township officials and they are acting to correct it, he said. 

"I turned it over to our solicitor," Krimmel said. "We 

should have it up before supervisors within 60 days." 

East Lampeter Township manager Ralph Hutchison said 

supervisors there, too, are dealing with the issue. 

"We haven't amended our ordinance yet, but we intend 

to," he said. 

"Obviously, we're talking about licensed weapons. As 

long as you have a permit to carry, you can. We just won't 

allow you to fire it." 

http://articles.lancasteronline.com/local/4/256976 

 

10-05-29  All new air guns to be licensed in Scotland 

Air guns are finally to be licensed in Scotland under a 

new pilot announced by ministers yesterday. 

Kenny MacAskill, the Justice Secretary, told the annual 

conference of the Association of Scottish Police 

Superintendents in Dunblane that new air rifles or pistols 

would be subject to a licensing scheme. 

Firearms have traditionally been a reserved matter, but 

the Scottish Government has pushed for years for the power 

to tighten regulations on the issue. 

The recent Calman Commission recommended that the 

powers on air weapons be transferred to the Scottish 

Parliament and the new UK Government has said it will 

implement the recommendations in full.  

The move follows the death of two-year-old Andrew 

Morton, killed five years ago with an airgun pellet shot by 

Mark Bonini, 27, in Glasgow’s east end.  

Three Scots have died and more than 1100 have been 

injured by airguns in the last 10 years. 

Bonini was jailed for at least 13 years and since then UK 

legislation on air weapons has been tightened. The minimum 

age for owning an airgun has risen from 17 to 18, mail-

order sales have been banned and all retailers must now be 

registered. 

However, Scottish ministers and police believe Scotland 

still needs to do more to tackle the country’s problems with 

air weapons. 

MacAskill said: “We will establish a Scottish Firearms 

Consultative Panel. One of the objectives of the panel will 

be to look at establishing a pilot licensing scheme for air 

weapons. This will enable us to test the practicalities of air 

weapon licensing. 

“It will also test whether or not a licensing system can 

operate effectively without wider reform of the firearms 

legislation.  

“While our primary concern is for public safety, we are 

clear that any licensing system must be workable for the 

police and all involved.  

“This includes looking at the funding issues. We will 

work closely with the Consultative Panel to ensure this is 

the case.  

“We have a problem with air weapons in Scotland that 

needs to be tackled. The pilot will be for new sales of air 

weapons rather than those languishing in people’s lofts.” 

MacAskill’s previous call for a summit aimed at 

reforming gun legislation was rejected by former Home 

Secretary Jacqui Smith, who said it was “not timely” and 

repeated requests for airgun licensing to be devolved were 

rebutted by the previous UK Government. 

MacAskill yesterday also announced £300,000 in 

funding for police forces to roll out the Tayside pilot project 

allowing, in specific cases where a risk was posed to 

children, the disclosure of sex offender details.  

And he said he would look at concerns raised by the 

superintendents about the need to increase the traditional 

six-hour detention period for suspects if they were unable to 

be questioned due to drink or drugs. 

In relation to calls for an extension to the six-hour 

detention period, MacAskill said: “It is in all of our interests 

to ensure that the police have at their disposal robust 

procedures which enable them to investigate crime 

effectively.  

“Where changes are needed, changes will be made. I do 

not view these matters as ideological but operational. If 

officers need powers on DNA, detention or whatever then 

we are happy to consider them and do what’s right.” 

MacAskill continued: “We are happy to look at this with 

the Crown and defence lawyers. 

“It is common sense that if someone is blind drunk they 

are not capable of being interviewed. There is something 

perverse about the idea of someone sobering up after five 

hours 55 minutes and then being released. The obligation of 

government is to try to find a solution and that is what we 

will seek to do.” 

http://www.heraldscotland.com/news/politics/all-new-air-

guns-to-be-licensed-1.1031252 

 

10-05-29 Hospital uses armed man in unannounced drill 

Test of security procedures results in frightening 

moments 

How’s this for an ill-conceived emergency preparedness 

drill? An off-duty cop pretending to be a terrorist stormed 

into a hospital intensive care unit brandishing a handgun, 

which he pointed at nurses while herding them down a 

corridor and into a room. 

There, after harrowing moments, he explained that the 

whole caper was a training exercise. 
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The staff at St. Rose Dominican Hospitals-Siena 

Campus, where the incident took place Monday morning, 

found the exercise more traumatizing than instructive. 

Hospital employees would have been justified in 

fearing for their lives. 

Just last year, Henderson police shot and killed an 

armed, hostile man in the emergency room. So it would 

make sense that security and emergency preparedness have 

been a focus at the hospital. 

But in Monday’s incident, which occurred in a unit that 

houses the hospital’s sickest patients, nurses, patients and 

their families did not know it was a drill, said Renee Ruiz, 

organizer of the California Nurses Association, which 

represents staff at the hospital. 

“There are significant safety issues here,” Ruiz said. 

“We would never condone a drill like this. We put the safety 

of the patients and nurses and hospital staff first and 

foremost.” 

Ruiz said the union is investigating the incident. Many 

people saw the gunman, she said, and the union is gathering 

statements and talking to hospital administrators. 

Andy North, director of public policy and external 

affairs for the hospital, apologized for any distress caused 

by the incident. There’s been an “ongoing effort to try and 

make (emergency preparedness drills) as realistic as 

possible,” he said, but the goal is not to scare or harm 

anyone. 

He said as many as 10 employees were involved in the 

incident and no one was hurt. The actor was from a local 

police department, North said. 

The staff was supposed to have been told in advance of 

the exercise, but there was a “disconnect,” North said. That 

won’t happen again, he said. 

State regulators who license hospitals said Friday the 

incident may warrant investigation, depending on whether 

patient care was compromised. 

http://www.lasvegassun.com/news/2010/may/29/hospital-

uses-armed-man-unannounced-drill/ 

 

10-05-28 McKeesport man cleared in Sutersville bar 

shooting 

A McKeesport man was found not guilty of attempted 

homicide and related charges Thursday by a Westmoreland 

County jury in a shooting that left two men wounded at a 

Sutersville bar. 

Michael Rohaley, 48, was on trial for shooting Brian 

Johnston and Bobby Crosby during a brawl at Sheree's 

Tavern on April 22, 2008. Johnston, 25, of Maine was hit 

three times, once in the stomach and twice in the left 

shoulder. Crosby, of Smithton, suffered a minor wound in 

the shoulder. 

Crosby, who is black, and Johnston claimed the 

confrontation was racial, but Rohaley testified that a group 

of men were causing trouble and that he shot at them in self-

defense. 

Rohaley also was acquitted of three counts of aggravated 

assault, two counts of simple assault and two counts of 

recklessly endangering another person. 

In testimony yesterday, Rohaley said he was at Sheree's 

when stepbrothers Johnston and Crosby showed up with 

two friends. Rohaley said Johnston and Crosby started 

trouble about 15 minutes after entering the bar. He said 

Johnston asked the bartender if she "wanted to (expletive)" 

with his ring while holding his hand out in front of her, and 

Crosby threatened to "shank" Rohaley. He said the four men 

were "scouring the bar," looking for trouble. 

Rohaley said he heard bartender Penny Littleton tell the 

men to leave after one apparently said something to her 

daughter. He said the men refused, turning to the patrons 

and daring anyone to try to throw them out. Littleton then 

used pepper spray.  

"All hell broke loose at this point," Rohaley said. "It was 

complete chaos." 

The group of men, including Johnston and Crosby, were 

driven toward the door and pushed out by patrons. Rohaley 

said the men then started throwing large rocks through the 

door, striking Littleton in the head and hitting others. 

Rohaley said patrons inside the bar managed to get the 

door shut when the window and frame above the door were 

broken by what sounded like a shotgun blast. An arm came 

through the window wielding a knife and moving in a 

"slashing motion," Rohaley said. He said that person pulled 

his arm out, but a second arm came through and grabbed a 

patron by the side of the face and hair, lifting him up off the 

ground. 

"All I could picture was a knife coming over and 

slashing someone's throat," said Rohaley, who was holding 

back tears as he testified. 

At that point, Rohaley said he felt he had no choice but 

to draw his weapon, a .45-caliber Beretta semiautomatic, 

and fire through the door. 

"I had to make a choice of saving my life and other 

people's lives or having them get back in the building," 

Rohaley said. "(Had the men entered the building again) it 

could have been a bloodbath." 

In his closing statements to the jury, defense attorney 

Michael DeRiso said the physical evidence supported his 

client's case that the group of "thugs" outside the bar were 

looking to cause trouble, saying they had an "animal's 

mindset." 

"They wanted to get back in the bar and do as much 

damage as possible," DeRiso said. 

After the jury's verdict was read, Assistant District 

Attorney Allen Powanda said he felt Rohaley's decision to 

fire his weapon was unnecessary. 

"The individuals were on the outside of a locked door," 

he said. "Obviously, our contention is the use of force was 
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not necessary." 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsbu

rgh/s_683416.html 

 

10-05-28 FFA Alaska - 8th state to feds: Step away from 

our guns 

 Alaska has become the eighth state to declare that 

firearms made, sold and owned in the state are beyond the 

reach of the federal bureaucrats along the Potomac, with 

Gov. Sean Parnell's signature on the plan today.  

"The Alaska Firearms Freedom Act frees Alaskans from 

overly bureaucratic and restrictive federal firearm 

regulation, and allows our state to assume the responsibility 

for regulation," said Rep. Mike Kelly, the lead sponsor on 

the plan endorsed by lawmakers in the recently closed 

session of the Alaska Legislature.  

"The Interstate Commerce Clause is used by the federal 

government to regulate firearms that cross state borders. 

The Alaska Firearms Freedom Act makes it clear that 

Alaskans will be responsible for firearms that are made in 

Alaska, for use in Alaska, and have 'Made in Alaska' 

stamped on them.  

"Outdoorsmen, hunters and all Alaskans defending and 

feeding their families, and protecting their property, should 

welcome this new law," he said.  

The law also requires the state to defend any Alaskan 

who is "prosecuted by the federal government under their 

authority to regulate interstate commerce."  

"We welcome Alaska into this states' rights liberty 

march," said Gary Marbut of the Montana Shooting Sports 

Association.  

He's been called the godfather of the movement for his 

work on the original state Firearms Freedom Act that took 

effect last year in Montana.  

 "Since Alaska, like Montana and Idaho with enacted 

Firearms Freedom Acts, is in the Ninth Circuit, this should 

help demonstrate to the Ninth when we get there with our 

lawsuit that the states of the Ninth Circuit area are serious 

about states' rights," Marbut said. 

 The federal government has called the move reason in 

and of itself for federal courts to strike down the state laws 

that now have been adopted in Alaska, Montana, Wyoming, 

South Dakota, Idaho, Utah, Tennessee and Arizona.  

In its court filings in Montana – the first state to adopt 

such provisions and the site of a court battle over its validity 

– the federal government has argued that since eight states 

have enacted their own firearms regulations and another 21 

are considering similar plans, that "would have an 

indisputable effect on interstate commerce."  

The brief, posted on the Firearms Freedom Act website, 

said the Commerce Clause of the Constitution should be the 

foundation for the court ruling, even though supporters of 

the states' rights movement have noted that the Second 

Amendment and Tenth Amendment were adopted later, and 

presumably could be read to have modified the Commerce 

Clause.  

 Lawmakers in Montana who voted for the original plan 

have argued in the court case, "There is nothing in the 

MFFA that should offend the powers of the national 

government."  

And they contend the Constitution's supremacy clause 

has no impact because "only laws made in pursuance of the 

Constitution constitute the supreme law of the land."  

Montana's original plan is called "An Act exempting 

from federal regulation under the Commerce Clause of the 

Constitution of the United States a firearm, a firearm 

accessory, or ammunition manufactured and retained in 

Montana."  

The law cites the 10th Amendment to the U.S. 

Constitution, which guarantees to the states and their people 

all powers not granted to the federal government elsewhere 

in the Constitution and reserves to the state and people of 

Montana certain powers as they were understood at the time 

it was admitted to statehood in 1889.  

Lawmakers in Montana actually took the dispute to the 

feds. They argued, "Should Congress enact a law that 

appears to conflict with the guidance in the [Montana 

Firearms Freedom Act], the courts may then determine 

whether Congress has acted within the scope of its delegated 

powers as limited by later amendments. … The courts may 

then determine the extent to which Congress' enactment has 

abrogated the state's exercise of power within the same 

sphere."  

The lawsuit was brought against U.S. Attorney General 

Eric Holder by the Second Amendment Foundation and the 

Montana Shooting Sports Association in U.S. District Court 

in Missoula, Mont.  

It seeks a declaration that the federal government must 

stay out of the way of Montana's management of its own 

firearms.  

According to the Firearms Freedom Act website, such 

laws are "primarily a Tenth Amendment challenge to the 

powers of Congress under the 'commerce clause,' with 

firearms as the object – it is a states' rights exercise."  

When South Dakota's law was signed by Gov. Mike 

Rounds, a commentator said it addresses the "rights of 

states which have been carelessly trampled by the federal 

government for decades."  

Michael Boldin of the Tenth Amendment Center said 

Washington likely is looking for a way out of the dispute.  

"I think they're going to let it ride, hoping some judge 

throws out the case," he told WND earlier. "When they 

really start paying attention is when people actually start 

following the [state] firearms laws."  

WND reported when Wyoming joined the states with 

self-declared exemptions from federal gun regulation. 

Officials there took the unusual step of including penalties 
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for any agent of the U.S. who "enforces or attempts to 

enforce" federal gun rules on a "personal firearm."  

The costs could be up to two years in prison and $2,000 

in fines for an offender.  

http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=1

59485 

 

10-05-27 ATF Reverses Interpretation of GCA; 

Redefines "Transfers" of Firearms 

 Reversing an interpretation of the Gun Control Act that 

has been on the books for more than four decades, ATF 

today posted a ruling declaring any shipment of a firearm by 

a manufacturer (FFL) to any agent or business (e.g., an 

engineering-design firm, patent lawyer, testing lab, gun 

writer, etc.) for a bona fide business purpose to be a 

"transfer" under the Gun Control Act of 1968.  As a 

consequence, legitimate business-related shipments will now 

require the recipient to complete a Form 4473 and undergo 

a Brady criminal background check.  In many instances, 

these requirements will force shipments to a third party, 

thereby lengthening the process and the time that the firearm 

is in transit. 

  ATF officials have acknowledged this is a radical 

change from ATF’s long-standing interpretation that this 

was not a "transfer" under the Gun Control Act that was set 

forth in a 1969 ruling ("Shipment or Delivery of Firearms 

By Licensees to Employees, Agents, Representatives, 

Writers and Evaluators.") and further clarified in a 1972 

ruling.  In other words, ATF is now saying its long-standing 

rulings, issued shortly after the Gun Control Act was 

enacted, were wrong.  ATF should be required to explain 

why it took 42 years to decide that its original 

understanding and interpretation of the Gun Control Act is 

now somehow wrong.  ATF appears to be under the 

mistaken impression that the Brady Act of 1993 changed 

what constitutes a "transfer" under the Gun Control Act.  

Even if this were true - and it is not -- then ATF should be 

required to explain why it took 17 years to figure this out.  

ATF itself admits that neither the Gun Control Act nor the 

Brady Act defines "transfer." There is simply nothing in the 

Brady Act or is there any other legal reason that compels 

ATF to now reject 40 years of precedent.   

  For more than four decades manufacturers have 

shipped firearms to agents for bona fide business purposes.  

ATF is unable to identify a single instance during the past 

40 years where a single firearm shipped in reliance upon 

ATF's rulings was used in a crime.  This unwarranted 

reinterpretation of the law will cause significant disruption 

and additional costs for industry members and increase the 

cost of doing business, while doing nothing to advance 

public safety. http://blog.nssf.org/2010/05/atf-reverses-

interpretation-of-gca-redefines-transfers-of-

firearms.html?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed

&utm_campaign=Feed:+NSSFBlog+(NSSF+Blog 

 

10-05-27 Homegrown terrorist threat to be part of 

National Security Strategy 

Washington (CNN) -- When the Obama administration 

unveils its National Security Strategy Thursday, it will be 

the first time a president explicitly recognizes the threat 

posed to the country by radicalized individuals at home. 

"For the first time since 9/11, the NSS integrates 

homeland security and national security," according to 

highlights of the plan given to CNN by a senior 

administration official said. 

The security strategy acts as a blueprint for how the 

White House intends to protect Americans. In the past, it 

has focused mostly on international threats. But National 

Security Adviser John Brennan explained Wednesday that a 

spate of terror-related plots in the United States recently 

prompted the Obama administration to include homegrown 

terrorism in the document.  

  "Such a strategy must begin with the recognition that a 

clear-eyed understanding of our strategic environment -- the 

world as it is today -- is necessary to shape the world that 

we seek," according to a summary of the plan. 

 "Currently, the United States is focused on completing a 

responsible transition in Iraq, succeeding in Afghanistan, 

and defeating al Qaeda and its terrorist affiliates, while 

moving our economy from deep recession to enduring 

recovery. Even as we confront these crises, our national 

strategy must take a longer view. We must adapt and lead in 

a rapidly changing, interconnected world in which interests 

of nations and peoples are increasingly shared." 

 Homegrown terrorism represents a new phase of the 

terrorist threat, officials said. 

 Earlier this month, Pakistani-American Faisal Shahzad 

was charged with trying to detonate a car bomb in New 

York's bustling district of Times Square. 

U.S. Army Major Nidal Malik Hasan is suspected of 

fatally shooting 13 people at Fort Hood in November. 

Colorado resident Najibullah Zazi, an Afghan national, 

pleaded guilty in February for conspiring to detonate 

explosives in the New York subway system. 

David Headley, an American citizen from Chicago, 

Illinois, is accused of providing surveillance in the Mumbai, 

India, terrorist attacks that killed 160 people. 

"We've seen an increasing number of individuals here in 

the United States become captivated by extremist ideology 

or causes," Brennan said. "We have seen individuals, 

including U.S. citizens armed with their U.S. passports, 

travel easily to extremist safe havens, return to America, 

their deadly plans disrupted by coordinated intelligence and 

law enforcement." 

Brennan, who made his comments at the Center for 

Strategic and International Studies in Washington, said that 

as the United States has strengthened its defenses against 
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massive attacks like 9/11, al Qaeda has shown itself to be a 

"resilient, resourceful and determined enemy." 

Brennan said al Qaeda is recruiting individuals with little 

training, attempting relatively unsophisticated attacks and 

seeking people living in the United States to launch such 

attacks. 

"They are seeking foot soldiers who might slip through 

our defense," Brennan said. "As our enemy adapts and 

evolves their tactics, so must we constantly adapt and 

evolve ours." 

  Brennan did not provide any specific details about the 

president's strategy for combating al Qaeda and its 

affiliates, but said it "will require a broad, sustained and 

integrated campaign that harnesses every tool of American 

power, military and civilian, kinetic and diplomatic." 

 The strategy is built around protecting "four enduring 

U.S. national interests -- security, prosperity, values, and 

international order." 

In order to achieve this, it must strengthen U.S. 

institutions, values, and infrastructure -- such as education, 

energy, science and technology, and health care. 

It calls for strong diplomatic efforts internationally and 

galvanizing "collective action to address the share global 

challenges of our time." 

"Engagement begins with our friends and allies -- active 

partners in advancing common interests. We will continue 

to deepen our partnerships with increasingly active centers 

of influence -- cooperating when we can, and differing when 

we must. 

 "With adversarial regimes, engagement provides us a 

means of testing intentions, giving governments the 

opportunity to change course, and mobilizing international 

coalitions." 

The strategy calls for updating "all of the tools of 

American power, and work with our allies and partners to 

do the same." 

"These tools include those in the fields of defense, 

diplomatic, development, homeland security, the rule of law, 

intelligence, and strategic communications, as well as 

support the participation of the American people and private 

sector. We are working to strengthen each of these tools, but 

also to integrate them through coordinated planning and 

capacity building in key areas," the strategy said. 

http://edition.cnn.com/2010/POLITICS/05/27/homegrown.t

error/ 

 

10-05-27 ATF agents describe fear of retaliation 

  Dublin, California (CNN) -- It's a Monday morning, 

and Vince Cefalu just got into work at his more than 

$150,000-a-year-job as a special agent of the Bureau of 

Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives. 

 "It's 9:30. This is what I affectionately refer to as the 

cage," Cefalu, 51, said. "I am sitting here with an empty in 

box and nothing to do. I'll keep you apprised." 

CNN gave Cefalu a video camera to document what he 

does at work. For five days, he recorded himself inside his 

own office. 

 Cefalu said he was put in a job with little or nothing to 

do because he's the victim of retaliation by ATF managers. 

After spending much of his nearly 24-year ATF career 

going undercover with motorcycle gangs and white 

supremacist groups, he now oversees equipment inventory. 

 "I spent my whole life standing up to bullies," Cefalu 

told CNN in an interview to air on AC360 Wednesday 

night. "The bullies right now are government bureaucrats 

who are abusing their oath and abusing the expectations of 

the public. I'm not leaving until this is resolved." 

Blog: Bureaucrats and bullies 

Records show ATF supervisors claim he's had 

performance and discipline issues. 

 CNN has interviewed dozens of ATF supervisors, 

agents and employees around the country who said they've 

been demoted or labeled troublemakers just for filing a 

complaint. 

Later on the same Monday in which he brought a video 

camera to work, Cefalu was still having a slow day. 

 "I'm going to get something to eat, drag out the day a 

little bit, get some interaction with somebody ... Here I am, 

Safeway sandwich, a little news on, catching up on current 

affairs. I've had a few phone calls, personal phone calls that 

I've made, waiting for something to do." 

At 3 p.m. that day, he records himself, saying 

"...watching a little news, surfing the net, reading some e-

mails, doing whatever, waiting for something to do. It's 

good money for not a lot of work, I guess. I'm being 

facetious, obviously." 

He said ATF managers turned against him after he 

reported in 2005 what he said was an illegal wiretap plan in 

a racketeering case. Records show ATF disputes his claims 

of the planned illegal wiretap. But he said that started a 

series of retaliatory measures that ended up in 2007 with 

him in a desk job. His only negative evaluation, he said, was 

the year after he criticized the planned wiretap. 

  "Had I not exposed some unethical, potentially criminal 

clearly outside policy conduct and actions by law 

enforcement that I was working with, none of this would 

have happened," Cefalu said. "I would still be working in 

the field." 

 "I report to where they tell me to report to, and I sit for 

eight hours a day, and then I go home," he said. "I do 

nothing." 

 Cefalu filed a series of grievances and an age-

discrimination complaint with the Equal Employment 

Opportunity Commission, but an administrative judge ruled 

against him. His attorney is appealing that decision. 

 And over the past several years, he's also sent letters to 

members of Congress complaining about alleged fraud and 

mismanagement at the ATF. 
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 "It's almost like being in an abusive relationship, 

actually. It's almost like domestic violence, really," said 

Hiram Andrades, a supervisor in ATF's Washington field 

office. "It's just you think things are going to improve with 

each director, you think things will get better and improve, 

but they don't." 

 Andrades, who has a pending discrimination complaint, 

claims he was discriminated against because he can't get 

promoted. 

  "I can't get a promotion even if my life depended on it. 

If my life depended on it, I'd be dead by now, OK?" 

Andrades told CNN. "This type of retaliation isn't good for 

the agency, it's distracting and it's not good for the 

American people. We need to make better use of our tax 

dollars. We need to use it for the mission versus this kind of 

stuff. This is very distracting and not good for anybody." 

ATF has not had a permanent director since Carl 

Truscott resigned in 2006. The agency is being run by 

Kenneth Melson, who has been deputy director since 2009. 

  In an interview with CNN, Melson said he was not 

permitted to discuss employee cases. But he insisted that he 

does not tolerate any type of retaliation. 

"When I first came into ATF -- when I went around and 

talked to people at headquarters and around the country -- 

my specific and very emphatic message was that everyone 

was to be treated with respect and dignity and there would 

not be retaliation," Melson said. "I will not stand for 

retaliation against people who are abiding by our orders and 

reporting violations of law or regulations." 

  "Every allegation of retaliation doesn't mean it's true," 

Melson said. "Every person you talked to who perceives it's 

retaliation doesn't mean that it's retaliation, because there's 

been no adjudication of that. They haven't brought it to 

anybody to try to resolve it. Be careful when you talk to 

someone about retaliation, because there are many 

misconceptions and parameters of retaliation -- some of 

which are misinformed." 

 Asked about an employee who does virtually nothing all 

day, he said: "Well, I will certainly look into it and find out 

why he is not doing anything all day." He added, "I will 

make sure that he puts in a full day's work, because 

everybody is going to put in a full day's work at ATF." 

Since fiscal 2005, ATF has paid a total of $1.6 million 

to settle discrimination claims, according to federal 

government records. For the same time period, the FBI paid 

out $1.3 million and the DEA paid $331,755. 

In addition, records show, ATF has more discrimination 

complaints filed per employee than the DEA or the FBI. 

But Melson said complaints have gone down 40 percent 

since last year. And ATF officials added that the U.S. 

Marshals Service and Bureau of Prisons have more 

complaints per employee. 

John Taylor, a former ATF special agent based in Las 

Vegas, Nevada, said he was the target of retaliation after he 

wrote an anonymous letter to the agency's inspector-general. 

In his 2006 letter, he alleged taxpayer money was being 

wasted on agents' unnecessary trips to Las Vegas. 

Taylor told CNN he was the target of an investigation 

into who wrote the letter. 

"They asked me did I write the letter. My response was, 

'I don't have to answer' ... they tried to charge me with 

lying." 

He said he left ATF as soon as he was eligible to retire 

after 20 years, on December 31, 2009. 

"I told my wife, I'm not going to live if I stay here," 

Taylor told CNN. "I was depressed. It was hell for me." 

 Another agent in the Las Vegas office, who claims he 

was suspected of writing the anonymous letter, also alleged 

he was the target of retaliation by managers, according to 

records obtained by CNN. That agent was fired for failing 

to pass a firearms test, but later got his job back. 

  ATF agents tell CNN that managers are taught how to 

handle discrimination complaints at supervisor meetings. 

 CNN obtained a statement from a current ATF 

supervisor who attended such a meeting in March. During 

that meeting, ATF associate chief counsel Eleanor Loos 

gave a presentation to supervisors in the Atlanta field 

division. 

According to the statement, Loos stated that "she 

considers the EEO process as the employees' 'bitching 

platform' and "employees use this as a means to complain." 

"Loos stated in a bragging manner that the EEO process 

can be dragged on and can take up to three years," the 

statement said. 

Rafiq Ahmad, the ATF supervisor who wrote the 

statement, added: "This is not the first time that I have heard 

Eleanor Loos making similar remarks. She has presented 

these same remarks in presentations in New Supervisor's 

training." 

 Melson told CNN he had not seen the statement. "But 

what I can tell you is that the direction that I have given 

people is to make sure that we abide by the rules of the 

agency, that we abide by the process of the EEO, and the 

ombudsman. And that's why we have the process in place," 

Melson said. 

In a follow-up interview, Scot Thomasson, chief of ATF 

public affairs, told CNN that the bureau looked into the 

statements made by Loos. 

"What we found is those statements were being taken out 

of context," Thomasson said. "In addition, they were being 

characterized in a slanted matter by the person who wrote 

it." 

http://edition.cnn.com/2010/POLITICS/05/26/atf.whistleblo

wers/index.html?section=cnn_latest 

 

10-05-26 Charges withdrawn against two in killing of 

Firecracker the horse 
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Criminal charges against two young men in connection 

with the fatal shooting of a horse have been withdrawn.  

Alexi Q. Tessier, 18, and Adam H. Kaisler, 21, had been 

charged with firearms violations and agricultural vandalism 

in the killing of Firecracker, a 6-year-old palomino, in a 

Fawn Township field.  

District Justice John Olwert said the charges were 

withdrawn by the prosecution.  

Louis J. Wainwright, 19, waived his charge of criminal 

mischief into court. Benjamin M. King, 18, pleaded guilty 

to summary charges including spot searching and unlawful 

hunting.  

The quarter horse, kept along Orchard Road, was shot 

through the eye and suffered until eventually dying 

. http://www.ydr.com/ci_15161076?IADID=Search-

www.ydr.com-www.ydr.com 

 

10-05-26 Question of the Day: Does there need to be a 

change in state gun laws?  

State Rep. Bryan Lentz, D-161, of Swarthmore, 

introduced legislation yesterday that could close a loophole 

that allows Pennsylvania residents to carry a firearm even if 

the state has denied them a “license to carry.” 

Lentz's proposal would amend the current carry law that 

allows residents to carry a firearm through a license or 

permit issued by another state, regardless of whether 

Pennsylvania recognizes the right of those state’s residents 

to carry a gun in the commonwealth. 

What do you think? Do we need to make it harder for 

people to get guns? Should other safeguards be in place? 

Let the debate begin: 

http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2010/05/26/opinion/doc

4bfced857c46f077480234.txt 

 

10-05-26 Firearms legislation takes aim at state law 

Helen Steely decided she had enough. 

After a burglary in her home in Philadelphia’s rough 

Kensington neighborhood, Steely bought a shotgun. She 

later moved with her four children to Fulton County. 

“I know that when people found out I had a gun, they 

stopped bothering me,” said Steely, now a Swatara 

Township resident. “I figured if I was scared, how about 

those kids?” 

On Tuesday, Steely testified before the state House 

Judiciary Committee, urging passage of a bill that would 

expand the “Castle Doctrine,” which essentially says that 

anyone has the right to defend himself or herself with deadly 

force if attacked in his or her home. 

The bill, sponsored by Rep. Scott Perry, R-York, would 

change existing state law to allow anyone who is attacked to 

use deadly force without first trying to run away, whether at 

home or in any public place. 

Current law states that if someone is attacked outside the 

home, there is a duty to attempt to retreat. 

The House Judiciary Committee approved Perry’s bill, 

which resembles other “stand-your-ground” laws enacted 

around the country. 

Perry said his bill “flips presumption in favor of the law-

abiding as opposed to the perpetrator.” 

But Perry’s bill was just one piece of legislation 

generating debate Tuesday, a day when guns took center 

stage inside the state Capitol. 

 Other measures that were debated included measures to 

allow communities to impose gun-control measures that are 

tougher than state laws, and legislation that would get AK-

47 rifles off the streets. Rep. W. Curtis Thomas, D-

Philadelphia, who sponsored both of those bills, also sought 

to establish a Bureau of Illegal Firearm Trafficking. The 

judiciary committee rejected all of Thomas’ measures. 

Rep. Bryan Lentz, D-Delaware County, introduced a bill 

that would prohibit Pennsylvanians from carrying a gun if 

the state has denied them a license to carry. Currently, 

residents can still carry a firearm if they have a license from 

another state. 

Standing in front of representatives of several 

Pennsylvania police departments, Lentz said police efforts 

to crack down on illegal guns in the state have been 

hampered by residents who obtain Florida permits, which 

are issued by its more lenient Department of Agriculture. 

“That is not a situation where people who need a weapon 

for self-defense or some other legitimate purpose are being 

denied a permit to carry,” Lentz said. “This is people ... 

using it as a Get-Out-of-Jail-Free card if they are caught 

carrying a gun on our streets.” 

 Kim Stolfer, chairman of Firearms Owners Against 

Crime, took issue with Lentz’s proposition, saying 

Pennsylvania first needs reform in its licensing and 

prosecution systems. “It’s more of an attempt to put the 

burden on the people rather than the system to prosecute,” 

he said. 

But of all the measures discussed Tuesday, Perry’s 

legislation seemed to be one that could gain broader 

support. 

With the House Judiciary Committee passing it, the 

measure could go to the state House floor. Or it might end 

up in the rules or appropriations committees for further 

review. 

Twenty-three other states have passed forms of Castle 

Doctrine legislation, and 18 states have approved “stand-

your-ground” legislation, according to Firearms Owners 

Against Crime. 

Critics have often dubbed such measures “shoot-first” 

laws. 

“It encourages citizens to take the law into their own 

hands instead of seeking out the police,” said Robert 

Spitzer, author of “The Politics of Gun Control” and a 

professor at State University of New York-Cortland. “That 

is why most police organizations are not happy with these 
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changes in the law, and the concern is that it will increase 

violence unnecessarily because despite what many people 

think in real life, it is often very difficult to separate good 

people from bad people.” 

Joe Grace, executive director of Ceasefire PA, a 

organization that promotes gun control, said Perry’s 

legislation is “kind of a feel-good reform.” 

“We think it isn’t necessary,” Grace said. 

Stolfer said individuals always have the right to protect 

themselves from dangerous people. 

“Gun control — it fails at every aspect, at every angle,” 

Stolfer said. 

In recent years, state lawmakers have been leery of 

enacting tougher gun-control laws. 

Gov. Ed Rendell has repeatedly tried and failed to 

convince lawmakers to allow some communities to impose 

gun-control measures that are tougher than state laws. 

Lawmakers have also opposed Rendell’s efforts to limit 

individuals to buying one handgun a month. 

In 2008, Rendell signed a bill that increased the length of 

time someone can be prosecuted for a “straw purchase” — 

buying a gun on behalf of a convicted felon who cannot buy 

a firearm. 

http://www.pennlive.com/midstate/index.ssf/2010/05/firear

ms_legislation_takes_aim.html 

 

10-05-26 Victims beat home invader with his shotgun, 

records show 

The man arrested in a home invasion Thursday night in 

which he and two victims were hospitalized was injured 

when the two people in the house fought back, records 

show. 

The sheriff's report shows Michael Lessard, 25, was 

wearing a bulletproof vest, mask and gloves when he barged 

into the home on Athens Court near Apopka and fired a 

shotgun at a former friend. 

The incident report also shows the gunman fired at the 

former friend, but he jumped up as the pellets struck the 

floor and they missed. The former friend, Vu Nguyen, 25, 

and his mother, Tuyet To, 47, then struggled with the 

intruder. They rushed him, and Nguyen was able to pull the 

shotgun away and they continued to fight over a handgun. 

 The fight soon moved outside, where Nguyen's mother 

continued to batter the attacker's face with the shotgun. To, 

the mother, kept up her barrage until the man gave up and 

neighbors came and helped keep him on the ground until 

deputies arrived. 

 Lessard, Nguyen and To were hospitalized with injuries 

from the fight, but as police spoke to witnesses, Lessard's 

car was identified as one at the scene when the house was 

bombed March 20. A police dog identified the car as 

possibly containing bomb material and the county bomb 

squad was called out. Squad members went over the car and 

the scene was cleared. 

Nguyen said their friendship soured when he claimed 

Lessard began treating their friendship as an "intimate 

relationship" in 2008. 

Items found in the car with ties to the March bomb 

incident were turned over to the FBI's Jopoint Terrorism 

Task Force. 

Lessard remained — beaten and bruised —in the Orange 

County Jail on Tuesday without bail. 

http://articles.orlandosentinel.com/2010-05-26/news/os-

family-fights-back-20100526_1_shotgun-bomb-invader 

 

10-05-25  Gun incident highlights benefit of church's 

security plan 

The leadership at Potter's House Ministries always 

hoped that the security guards who attend services at the 

Mt. Oliver church would never actually have to do their 

jobs. 

"After some incidents at churches around the country 

about seven or eight years ago, we decided it would be a 

good idea to identify staff members here who were willing 

to serve as security officers and take some training classes," 

said Bishop Otis Carswell, founder of Potter's House 

Ministries. "I guess we're feeling that decision paid off." 

Security guards wrestled a handgun away from the 

stepson of a deacon who walked in Sunday morning 

threatening to shoot his mother, police said. Witnesses told 

police that Robert Irvin, 23, of Mt. Washington, entered the 

nondenominational Christian church about 11:30 a.m. and 

pulled a black handgun out of his jacket — later determined 

to be a BB gun. 

Irvin allegedly said "I'm going to shoot her" as he walked 

toward his mother, who was seated in the front row. There 

were 400 to 500 people in the church when the incident 

occurred, Carswell said. 

Carswell said Irvin struck his stepfather on the left ear 

with the weapon as he approached his mother. The man, 

whom police did not identify, was cut but declined medical 

treatment. Irvin's mother and the security guards were not 

identified. 

The guards were able to subdue Irvin before he fired the 

gun and restrain him until officers arrived, police said. 

Carswell said Irvin has been dealing with family 

problems. 

He is charged with simple and aggravated assault, 

making terroristic threats and carrying a facsimile of a 

firearm. He is in the Allegheny County Jail on a $100,000 

straight bond. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsbu

rgh/s_682747.html 

 

10-05-25 Virginia governor gives NRA monopoly on 

teaching gun safety to kids 

The Republican governor of Virginia has quietly 

changed a state law last month that would teach gun safety 
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to elementary school students, mandating that it use a gun 

safety program run by the NRA. 

The National Rifle Association exerts considerable 

influence in American politics, and has recently won a series 

of victories in the US Congress. Democratic leaders have 

been reluctant to challenge the powerful lobbying group, in 

part because they rely on a more conservative bloc of 

Democrats for their control of the legislative branch. 

Now, Virginia Gov. Bob McDonnell has delivered the 

NRA another coup: a monopoly on teaching gun safety to 

schoolchildren from kindergarten to fifth grade. 

With the stroke of a pen -- or a keyboard -- the governor 

eliminated a provision in a new law allowing gun safety 

classes which would have given educators the power to 

choose between an NRA-sponsored program and one 

offered by the group that promotes McGruff the Crime Dog. 

The liberal blog ThinkProgress caught the governor's 

move in a blog post, which was reported by the Associated 

Press in April. ThinkProgress' Amanda Terkel writes: 

Story continues  

 Earlier this year, the Virginia legislature passed a bill 

allowing public schools to “offer gun-safety education to 

students in kindergarten through fifth grade.” Included in 

the legislation was a provision directing these gun safety 

programs to use materials from the National Crime 

Prevention Center as well as the NRA: 

The curriculum guidelines shall incorporate, among 

other principles of firearm safety,accident prevention and 

the rules upon which the Eddie Eagle Gunsafe Program 

offered by the National Rifle Association or the program of 

the National Crime Prevention Center is based. 

There is no National Crime Prevention Center. However, 

there is a National Crime Prevention Council (NCPC) — 

the group behind McGruff the Crime Dog. But when 

McDonnell signed the legislation, he didn’t insert the 

NCPC’s name. Instead he offered this change: 

  Strike or the program of the National Crime Prevention 

Center. 

A spokesman for the governor, when announcing that he 

was striking the provision allowing the NRA to operate the 

state's sole elementary school gun safety class, said that he'd 

deleted reference to the other group because "the council 

doesn't have a current stand-alone gun-safety program." The 

spokesman also referenced the fact that the name of the non-

NRA group was incorrect in the bill. 

The liberal anti-gun Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 

Violence protested McDonnell's move in a little-noticed blog 

posting earlier this month, ThinkProgress notes. 

A "study published in the late 1990s by the Violence 

Policy Center (VPC) noted that Eddie Eagle was like 'Joe 

Camel with feathers,' pointing out that: 'The primary goal of 

the National Rifle Association’s Eddie Eagle program is not 

to safeguard children, but to protect the interests of the 

NRA and the firearms industry by making guns more 

acceptable to children and youth... The hoped-for result is 

new customers for the industry and new members for the 

NRA.'" 

The mother of a Virginia woman who survived the 2007 

Virginia Tech massacre told Fox News in April that the 

move was a "freebie" to a "special interest group." 

"I personally don't think firearm safety has a place in the 

schools," Lori Haas, who is also a spokeswoman for 

Virginia's Center for Public Safety, told the network. 

"That's up to the parents to teach that at home." 

"For the general assembly and governor to dictate to the 

board of education in writing curriculum is not their area," 

she added. It's a "freebie to a special interest group." 

The website for the NRA child gun safety program says 

their goal "isn't to teach whether guns are good or bad, but 

rather to promote the protection and safety of children 

http://rawstory.com/rs/2010/0525/virginia-governor-nra-

monopoly-teaching-gun-safety-kids/ 

 

10-05-25 NY Cops furious at 'don't-kill' bill 

City cops are livid over a legislative proposal that could 

handcuff the brave officers involved in life-and-death 

confrontations every day -- requiring them to shoot gun-

wielding suspects in the arm or leg rather than shoot to kill, 

The Post has learned.  

The "minimum force" bill, which surfaced in the 

Assembly last week, seeks to amend the state penal codes' 

"justification" clause that allows an officer the right to kill a 

thug if he feels his life or someone else's is in imminent 

danger.  

 The bill -- drafted in the wake of Sean Bell's 

controversial police shooting death -- would force officers to 

use their weapons "with the intent to stop, rather than kill" a 

suspect. They would be mandated to "shoot a suspect in the 

arm or the leg."  

Under present NYPD training, cops are taught to shoot 

at the center of their target and fire their weapon until the 

threat has been stopped.  

"These are split-second, spontaneous events -- and 

officers have to make a full assessment in a fraction of a 

second," said an angry Michael Paladino, president of the 

Detectives Endowment Association. "It is not realistic, and 

it exists only in cartoons.  

"It's moronic and would create two sets of rules in the 

streets if there is a gunfight. This legislation would require 

officers to literally shoot the gun out of someone's hand or 

shoot to wound them in the leg or arm. I don't know of any 

criminal who doesn't shoot to kill. They are not bound by 

any restrictions."  

"The legislators have their heads buried in the sand, and 

we would not be able to fully protect the public or 

ourselves."  
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 In fact, NYPD officers and detectives hit their targets 

only 17 percent of the time because of the incredibly 

stressful circumstances surrounding a shooting.  

Paladino, whose association represents 5,100 

investigators, said he showed the bill last week to Vice 

President Joe Biden, who scoffed and suggested it be 

dubbed "The John Wayne Bill" because it demands sharp-

shooting skills of the kind only seen in movies.  

Sponsored by Brooklyn Assembly Members Annette 

Robinson (D-Bedford Stuyvesant) and Darryl Towns (D-

East New York), the bill came up at theAssembly Codes 

Committee but was held for further consideration rather 

than killed or put to vote before the full Assembly.  

They did not immediately comment.  

Assemblyman Joseph Lentol, the Codes Committee chair 

from Fort Greene and Williamsburg, said that the bill is 

well-intentioned but that the language may need changing. 

  THE PROPOSAL  

  Section of Assembly Bill A02952 

“A police officer or peace officer . . . uses such force 

with the intent to stop, rather than kill . . . and uses only the 

minimal amount of force necessary to effect such stop.” 

THE CURRENT LAW  

Section of state Penal Law S 35.15(2)(a)(ii) 

  “A person may not use deadly physical force upon 

another person . . . unless: he or she is . . . a police officer 

or peace officer or a person assisting a police officer or a 

peace officer at the latter’s direction.” 

http://www.nypost.com/p/news/local/cops_furious_at_don_

kill_bill_SkSRn51FKIeHqY85ZHJSYI#ixzz0oyl9t97Q 

 

10-05-25 Man acquitted of murder is sentenced on gun 

violation  

Acquitted of murder charges in March, Dexter Wright 

was sentenced to five to 10 years in state prison Monday for 

a firearms violation.  

Wright, 41, had been accused of killing Dereck Sease in 

August 2009. A York County jury found him not guilty of 

that charge but convicted him of being not legally 

authorized to possess a firearm. 

http://www.ydr.com/ci_15161110?source=rss 

 

10-05-25  Who's Packin' Heat in Philly? 

More and more young urbanites join the right-to-carry 

movement. 

Dan Pehrson rolls up to 1 Shot Coffee, a cafe in 

Northern Liberties, on two wheels, much like many of his 

environmentally conscious urban peers. He’s just the type of 

patron this establishment is accustomed to serving. The 28-

year-old computer programmer is cool, calm and collected. 

And his look—blazer, jeans, sneakers, black-rimmed 

eyeglasses, hair tussled and neat at the same time—say 

hipster all the way. Pehrson, who lives in the Art Museum 

area, appears and acts much like everyone else at the 

coffeehouse. The fact that there’s a deadly weapon under 

his shirt seems to have no bearing on the way he carries 

himself. Truth be told, he wears his gun about as well as he 

rocks his navy blue blazer. 

The upstate New York native has lived in Pennsylvania 

for the past decade and says one of his favorite things about 

the Keystone State is the relative ease with which law-

abiding citizens can obtain a license to carry firearms. “It 

goes across all boundaries that you could possibly imagine,” 

Pehrson says of gun ownership, and more specifically, of 

carrying a pistol on a daily basis. “Most of the people I 

know who own guns are doctors, lawyers, programmers and 

photographers.” 

The rise in gun ownership by urban dwellers has been 

well-documented over the past few years. In August 2007, 

the late Steven Wells penned a PW cover story about the 

diverse crowd of Philadelphians arming themselves for in-

home protection. And the numbers continue to rise: It’s no 

secret that gun sales in this country began skyrocketing the 

day after Barack Obama became president. 

But Pehrson represents a gun-owning demographic not 

often discussed: Young, professionals packin’ (legal) heat 

on Philly streets. As Pehrson tells his tale, it’s hard to ignore 

the fact that there’s a gun under his shirt. When asked to 

reveal his weapon, he politely declines. “Concealed means 

concealed,” he says with a smile. 

Pehrson didn’t always pack a pistol. Back in 2004, he 

was looking for a hobby, and his quest led him to the 

Philadelphia Archery and Gun Club on Ellsworth Street in 

South Philly. There, he met friendly and knowledgeable 

staffers who taught him how to properly shoot. He was 

hooked. “If everybody is more educated, less people are 

going to get hurt due to accidents,” he says. 

Soon, Pehrson was making regular visits to the gun club, 

carrying his weapon strictly to and from the range. But 

without a carry license, gun owners who transport their 

guns must adhere to a host of laws: keeping ammunition 

separate from the gun while in the vehicle, no stops between 

home and the range. Pehrson figured it was just easier to get 

a carry license. As time went on, carrying a gun became a 

part of his daily life. He even carries his gun to work, and 

says it’s not an issue for the Center City company that 

employs him. 

Pehrson says that carrying a gun makes him feel safe, 

and points to one incident in particular that reinforces his 

decision. 

It was late June 2008 about 10 p.m., and Pehrson found 

himself walking from North Bowl on Second Street in 

Northern Liberties to his then-girlfriend’s house near Front 

Street and Girard Avenue. He was followed, he says, and 

subsequently surrounded by three teens wielding a stun 

gun—he later found out the boys had been zapping people 

and robbing them. Pehrson says he drew his firearm, never 



 

 
Page 117

pointing it at anyone and keeping it angled toward the 

ground the entire time, and the youths dispersed. 

 “They realized they weren’t going to get to roll some 

hipster kid in Northern Liberties,” he says. Pehrson called 

911 to document the incident. “What it underscored is this 

concept that I’m responsible for my own safety.” Pehrson 

says he believes statistics show most people who carry a 

gun for protection never have to draw their weapon, let 

alone fire it. “I really am probably one of the few people 

who have had to,” pull his gun in self-defense, he says. 

As his love of guns grew, so too did Pehrson’s need to 

become more involved in the legalities of gun ownership. “I 

always had in the back of my head that it could be 

political,” he says. 

And political it is: Pennsylvania has been a “shall-issue 

state,” meaning authorities must award carry licenses to 

applicants with clean records who meet certain criteria, 

since 1988. At the time, only five other states had the 

designation. But while licenses have been available to 

residents for over 20 years now some Philly residents say 

police often drag their feet on the applications, making the 

process more restrictive than allowed by law. 

In Philly, there were approximately 5,890 LTCFs issued 

in 2008 and 5,043 last year, according to Lt. Lisa King of 

the Gun Permits Unit. There are currently about 23,500 

active licenses in the city. LTCFs are good for five years. 

By comparison, Bucks County issued about 5,618 licenses 

in 2008 and 5,771 in 2009, according to a spokeswoman at 

the county’s Sheriff’s Office. There are more than 28,000 

active licenses in that county at this time. Considering 

Philadelphia’s population soars above 1 million, and Bucks 

County’s hovers around 600,000, the disparity in the 

numbers of licenses issued raises some questions for those 

who complain that police are delaying their right to carry. 

Pehrson’s thirst for gun owner information led him to 

conduct extensive research, but the more he searched, the 

less satisfied he felt. “There were 18 different websites that 

all said something slightly different,” he says. So in 2006, 

he started the Pennsylvania Firearm Owners Association, 

pafoa.org, a site that today has 30,000 registered users. 

“It’s part education, part ... politics,” he says of PAFOA. It 

was a way to help change people’s views of guns, or at least 

help them open their minds to the possibility that firearms 

can be used for good instead of misery, he says. Despite the 

negativity surrounding guns, Pehrson asks people to be 

open-minded, and realize that “self-defense is ultimately a 

personal choice.” 

These days, Pehrson meets fellow gun owners in unlikely 

places, including trips to the bank. (Carrying a firearm in a 

bank is not prohibited by law in Pennsylvania, although, 

like any business exercising private-property rights, 

individual banks can have a policy against it). “I’m 

depositing a check and I meet another gun owner,” he says. 

“It’s one of those things—gun owners are everywhere.” One 

teller asked him for information about PAFOA, now a 

registered nonprofit organization. Pehrson handed him a 

card. 

One amazing thing about PAFOA, he says, is 

membership diversity. While gun owners are often 

stereotyped as “rednecks,” Pehrson says this couldn’t be 

further from the truth. One member on his site, he says, is 

an extreme leftist, a card-carrying socialist labor organizer. 

Others are Libertarians. Still others are conservatives. 

There’s the firearm dealer, the teacher and the journalist. 

The computer programmer, the cop and the stay-at-home-

mom. 

Then there’s Al, a 33-year-old IT guy, and his wife, a 

28-year-old project manager for a corporate company in 

Center City. Al can’t be more than 5’6, sports long hair 

pulled back in a ponytail, struts around in flip-flops and 

dons thin-rimmed glasses. And he’s a practicing Buddhist, 

prayer beads and all. His wife, who requested anonymity, 

rocks a necklace with handcuff charms, sports a bob 

haircut, blond with purple streaks, and has the air of 

punkishness. The mild-mannered couple love living in 

Northern Liberties, and are otherwise unassuming. They 

also both carry a firearm for protection on a regular basis. 

“I always carry wherever I can,” Al says. “She does the 

same thing.” 

The couple got into guns after a home scare three years 

ago. They had just moved to the neighborhood when one 

night a banging on their front door woke them up. They 

figured it was a drunk who mistook the place for home. “As 

soon as I woke up I realized we had nothing to defend 

ourselves,” Al says. 

They had talked about getting guns before, but only in 

passing. The incident prompted them to act. First thing was 

a trip to the range to learn about gun safety and proper 

shooting techniques. What developed was an obsession. 

They won’t say how many guns they own, but it’s a lot. 

Mostly for educational purposes, since Al takes neighbors 

out to the range for shooting instruction, requests he says 

seem to be increasing lately. “For me, guns become very 

academic,” Al says. Based on the number of people who 

contact him for lessons, Al surmises gun ownership, and in 

particular those who legally carry on public streets, may be 

on the rise in Philly. 

Surprisingly, Al’s wife says there definitely seem to be 

more women taking up arms, as is evident by those who 

have reached out to her husband for shooting lessons. Self-

admittedly afraid of guns in the past, Al’s wife warmed up 

to the idea after taking a few lessons. “You kind of just have 

to open your minds,” she says. “You need to practice, get 

comfortable with it.” She adds: “A lot of times, women are 

better first-time shooters than men because they actually 

listen.” Al chuckles in the background. 

Al sees a need to carry a gun because of the 

unforeseeable. “When you carry, it’s not the destination, it’s 
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the journey that’s the reason why you carry,” he says. “You 

carry because from your home to the office is where 

everything happens.” 

Al says Northern Liberties seems to be a hot spot for 

burgeoning gun enthusiasts. After a spate of recent home 

invasions, Al posted invitations for gun lessons on the 

neighborhood Internet forum. He received a number of 

responses. “Even in the nicest neighborhood, anything can 

happen,” he says. His wife points out that carrying is 

insurance in a sense. 

The couple make it clear that carrying a gun doesn’t give 

one the right to quick-draw. There’s a social responsibility 

to be reserved when tested. “If you’re in a situation, and you 

have the ability to retreat, that would be my first choice,” 

Al’s wife says. Al continues: “You don’t have these things 

because you plan on using them. We know that the threats 

are there. It’s better to have it and not need it, than to need it 

and not have it ... It’s kind of hard to practice Buddhism 

when you’re dead.” 

Josh Dillon refuses to be a blurb in a yellowing obituary. 

The 33-year-old Northern Liberties resident, who operates a 

solar-energy company, and lives an urban life much like his 

peers, is another gun owner who constantly has a firearm at 

his side. Dillon understands how guns can be demonized in 

a city like Philadelphia, where firearms, especially the 

handgun, have become a symbol of neverending pain. But 

he says it’s important not to blame an inanimate object for 

society’s problems. 

“Do you blame the drug on the person who died from an 

overdose, or do you blame the person who put the drug into 

their body?” he asks. Dillon says he’s not “pro-gun,” he’s 

pro self-defense. He likens it to the abortion debate; it’s not 

“pro-abortion,” it’s pro-choice. And he wants the option to 

pack his piece. 

Someone else who enjoys having that option is a 33-

year-old Germantown man who has his gun with him 24/7. 

“Dave,” who requested anonymity, decided to seek out 

firearms as a means of protection after being body-checked 

by a stranger on the street while walking to his job at a 

Philadelphia university more than a year ago. Today, Dave 

carries a gun everywhere he goes, though he’s never had to 

use it. “It’s made me a lot more responsible, quite frankly,” 

he says. “I think I’ve grown up a little bit since I started to 

carry. You kind of think twice when somebody in traffic 

messes with you.” 

Dave says most people assume in a city deemed liberal 

that it’s hard to find folks who share this protectionist 

outlook on firearms. But they’re out there. 

During a visit to a South Philly gun range some months 

back, less than a dozen young people, probably in their 20s 

and 30s, spent a sunny Sunday afternoon shooting away at 

paper targets. One young woman who was with a group of 

male companions appeared uneasy at first—she was jumpy 

and lacked confidence—it appeared as though this may have 

been her entry into the shooting world. As for general gun 

ownership in the city, Dave suspects it’s on the rise for a 

number of factors. “It’s only a growing movement as far as 

I’m concerned, with the economy, and the city’s inability to 

protect people,” he says. 

With the rise in armed citizens walking the streets of 

Philly, one might expect police officers—who see rampant 

gun violence everyday—to be offended that people are 

looking to protect themselves. But a canvassing of city 

streets shows they’re the first to admit they can’t be 

everywhere at once. One Northwest Philly bike cop who 

spoke anonymously says he sees absolutely nothing wrong 

with a citizen carrying a handgun for protection. As long as 

he or she is properly licensed, he says. 

During an April rally in front of the Shooter Shop in 

Kensington, where religious protesters gathered to decry 

urban gun violence, and specifically call for firearm dealers 

to sign a code of conduct that would aim to cut down on 

straw purchasing (the act of someone who can legally buy a 

gun doing so for a prohibited person), another police officer 

said that carrying a gun was a right, and who was he to 

deny that to average citizens? Asked for his opinion on 

everyday folks carrying, he said: “I really don’t think it 

matters what our feelings are ... you have a right to bear 

arms.” The officer, Cpt. William Fisher of the Civil Affairs 

Unit, stressed he was speaking as an individual, and not as a 

representative of the Police Department. 

David Laden, a West Mount Airy resident who has been 

carrying a gun since the ’90s, claims he was integral in 

helping to pave the way for Philly residents to obtain carry 

licenses more easily than they had in the early years of 

shall-issue legislation. Laden, 67, says he applied, and was 

subsequently turned down, for a carry license after shall-

issue first took effect. So he sued. “After a five-year court 

battle, my permit was issued, and I like to think my 

egregious case had something to do with the subsequent 

change in state law that removed the Philadelphia Police 

Department’s ability to arbitrarily deny permits to law-

abiding citizens,” he says. 

Act 17 also had something to do with the change. 

Actually, it had everything to do with it. The law led to 

the creation of Pennsylvania’s Uniform Firearms Act. While 

addressing licensing, the law also instituted changes to the 

way firearms are dealt with in the commonwealth. Most 

notably, the act led to the creation of “preemption.” To this 

day, municipalities are forbidden from enacting their own 

gun laws. But this hasn’t prevented them from trying to do 

so, as is evident by Ortiz vs. Commonwealth. In 1996, a 

year after the UFA’s creation, then-City Councilman Angel 

Ortiz joined other Council members, and their counterparts 

in Pittsburgh, in a lawsuit that centered around their 

respective municipalities’ desire to regulate so-called 

“assault weapons.” Ortiz and the others lost, and their case 
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is the most commonly cited example of preemption 

remaining the law of the land in Pennsylvania. 

Laden says the case is more relevant than ever, “because 

the City continues to piss away tax dollars enacting stunt 

gun laws that can never be enforced,” he writes in an email. 

Just as the Police Department has been known to make the 

licensing process more difficult than necessary, it is also 

known as the issuing authority in Pennsylvania that revokes 

the largest number of licences. 

Jon Mirowitz, an attorney specializing in Pennsylvania 

gun laws, has drawn the ire of the Police Department more 

than once. He has sued, numerous times, on behalf of clients 

who have had their LTCF’s revoked under what they term 

illegitimate reasons. He’s won some, he’s lost some, but 

Mirowitz says the fact that he has gotten even one license 

reinstated shows the department is pulling licenses for 

questionable reasons at best, illegal ones at worse. 

One example is revocation for having a firearm stolen 

from a vehicle. While some say it’s not the smartest thing to 

leave a gun unattended in a car, it’s not illegal, Mirowitz 

says. More importantly, however, it’s not spelled out as a 

valid reason for license revocation in the Uniform Firearms 

Act. 

Police cite a provision in the UFA giving them certain 

leeway where revocation is concerned. “It’s not specifically 

stated, but it falls under the discretion of ‘good cause,’ and 

we’ll exercise that discretion,” says Lt. Francis Healy, a 

special advisor to Commissioner Charles Ramsey. 

Meanwhile, soon after the creation of the UFA, Laden 

says, there was little reporting on the fact that carry licenses 

were now more easily available in Philly, and virtually no 

mention in the media of how to go about getting one. So 

Laden and some friends printed out fliers, (in pre-Internet 

days), and began passing them around. He also compiled 

statistics that showed a drastic drop in Philadelphia murder 

rates between 1990 (503 homicides) and 2001 (309 

homicides), which coincided with the issuance of a greater 

number of carry licenses for private citizens. All of this 

happened after the Police Department was forced to start 

issuing LTCFs after years of not complying with shall-issue 

regulations, the basis for Laden’s lawsuit in the first place. 

Laden says he is glad to see the existence of many other 

gun-rights groups, such as the Pennsylvania Federation of 

Sportsmen’s Club, of which he is a member, and says it’s 

always good to see more interest generated, especially 

among younger people. “That might be the future of 

activism,” he says referring to Dan Pehrson's PAFOA. 

Regardless of the specific organization, Laden says the 

important thing is to make people see firearms in a more 

positive light, like they were viewed when he was young. 

 “Times were not always like this,” Laden says of the 

anti-gun culture, especially in Philadelphia. “Propaganda 

works. You’re seeing 30 or 40 years of propaganda and it 

has an effect.” 

Laden says that when he was in college, students kept 

rifles in dorms, since they would go shooting together for 

fun. But despite the presence of guns, there were no mass 

shootings and murder sprees. “Nobody shot anybody,” he 

says. 

As for carrying, Laden says it’s a right. “I always 

thought it was normal to carry,” noting his grandfather 

holstered a revolver while running a local taproom in the 

1950s. “Basically, I carry a gun because, unlike Nutter et. 

al., I can’t carry a cop. ” 

http://www.philadelphiaweekly.com/news-and-

opinion/cover-story/Whos-Packin-Heat-in-Philly.html 

 

10-05-25  U.S. Military Reconsiders Army's Use of M4 

Rifles in Afghanistan 

The U.S. military is re-evaluating the Army’s use of the 

M4 rifle in Afghanistan following concerns that the 

Taliban’s primitive AK-47’s are proving more effective. 

The M4 is an updated version of the M16, which was 

designed for close quarters combat in Vietnam. But while 

the weapon is better suited for the kind of urban warfare 

common in Iraq, some have questioned whether it is deadly 

and accurate for Afghanistan – where U.S. troops often find 

themselves in long-range combat. 

  An Army study found that the 5.56mm bullets fired 

from the M4s don’t retain enough velocity past 1,000 feet to 

kill an enemy. In Afghanistan, forces are often up to 2,500 

feet apart. 

“It just makes no sense,” said Maj. Gen. Robert Scales 

Jr., a Fox News military analyst. 

 Scales said the M4 is “unsuitable” for Afghan terrain 

and “notoriously unreliable” in the first place. The Army 

Times reported on an Army weapons test three years ago 

that found the M4 performed worse than three other newer 

carbines when subjected to an “extreme dust test.” 

Problems with the M4 locking up were also cited in a 

study last year on a July 2008 firefight that left nine U.S. 

soldiers dead in eastern Afghanistan. 

The Taliban are meanwhile using heavier bullets that 

allow them to fire at U.S. and NATO troops from distances 

that are out of range of the M4. 

To counter these tactics, the U.S. military is designating 

nine soldiers in each infantry company to serve as 

sharpshooters, according to Maj. Thomas Ehrhart, who 

wrote the Army study. The sharpshooters are equipped with 

the new M110 sniper rifle, which fires a larger 7.62mm 

round and is accurate to at least 2,500 feet. 

As for what could ultimately replace the M4, the Army’s 

center for small-arms development is trying to find a 

solution. 

Col. Douglas Tamilio, program manager for U.S. Army 

firearms at the Picatinny Arsenal in New Jersey, said the 

M4 has the advantage of more-rapid firepower. 
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“The 5.56 caliber is more lethal since it can put more 

rounds on target,” he told The Associated Press. But he 

acknowledged the weapon is much less effective at 2,000 

feet out. 

A possible compromise would be an interim-caliber 

round combining the best characteristics of the 5.56 mm and 

7.62 cartridges, Tamilio said. 

Scales said the U.S. military simply needs to engineer a 

better weapon – he said the M8, a weapon that was under 

development before being halted several years ago, could be 

revived and improved for Afghanistan. 

“We’re the world’s largest superpower. Why don’t we 

just make one,” Scales said. “This isn’t rocket science. 

We’re not putting a man on the moon here.” 

http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2010/05/25/military-

reconsiders-armys-use-m-rifles-afghanistan/ 

 

10-05-25  Time to Put the Gun Issue to Rest? 

The Supreme Court on Monday extended the federally 

protected right to keep and bear arms to all 50 states, 

effectively invalidating Chicago's handgun ban. It's just the 

latest in a long line of challenges to America's right to bear 

arms. Is it time to put the issue to rest? 

 No -- Americans still have the right to decide what's 

best for their city or state. The court overstepped its bounds. 

2.2% (1,831 votes)  

 Undecided -- I understand that cities like Chicago want 

to reduce gun crimes, but what about protecting yourself? 

0.9% (713 votes)  

Yes -- The right to bear arms applies to all Americans, 

and does not arbitrarily stop at municipal or state lines. 

96.5% (79,401 votes)  

 Other (post a comment) 0.4% (342 votes)  

Total Votes: 82,287 

http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2010/06/25/decide-time-

gun-issue-rest/ 

 

10-05-25  Darpa’s Super Sniper Scopes in Shooters’ 

Hands by 2011 

Earlier this month, a British Army sniper Corporal Craig 

Harrison broke the world’s record for super accurate 

shooting, taking out a pair of Taliban machine gunners from 

a mile-and-a-half away. It was a one-in-a-million feat — 

one performed under “perfect” conditions, Harrison says: 

“no wind, mild weather, clear visibility.” 

  Darpa, the Pentagon’s way-out research arm, is hoping 

to use lasers and advanced optical systems to make other 

snipers Harrison-accurate, even when the winds are 

howling. The agency is looking for 15 ultraprecise sniper 

scopes to put in shooters’ hands by next year. 

The “One Shot” program originally aimed to give 

snipers the power to hit a target from 2000 meters away in 

winds as high as 40 miles per hour. In the first phases of the 

3-year-old program, shooters used prototype rifles dressed 

with lasers and fancy computer hardware to do damage 

from 1,100 meters away in 18-mile-an-hour winds. The 

scope-mounted lasers can “see” wind turbulence in the path 

of the bullet and feed the data to computers, enabling real-

time calculation of — and compensation for — the wind-

blown trajectory. 

The program is just one of several high-tech hardware 

upgrades the U.S. military is pursuing for its snipers. Plans 

are also in place to make bullets that can change course in 

mid-air and a stealth sniper scope that would make shooters 

all but invisible. 

With initial demonstrations complete, the next step for 

One Shot is to make 15 “field-testable prototype, 

observation, measurement, and ballistic calculation 

system[s], which enable [s]nipers to hit targets with the first 

round, under crosswind conditions, up to the maximum 

effective range,” Darpa says in its program announcement. 

Total cost: $7 million.  

 Darpa stresses that ”no alignment verification of the 

laser/crosswind optics to the spotting scope or calibration 

in-field should be required,” indicating that those early 

demos probably required a lot of tender loving care from the 

engineers who designed the systems. Lockheed 

Martin received $2 million to participate in the early phases 

of the program, and will presumably compete for the 

opportunity to make the rifles battle-ready. 

What the agency really wants is a battle-ready system 

that doesn’t require tricky in-field optical alignment and 

fiddling with lasers. Night and day accuracy also means that 

the laser, which is used to help calculate and subtract wind 

turbulence between the predator and his prey, can’t be 

infrared. Enemies with night-vision goggles would see that 

from a mile away. 

The program is slightly behind schedule. The original 

goal was to have production-ready scopes by fall of 2009. 

With luck, Darpa will have its new supersniper rifles by the 

fall of 2011. 

http://www.wired.com/dangerroom/2010/05/darpa-wants-

super-sniper-rifles-in-shooters-hands-by-2011/ 

 

10-05-24  Pittsburgh man indicted for federal firearms 

violation 

A Pittsburgh man was indicted last week on a charge of 

violating federal firearms laws. 

Anthony Lamar McWhite, also known as Tone, 19, no 

address available, is accused of arranging a straw purchase 

so he could obtain a rifle, federal prosecutors said. 

Prosecutors said that on March 15, McWhite arranged 

for another person, using McWhite's money, to buy an AK-

style rifle from a sporting goods store. McWhite had the 

buyer submit a false firearm purchase form stating it was 

being purchased for the other person when, in fact, it was 

being purchased for McWhite, prosecutors said. 
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If convicted, McWhite could be sentenced to 10 years in 

prison and fined $250,000. 

The federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and 

Explosives and the Westmoreland County Detective Bureau 

conducted the investigation leading to the indictment in this 

case. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsbu

rgh/s_682638.html 

 

10-05-24  Hard to know if Stanislaus County Sheriff 

OKs more concealed weapon permits 

It's too early to know whether Stanislaus County Sheriff 

Adam Christianson has granted more concealed weapon 

permits since pledging to do so before a gun group last 

month. 

Second Amendment advocates hailed the pledge as a 

significant policy shift in the county, where sheriffs have 

been stingy with gun permits, compared with most other 

California counties, over the past three decades. 

But Christianson's opponent on the June 8 ballot 

contended that the pledge amounted to a campaign flip-flop 

calculated to win votes. Christianson backpedaled in 

subsequent interviews, leaving gun-rights advocates 

wondering where he really stands.  

"I'll be disappointed -- I won't use the term 'shocked' -- if 

we find the sheriff's rhetoric and willingness to sign a pledge 

is a campaign ploy," said Virgil McVicker, president of the 

Madison Society. "I'm optimistic that people can in fact do 

what they say they're going to do. But I really don't know 

what's going on." 

A small sampling of people desiring gun permits is 

inconclusive, with evidence on both sides. The Sheriff's 

Department presumably could provide numbers, but 

Christianson did not respond to requests last week. 

 Christianson last year had denied the application of a 

former police officer who remains a firearms instructor and 

shooting competitor. The man was among several in the 

April 12 crowd who secured a promise from the sheriff to 

reconsider denials. 

He asked that his name not be used because he works in 

a nonarmed public safety job and fears for his family's 

safety. But he said Christianson recently called him, asked a 

few questions and promised to approve a gun permit. 

Wayne and Jane Elam, who farm almonds near 

Hickman, also were at the April 12 Madison Society 

meeting. They had never applied for permits, but were 

encouraged at hearing the sheriff say he routinely approves 

permits for farmers "because I know you guys are carrying 

a gun anyway." 

 Mixed results 

 Wayne Elam's permit came through recently, he said, 

although his wife is still waiting. 

Letter writers to The Bee say they have had mixed 

results as well. 

Dick McCaslin said he was promised a permit, but still 

needs to take a firearms course. 

Ginger Erwin said she completed all requirements and 

has "a spotless background" but was turned away. She 

considered the sheriff's comment about farmers 

"infuriating." 

"I, too, was told by Sheriff Christianson that he would 

pull my paperwork and reconsider my application," Erwin 

said in her letter. "I, too, was denied once again for no 

reason other than the fact that his decisions are arbitrary 

and preferential." 

Background-check method 

Those terms are frequently used by gun advocates who 

don't appreciate California law giving sheriffs and police 

chiefs discretion over gun permits. Those in "shall issue" 

states -- which most are -- grant permits to people who pass 

background checks to qualify for gun purchases, removing 

politics and favoritism from the equation. 

 Firearms instructors say business picked up after 

Christianson's April pledge. Richard DuFour, a private 

investigator who teaches for the Madison Society, said he's 

processed about 60 customers since, roughly the number he 

gets in an average year. 

"They jumped on the bandwagon when they heard the 

sheriff was going to issue," DuFour said. 

Bob Winston, a Madison Society member, took a more 

jaded view: "Folks are trying to get applications in so they 

would get an answer before election day, under the theory 

that the policy (could) change later." 

Vince Bizzini, a law enforcement academy instructor 

who also teaches civilians, said the Sheriff's Department has 

been "inundated with applications, well over 200." 

Taking a 'gamble' 

Gene Whisenand, an instructor with Trident Firearms 

Academy in Winton, said students have related success 

stories with permits. But he sympathizes with those who 

invest upward of $300, including a safety course and 

Sheriff's Department fees for fingerprinting and a permit 

application -- with no guarantee. 

"It's a gamble," Whisenand said. "It's like walking into 

any store and they scan your credit card for a couple of 

hundred bucks, then decide whether you can buy anything." 

 Stanislaus County Supervisor Jim DeMartini used the 

same rationale Tuesday while voting against fee increases 

for permits and fingerprints. Those applying for building 

permits generally know their money is safe, he said, 

compared with those who fork out money for gun permits 

"with a good chance of getting turned down." 

He was outvoted by the four others; Supervisor Bill 

O'Brien noted that the new charge of $100, up from $15, 

still represents only a portion of the department's cost of 

processing applications. 

State has $100 cap 



 

 
Page 122

 Christianson had planned to raise fees to $115 before 

the Madison Society highlighted a $100 cap in state law. 

Applicants pay an additional $95 in state and federal 

fees, plus at least $100 for firearms safety classes. 

O'Brien said some might be spared the expense and 

disappointment if Christianson were to produce a policy 

with more clear-cut guidelines on who gets permits and who 

doesn't. 

But supervisors can't force elected officials -- such as a 

sheriff -- to do much of anything. 

In August, supervisors in El Dorado County 

unanimously approved a resolution urging "shall issue" 

rules, saying budget problems are forcing reductions in law 

enforcement -- the same reasoning cited by Christianson in 

his April pledge. Affinity for gun permits has become a 

litmus test for candidates running for sheriff in El Dorado 

County, even more so than in Stanislaus County. 

Turlock screens first 

 Turlock, where two of seven permits granted by its 

police chief are held by city councilmen, has been referred 

to as a poster child for favoritism. But its police 

administrators say they screen applicants before taking fees, 

saving unlikely candidates a chunk of money. 

City Manager Roy Wasden, who developed gun permit 

guidelines with the Madison Society's help several years ago 

when he was police chief in Modesto, asked the group to 

help Turlock do the same just after news broke of 

Christianson's April pledge. On Wednesday, Wasden 

acknowledged his extensive law enforcement background, 

but said  Police Chief Gary Hampton retains responsibility 

for gun permits. 

 I support the chief," Wasden said. "I'm sure he'll arrive 

at a balance for the needs of the community and 

individuals." 

http://www.modbee.com/2010/05/24/1179400/hard-to-

know-if-stanislaus-county.html 

 

10-05-24  A license to carry is not a license to commit a 

crime  

Georgia's Common Sense Lawful Carry Act protects 

lawfully carrying citizens from unknowingly becoming 

criminals by clarifying where they can and cannot carry 

their weapons. They know all too well that a license to carry 

is not a license to commit a crime. Restricting the rights of 

law-abiding citizens does not protect the public from 

random acts of violence. The Lawful Carry Act works to 

preserve these rights not restrict them.  

Recent federal gun restriction proposals by Rep. Hank 

Johnson (D-Ga.) and Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D-N.J.) would 

only trap law-abiding citizens into becoming criminals. 

Neither gentleman has thought through the implications of 

their proposals, nor do they have the power to encroach on 

Georgia's right to work for its citizens. We have a 

representative government in the United States -- a 

government that is elected by the people to work for the 

people. Many federal officials in Washington have forgotten 

this, and the recent federal proposals against the Lawful 

Carry Act are the perfect examples.  

In this post 9-11 era, the Transportation Security 

Administration (TSA) is in charge of security of travel on 

airplanes. TSA set up the security checkpoints, taking 

responsibility for security from that point on and leaving the 

other areas of the airport (non-sterile) up to each state to 

decide their own restrictions. TSA Administrator Kip 

Hawley was noted as saying the TSA does not regulate 

weapons in the non-sterile areas, that weapons regulation in 

those areas is up to the states, that many states allow 

weapons in those areas, and that that is not a concern of 

TSA's. Six states other than Georgia ban carry in large 

public airports. Three more states ban concealed carry but 

not open carry. The remaining 40 states do not make it a 

crime for lawful carry in the non-sterile areas of the airport. 

There have been no reported incidents of lawfully carrying 

citizens committing crimes in airports.  

 The attacks on the U.S. were traitorous, but let's 

remember that Georgia's proposed legislation is talking 

about lawfully carrying gun owners. I can't remember the 

last time a criminal, terrorist or somebody willing to commit 

a crime checked the law books before they did it. Their 

focus is on causing fear, mass destruction and violence 

regardless of the law. They don't look for other people's 

weapons. They have their own. Our goal in the Georgia 

legislature is to remove the "gotcha" situation in our 

carrying laws so that our lawfully carrying citizens don't 

unknowingly commit a crime.  

  For example, it is currently legal to check in any type 

of firearm as luggage. Avid hunters who travel to other 

states do this every day. In addition, other states recognize 

Georgia's carry permits so that lawfully carrying citizens 

can continue to exercise their constitutional right to carry a 

firearm. So, how do you get from your car to the check-in 

counter at the airport without breaking the law? Many 

lawfully carrying citizens have their weapon in their 

vehicles every day. If they get a last minute call to pick 

somebody up from the airport, they may not have time to 

run home and leave their firearm there. They will then 

unknowingly break the law by simply picking up a loved 

one from the airport. What about travelers who return late 

at night and walk across the dark parking lots? They have 

the right to protect themselves and don't need to 

unknowingly break the law.  

How much more federal encroachment do we need? First 

they want to dictate health care and now citizens' rights to 

lawfully carry a firearm. The next thing we'll hear is that the 

federal government doesn't want lawfully carrying citizens 

to have guns in their cars on federal highways.  

Johnson and Lautenburg have clearly not thought 

through their proposals. If the federal government expands 



 

 
Page 123

the federally secured area to the entire airports, security 

check points will have to move to the outer doors costing 

states, businesses and the federal government tons of 

money. Check-in counters will have to move to the outside 

of airports. Numerous traffic problems and pedestrians 

unsafely standing in lines outside the airport will result from 

movement of security check points. Washington cannot 

continue to push federal regulations on the states and 

taxpayers that cost more money.  

 Also consider for a moment Johnson's home county of 

DeKalb with pretty high crime rates. Is it common sense to 

restrict the rights lawfully carrying citizens to protect 

themselves and leave them vulnerable to criminal attacks? 

Johnson may want to focus on working with his local 

officials to reduce crime rather than make criminals out of 

lawfully carrying citizens in airports. 

Johnson and Lautenburg's proposals take aim at the 

wrong people. Their suggestions will only make law-abiding 

citizens criminals. They will not fight crime and terrorism. 

Government should work for the people to protect their 

freedoms and constitutionally given rights. This is just 

another example of the federal government attempting to 

flex its muscles that will cost law-abiding citizens their 

freedoms and taxpayers more money. Washington should 

abide by its own rules and leave the regulation of non-sterile 

areas of the airports to the states. Georgia's Common Sense 

Lawful Carry Act is exactly the common sense legislation 

needed to protect individual freedoms without compromising 

public safety.  

(Sen. Mitch Seabaugh represents the 28th Senate District 

which includes Coweta and Heard counties and portions of 

Carroll and Troup counties. He may be reached by phone at 

404-656-6446 or by e-mail at mail@mitchseabaugh.com ) 

http://www.times-herald.com/opinion/A-license-to-carry-is-

not-a-license-to-commit-a-crime-1140111 

 

10-05-24  Calf. More people per capita in foothills given 

weapon permits 

A look at the numbers might give the impression foothill 

communities are crawling with armed residents, ready 

for an Old West shootout at the drop of a hat. 

Not so, said Mariposa County Sheriff Brian Muller. 

Although statistics show rural, foothill counties issue more 

concealed weapons permits per capita than their urban 

counterparts, Muller said people don't abuse them.  

"The people we're issuing them to are responsible," he said. 

"They realize that it's a privilege, and if that's abused 

and taken advantage of, that license will be taken away." 

Mariposa ranks fourth in the state, with 203 permits per 

10,000 people. Tuolumne County is eighth with 141 per 

10,000 and Calaveras County is 11th with 124 per 

10,000. 

Stanislaus County, by comparison, issues 12 permits per 

10,000 people, ranking 39th out of 58 counties. 

Muller said his policy is straightforward. If an applicant 

meets the legal requirements to carry a concealed 

weapon, and "we feel the person's of good moral 

character and they can give us good cause," the 

application will be approved. 

Muller pointed out that residents of Mariposa and other 

foothill counties have reason for concern, with land to 

protect and dangers in public lands they might frequent. 

"My feeling, especially being a rural community, is that 

people have concerns in regards to self-protection," he 

said. He said numerous marijuana plantations have been 

found in state and national parks. "A lot of our residents 

spend time hiking into these different areas." 

Muller said he thinks for the most part, people treat gun 

rights with respect. 

"I feel extremely fortunate, we don't have people ... 

brandishing those weapons or firing those weapons in a 

manner that would not be appropriate," he said. "That 

would potentially threaten the rights of an individual to 

have a concealed weapons permit. If the legislators see 

an abuse on a broad scale, they would move forward 

with great restrictions on them." 

http://www.modbee.com/2010/05/24/1179390/more-people-

per-capita-in-foothills.html 

 

10-05-24  More women taking advantage of their right to 

bear arms 

BIRMINGHAM, AL (WBRC) - Many homeowners are 

taking control of their personal safety. A local gun store 

owner says more women are taking advantage of the right to 

bear arms. 

  These are mainly women who live alone and single 

moms. 

Officials say women are seeing that there are more 

incidents of home invasions and burglaries and they want to 

protect themselves. 

  There are two recent incidents in which intruders broke 

into homes. They both were shot and killed by homeowners. 

Hoover Tactical Firearms says since they opened about 

eight months ago, 25% of his hand gun sales have been to 

females. 

FOX6 spoke to a female gun owner. She didn't want to 

be identified for safety reasons. 

She says her husband is away from home often for 

business reasons. 

"I am not afraid to use it, no. I'm afraid someone will get 

hurt trying to come steal something from me," she said. 

Keep in mind that to carry a concealed weapon, you are 

required to have a pistol permit. Conversely, you don't need 

a premit to have a gun in your home. 

Chief Deputy Randy Christian says female attendance at 

gun safety classes offered by the Jefferson County Sheriff's 

Office are higher than ever before. 
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The classes are free and include use of a firing range. 

http://www.myfoxal.com/Global/story.asp?S=12536000 

 

10-05-24  FBI CRIME RATES FALL According to Our 

Preliminary Stats 

Preliminary data indicates that, for the third year in a 

row, the rate of violent crime in the United States is down. It 

appears that property crime also declined, for the seventh 

straight year. 

Our final figures won’t be available until the fall, but 

our just-released Preliminary Annual Uniform Crime 

Report, January to December 2009, shows some fairly 

significant decreases—5.5 percent for violent crime and 4.9 

percent for property crime, as reported to us by 13,237 law 

enforcement agencies from around the country that provided 

at least six months of data. 

Here are some more top line numbers from the report: 

All four categories of violent crime declined overall 

compared to 2008: robbery, 8.1 percent; murder, 7.2 

percent; aggravated assault, 4.2 percent; and forcible rape, 

3.1 percent. Violent crime declined 4.0 percent in 

metropolitan counties and 3.0 percent in nonmetropolitan 

counties. 

 

 

  

 

The largest decrease in murders—7.5 percent—was in cities 

with populations ranging from 500,000 to 999,999. The 

only increases in murders were found in cities of 25,000 to 

49,999 (up 5.3 percent) and nonmetropolitan counties (up 

1.8 percent). 

All overall categories of property crime also decreased 

when compared to 2008. Motor vehicle theft was down 17.2 

percent; larceny-theft, 4.2 percent; and burglaries, 1.7 

percent. Motor vehicle theft, which experienced the largest 

decrease in a single property crime category by far, fell 

significantly in all four regions of the country—down 18.5 

percent in the Midwest, down 17.5 percent in both the 

Northeast and the West, and down 16.3 percent in the 

South.  

 Arson declined across the board, with reported 

decreases across all population groups and all four regions 

of the country—11.6 percent in the West, 10.6 percent in 

the South,9.2 percent in the Midwest, and 8.6 percent in the 

Northeast. 

The report also contains individual 2008 and 2009 

figures for all eight crimes—murder, forcible rape, robbery, 

aggravated assault, burglary, larceny-theft, and arson—by 

cities with populations of 100,000 or more. 

 Why do we put out these preliminary numbers? To get 

the information as quickly as possible into the hands of 

those who need it most—like local law enforcement and 

community leaders who are in positions to implement 

effective crime strategies. 

But please note: the FBI doesn’t offer in-depth analysis 

of the data. We leave that to criminologists, state and local 

law enforcement agencies, and other experts. 

However, despite the decreases we have noted in 2009 

crime levels, law enforcement agencies around the 

country—including the FBI—have not lessened efforts to 

investigate these crimes, and we continue to work with one 

another to develop strategies to combat and prevent violence 

and crime in our communities 

http://www.fbi.gov/page2/may10/crime_052410.html 

 

10-05-24  Phila. Gunman pleads guilty 

WEST CHESTER — The rules were clear among three 

gunmen who confronted a group from Chester County 

outside the Parkesburg Arms Hotel last year, a prosecutor 

said Friday during a plea hearing. 

"When one of us fire, we all fire," Chief Deputy District 

Attorney Robert Miller said, quoting the defendant's 

statement about how the accused and his half-brothers shot 

at the strangers, leaving one man paralyzed from the waist 

down. At least seven shots were fired. 

In front of Chester County Judge Howard F. Riley, 

defendant Isaiah "Za" Baldwin, 17, of Philadelphia, pleaded 

guilty Friday to charges of attempted homicide, aggravated 

assault, criminal conspiracy and a firearms violation. 

Baldwin is to be sentenced later, after an investigation 

explores his background and the impact of his crimes on the 

victims. 

"These are very, very serious charges, and the 

commonwealth will be looking for serious jail time," Miller 

said to Riley during the hearing. 

Attempted homicide carries a maximum penalty of 20 to 

40 years in state prison, while aggravated assault carries a 

10- to 20-year maximum, although Riley is not bound by 

these limits. State guidelines normally call for shorter terms 

than the maximum, but the terms may be increased after a 

review of Baldwin's criminal record. He currently faces 

other charges in Philadelphia that may count against him, 

Miller said. And crimes committed with firearms can carry 

a mandatory minimum of five years in prison. 

"You understand that you are facing some serious time 

in any circumstance," Riley told Baldwin, who was 

accompanied by his attorney, Mark Rassman of Kennett 

Square. 

"Yes, sir," Baldwin answered. 

Miller said the three men who were fired upon had done 

little, if anything, to warrant an attack, although Baldwin 

and his co-defendants said their targets were about to 

become violent. 

The incident occurred April 10, 2009, in the 400 block 

of Main Street outside the hotel, Miller said. 
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Baldwin and his two half-brothers, Christopher 

"Murder" Henderson, 30, and Brandon Henderson, 37, both 

of Philadelphia, had driven to Parkesburg with Brandon 

Henderson's wife, Rashee Henderson, 35, to talk to Anthony 

Brinson, who lived at the hotel and who was running a 

marijuana distribution ring for them. 

Brinson, who is Brandon Henderson's stepson, was 

apparently having disputes with other men and needed help 

resolving the situation, Miller said. 

That situation, however, was unresolved, and so the 

Hendersons and Baldwin started driving back to 

Philadelphia. At that point, Brinson called them on a cell 

phone to say someone was coming to attack him. 

But Miller said the men who Brinson thought were out to 

get him had come to the hotel to visit someone else. They 

were standing outside the hotel when the two Hendersons 

and Baldwin approached. Miller said the Philadelphia men 

spontaneously and without provocation drew weapons from 

their waistbands and started firing. Their victims were Aviri 

Jones, 18; Khori Johnson, 21; and Haron Lee "Ron" Holly. 

Jones was shot in the spine, immediately fell to the 

ground and is now paralyzed, Miller said. 

Johnson was shot five times in the legs and groin as he 

ran three blocks to get away.He has since recovered from 

his wounds. 

Holly was uninjured.Police picked up Baldwin in 

Philadelphia on unrelated charges, and Baldwin told police 

in an interview in June that he had fired eight or nine shots 

at the men, and that he saw Christopher Henderson also fire 

shots. 

Christopher Henderson and Baldwin are being held in 

Chester County prison in lieu of $1 million bail. 

Brandon Henderson is incarcerated in lieu of $750,000 

bail. 

Rashee Henderson is being held in lieu of $500,000 bail. 

Miller told Riley that he hoped Baldwin's decision to 

plead guilty would prompt the others to do the same. 

"Hopefully they will plead guilty as well. But if not, 

we're going to have to have a trial," Miller said. 

http://www.dailylocal.com/articles/2010/05/24/news/srv000

0008349147.txt 

 

10-05-23 Wrestling with gun rights 

  Chicago's handgun ban, before U.S. Supreme 

Court, should be voided. 

The case of Otis McDonald, a 76-year-old black man 

living in a drug-infested neighborhood of Chicago, is now 

being considered by the U.S. Supreme Court. McDonald's 

home has been broken into three times, and drug dealers 

have threatened him. He would like a gun to protect himself.  

Two years ago, in the landmark case District of 

Columbia v. Heller, the Supreme Court affirmed that the 

Second Amendment to the Constitution guarantees 

individuals such asMcDonald the right to keep a handgun in 

their homes for self-defense. In doing so, the court 

overturned the D.C. handgun ban as unconstitutional. But 

the court's decision affected only the District of Columbia 

statute. McDonald remains subject to Chicago's handgun 

ban, a statute virtually identical to the Washington ban that 

the court rejected. In the case of McDonald v. the City of 

Chicago, the court will decide whether to incorporate the 

Second Amendment, as it has other fundamental rights, so 

that its protection must be respected by our cities and states.  

The Chicago gun ban, in place since 1982, forbids 

residents from keeping a handgun in their homes. Any gun 

owned before that law was passed, or any long gun kept in 

the home, must be kept disassembled and locked. It cannot 

be assembled even in case of a break-in. It cannot be carried 

from one room to another within the home. Moreover, a 

firearm must be reregistered every year. The city fathers of 

Chicago accept no excuse for failure to reregister a firearm 

- not hospitalization, amputation, not death.  

  Is the right to keep a gun for self-defense a fundamental 

right deserving of incorporation? Self-defense has always 

been seen as the first law of nature, so basic that legal 

experts believed no government could take it away. English 

common law recognized three great and primary rights: 

personal security, personal liberty, private property. The 

Declaration of Independence regarded as unalienable the 

rights to "Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness." Life 

first.  

The Supreme Court found the right to be armed 

preexisted the Constitution and that when the Second 

Amendment stated, "the right of the people to keep and bear 

arms shall not be infringed," it intended to protect an 

individual right. Despite the suggestion of some critics, this 

is no new right. It is the most ancient of rights.  

 Of course, the framers of the Constitution lived in what 

we like to characterize as "a simpler time." Is it sensible to 

trust ordinary citizens with firearms when there are police to 

protect them? Won't more guns increase violence?  

 The Washington and Chicago gun bans have not made 

those cities safer places. Thirty years after the imposition of 

the Washington ban, Washington's homicide rate compared 

with that of 49 other major U.S. cities was higher than it 

had been before the ban. Disarming law-abiding citizens 

removes an important deterrent.  

 But can we rely on the police to protect us? The reason 

the use of force in self-defense has always been justifiable at 

law is because the authorities cannot protect everyone, or 

indeed anyone all the time. Moreover, the courts have found 

police are not obliged to protect us.  

In the case of Warren v. District of Columbia, three 

young women sued the District of Columbia because the 

police failed to protect them. Men had burst into their 

townhouse and attacked their roommate downstairs. 

Hearing her screams, they called 911 repeatedly for over 

half an hour. When the screams stopped, they assumed the 
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police had arrived and went downstairs only to be seized by 

the intruders. The police had lost track of their calls. All 

three women were brutally abused for 14 hours. D.C.'s 

highest court ruled that the police do not have a legal 

responsibility to provide personal protection to individuals. 

They have a general obligation to protect everyone but not 

an obligation to protect anyone.  

There is understandable concern that if the Supreme 

Court decides to incorporate the Second Amendment, it will 

mean the end of all state and city regulation of firearms. 

That is not so. For example, the Eighth Amendment 

protection against cruel and unusual punishment was 

incorporated more than 40 years ago, but states still differ, 

sometimes markedly, on what they regard as "cruel and 

unusual."  

 And while the justices warned in the Heller opinion that 

"the enshrinement of constitutional rights necessarily takes 

certain policy choices off the table," they explained that 

reasonable regulations such as prohibitions against 

possession of firearms by felons and the mentally ill, or 

laws forbidding carrying firearms in sensitive places, were 

permissible. What is not permissible is depriving law-

abiding individuals of the means to protect themselves.  

If, as the justices concluded, the Second Amendment 

"elevates above all other interests the right of law-abiding 

responsible citizens to use arms in defense of hearth and 

home," Otis McDonald should win his case. 

http://www.philly.com/inquirer/currents/20100523_Wrestli

ng_with_gun_rights.html#axzz0pcxoawdL 

 

10-05-21 Officials Seized Gun From Suicidal JetBlue 

Pilot 

Officials Insist Pilot Only Thought Of Harming Himself; 

Removed From Flight Due To 'Illness' 

BOSTON (CBS) A JetBlue pilot was pulled from a 

flight at Logan Airport Thursday just an hour before takeoff 

after he allegedly threatened to kill himself "in spectacular 

fashion," authorities said Friday. 

 But Logan Airport's Federal Security Director George 

Naccara said a report that the unidentified pilot threatened 

to crash the plane is "misleading." 

Massachusetts State Police say they took a gun off the 

pilot at Logan International Airport after he allegedly told 

an acquaintance he might harm himself. 

  The incident occurred Thursday, and the pilot was 

taken to Massachusetts General Hospital for evaluation. 

The airline says no passengers were harmed nor was any 

flight in jeopardy. 

  State Police spokesman David Procopio says a federal 

air marshal alerted troopers after the acquaintance relayed 

the message. Procopio says police confronted the pilot at a 

crew lounge and he surrendered the weapon. 

The pilot was not charged with illegal possession of a 

firearm, suggesting he was a member of the Federal Flight 

Deck Officer program. The post-9/11 program screens, 

trains, arms and deputizes pilots as a last line of aircraft 

security. 

  A source told WBZ Radio in Boston the pilot was 

taken into custody for allegedly sending an email to his 

girlfriend in which he said if they did not reconcile their 

relationship, he was going to crash the plane. 

Naccara told WBZ Radio Friday the pilot did "exchange 

email with another person and we were alerted through 

various sources," but he denied the pilot threatened to crash 

his flight out of Logan. 

"He never threatened crashing the aircraft. It was a 

situation in which he was threatening to take his own life 

and, in fact, his words were he may do it in 'some 

spectacular fashion' but not anything to do with the aircraft 

and no reference to crashing the aircraft or harming anyone 

else other than himself," he said. 

Naccara said it appears that the pilot's girlfriend, who is 

a flight attendant, was the person who tipped off authorities. 

The pilot was pulled from pilot's lounge an hour before 

the flight for what JetBlue called "heath-related reasons." 

"Actions were taken immediately and the situation was 

diffused very effectively," Naccara said. 

  "Never was anyone in any kind of jeopardy. This was 

very much an isolated case, certainly not related to any type 

of terrorism." 

  The airline says media reports about the threat to crash 

the plane were "vicious rumor and speculation." 

Bryan Baldwin, manager of corporate communications 

for JetBlue, wrote in an email to CBS station WBZ-TV, "At 

no point were any customers or aircraft in danger. We are 

working closely with Boston authorities to ensure our crew 

member receives appropriate medical attention." 

  "He's being evaluated at Mass. General Hospital," 

Naccara said. 

"He is not in custody, he will not be flying, of course, 

and other actions will be taken by JetBlue and also by the 

FAA." 

http://kdka.com/national/pilot.crash.plane.2.1706940.html 

 

10-05-21 Security intercepts alleged gunman 

WEST CHESTER — A freelance photographer from 

Phoenixville was jailed after allegedly trying to bring a 

loaded weapon into the county Justice Center while on his 

way to a child support hearing. 

Brian Benjamin, 42, of the 1200 block of Madison 

Street, was ordered held in lieu of $100,000 bail after his 

preliminary arraignment Wednesday before Magisterial 

District Judge Mark Bruno of West Chester. 

Chester County Detective Harold Dutter charged 

Benjamin with misdemeanor offenses of carrying a firearm 

without a license and possession of a firearm in a court 

facility. 
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 Benjamin visited the Justice Center shortly before 11 

a.m. Wednesday for a child support conference with the 

child's mother and her attorney in the county Domestic 

Relations Office, reports say. 

When Benjamin passed through a security station at the 

building's entrance about 10:55 a.m., Security Officer 

Donald Erdman saw on a monitor what appeared to be a 

handgun inside Benjamin's briefcase or satchel as it passed 

through an X-ray machine, reports say. 

The gun was described by investigators as a silver 

Springfield 1911 .45-caliber semiautomatic. The gun had a 

magazine with eight rounds inside although no live bullets 

were in the gun's chamber, reports say. 

According to reports, after Erdmen saw the gun, he 

notified Deputy Sheriff Steven Sibbett, who approached 

Benjamin and asked if he was a law enforcement officer or 

had a permit to carry a concealed weapon. 

Benjamin replied that he had left the permit at home. The 

criminal affidavit filed against him indicates Benjamin also 

checked his wallet for the missing permit. 

Benjamin said he had received the permit in Chester 

County. 

While another deputy detained Benjamin at the entrance, 

Sibbett went to the county sheriff's office on the first floor 

of the Justice Center and asked the deputy in charge of 

firearm license records to check for Benjamin's permit. 

A review of the records revealed Benjamin lacked a valid 

permit, but it was unclear from reports of the incident 

whether Benjamin owned a permit that had expired or had 

no permit at all. 

Benjamin was then handcuffed and taken to the sheriff's 

lockup. 

 On Thursday, Sheriff Carolyn "Bunny" Welsh praised 

her deputies for having responded appropriately to the 

situation. 

"Probably one of the most dangerous situations in a 

courthouse is walking through the front door with a 

handgun," Welsh said. "People at the security monitors are 

vitally important to maintaining safety and order here, 

especially when it involves domestic situations or family 

courts, because they can be so volatile." 

It was unclear Thursday whether Benjamin purposefully 

meant to bring the gun to the hearing in Domestic Relations. 

Julie Ganz of Fox Rothschild in Exton, the attorney for 

the mother of Benjamin's child, could not be reached 

immediately for comment. 

The hearing was apparently not a dispute over back 

support owed by Benjamin but to begin the determination of 

how much he should pay and when he should pay. 

Benjamin is the nominal owner of Visual-Graphix, a 

graphic design and photography firm in Phoenixville that 

has had financial problems recently. 

 A bank foreclosed on a home on Virginia Avenue in 

Phoenixville where Benjamin had lived after he reportedly 

failed to make payments on a $200,000 mortgage. 

A credit card company also filed a claim against 

Benjamin seeking money owed. 

And at least one customer has filed a claim against him 

in Common Pleas Court seeking reimbursement of $3,000 

for wedding photos that were paid for in 2008 but not 

properly delivered, records say. 

"I think the officers involved acted absolutely 

appropriately, and I am very pleased," said Welsh. "It was a 

job well done. We literally dodged a bullet." 

Benjamin's preliminary hearing has been set for 9 a.m. 

Tuesday, May 25. 

http://www.dailylocal.com/articles/2010/05/21/news/srv000

0008324766.txt 

 

10-05-20 Pirates terrorize boaters on Texas lake along 

Mexican border 

ZAPATA, TEXAS -- It sounds like something out of 

yesteryear: Pirates attacking boats and sailors, robbing them 

of their treasures. But it's not on the high seas, but in deep 

South Texas. 

With machine guns in hand, Mexico's deadliest cartel is 

patrolling the waters of a Texas border lake. 

These pirates already have hit several boats on Falcon 

Lake near Zapata, which is about an hour south of Laredo. 

 If you go too far across the lake and past the 

international boundary bouy, you are in Mexican territory 

and subject to attacks by pirates toting assault weapons. 

"It is unsafe in Mexico. Don't go to Mexico," warned 

Game Warden Capt. Fernando Cervantes. "We can not 

cross over onto that side. If a boat goes across, that's it. We 

stop there at the line." 

One man fishing on the lake Thursday, Lucas Garza, 

said he'd be staying away from the boundary. 

"We're not planning on going to that side," he said. "We 

just know there's no good news on that side." 

He and his friends have heard the warnings about Zeta 

cartel pirates ambushing boats on the Mexican side, 

operating with virtual impunity as they steal cash and 

electronics at machine gun-point. 

At least three boats have been robbed so far, and 

authorities say they are investigating a fourth incident, as 

well. 

The fear of what lurks beyond the boundary is keeping 

even local fisherman well within the U.S. side of the lake. 

U.S. authorities say there just isn't a Mexican law 

presence on the other side of the lake, so boaters who do 

venture to that part of Falcon Lake are on their own. 

http://www.kens5.com/news/pirates-94535754.html 

 

10-05-20 UK Firearms laws could cause chaos at 2012 

Olympics 
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Europeans miss Dorset clay pigeon event over permits 

  • London organisers want accreditation to double as 

permit 

London 2012's shooting event is heading for chaos 

because of Britain's draconian firearms legislation for 

athletes from European countries. Some European teams 

have been unable to compete at a clay pigeon World Cup 

event in Dorset this week after failing to lodge original 

certificates of firearms permits with UK police long in 

advance. 

Without having that paperwork in their possession 

several athletes would be in breach of their national laws to 

hold their firearms at home. They have also been unable to 

travel after they waited four to six weeks for the 

documentation to be handled. Indeed, in order to guarantee 

German athletes' participation, that nation's administrator 

was flown in to theUK by tournament officials – at a cost of 

£1,500 to the event – with a sheaf of athletes' 

documentation for on-the-spot processing by police. 

Perversely the law states that competitors from non-

European Union nations need send only a copy of their 

certificates and, in cases where no official national 

registration system exists, a letter of permission from police 

departments suffices. 

  The event organiser, Peter Underhill, who is also 

manager of the shooting tournament at the London 

Olympics, told Digger: "This situation has arisen with only 

350 competitors. It would take the Metropolitan Police a 

year to process the 2,000 people at the Olympics. We want 

the Home Office to relax arrangements, to tie in an athlete's 

visitor's firearm permit with the accreditation so it acts as 

an import licence for the firearm." So far the Home Office 

has shown no enthusiasm for the request. 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/sport/2010/may/20/olympic-

shooting-firearms-licences 

 

10-05-20 Switchblade knives now legal in NH 

Switchblades, the spring-loaded knives that government 

went to great lengths to restrict after their menacing use in 

films like "Rebel Without a Cause" and "West Side Story," 

are now legal in New Hampshire. 

A new state law signed by Gov. John Lynch on Tuesday 

removes the penalty for carrying or selling switchblades -- 

along with stilettos, dirk and dagger knives. 

"All we did was get rid of an old, antiquated law that 

was enacted in the 1950s," said Rep. Jennifer Coffey, R-

Andover, prime sponsor of the legislation. "We need laws 

on criminal activities, not on objects." 

 The bill took shape after Coffey, the vice president of 

the Andover Rescue Squad, was looking for a new tool for 

her job an emergency medical technician. She was looking 

for an all-in-one tool with an automatic mechanism, a knife 

that would free up use of one hand. 

 As she shopped around, Coffey said she discovered 

what she wanted she could not legally buy in the state. And 

though state law provided an exemption for EMTs, along 

with law enforcement, hunters and others, she found the 

exemption would not apply when she was off-duty. 

Coffey said there are more than 125 occupations or 

hobbies in which knives are primary tools. 

"We don't need to penalize hunters, fisherman, mountain 

climbers," she said. 

 The more she researched, the more Coffey said she 

found the old law was being selectively enforced. It had to 

be, she reasoned, given the many blades, automatic or 

otherwise, that are used daily by people. 

Coffey said at the state's popular Highland Games, 

people dressing in Scottish attire with a traditional Scottish 

dirk were technically in violation of the law, but were not 

rounded up and arrested. 

But people elsewhere were being brought up on charges. 

Abe Foote, of Abe's Awesome Armaments in New 

Hampton, was one of them. He said he was arrested, 

charged and taken to court in 2002 after he sold a knife to a 

police officer. Foote estimates the case cost him about 

$7,000, including legal costs, fines and loss of inventory 

and sales. 

Foote, who testified in support of Coffey's bill, said the 

law was antiquated and selectively enforced. "It was a good 

thing that this law was repealed so that no other law-abiding 

citizen has to go through what I went through," he said last 

night. 

The bipartisan bill sailed through the New Hampshire 

Legislature, with committees hearing support for the change 

from law enforcement officers, wildlife groups and outdoors 

people. 

 As Coffey put it, "There are enough laws on the books 

to cover criminal intent." 

The old law subjected a person guilty of carrying or 

selling switchblades, stilettos, or dagger and dirk knives to a 

misdemeanor, and the knives were required to "be 

confiscated to the use of the state." 

 The prohibition in RSA 159:16 still holds for 

blackjacks, slung shots (a weight on the end of a flexible 

piece of cord or chain) and brass knuckles, and it is still 

illegal for a felon to have a knife, said Evan F. Nappen, a 

Concord attorney who has literally written the book on the 

subject, "New Hampshire Gun, Knife, and Weapon Law." 

 Nappen said the old law was vague to begin with, 

possibly as part of the regulatory rush on switchblades by 

federal and state governments in the late 1950s. For 

example, he said, the law called them "switch knives," not 

switchblades, and they were not properly defined in statute. 

They are also known as automatic knives. 

The state Legislature has recognized that how a knife 

opens has no bearing on whether the knife is good or bad, 

said Doug Ritter, chairman of Knife Rights Inc., a non-
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profit advocacy group, who testified in support of the bill. 

He said there are 27 states where automatic knives are legal 

and he believes the New Hampshire law is the first complete 

repeal of knife restrictions in a state. 

"It makes a clear statement that people in this great 

country are fed up with irrational and illogical laws that 

restrict them for no good reason," he said. "It is a real 

statement that this is a country where freedom counts, 

where we don't penalize honest, law-abiding folks just 

because some people have an emotional reaction against 

something." 

 The "emotional reaction" came from what Ritter called 

the Hollywood exploitation of switchblades. 

  Nappen, who also provides counsel to Knife Rights 

Inc., gave a similar nod to the rival gangs in "West Side 

Story" to try to de-mystify the switchblade. "The Sharks 

and the Jets are in their 80s now," he said, "I don't think we 

have to worry about them." 

http://www.unionleader.com/article.aspx?headline=Switchbl

ade+knives+now+legal+in+NH&articleId=62ca5c1a-1de2-

4346-8e05-024dae2ae373 

 

10-05-20 Chicago Mayor Daley: Gun ban 'effective' 

Often when Mayor Daley makes the case for what he 

calls "common sense gun laws," he stands before a table full 

of guns seized by Chicago Police. 

The show-and-tell was the same today, when Daley was 

asked how effective Chicago's strictest-in-the-nation 

handgun ban can possibly be when the city's homicide rate 

is rising and an off-duty Chicago Police officer was gunned 

down during an attempted robbery.  

The mayor picked up a rifle from the table and 

sarcastically told the Chicago Reader reporter, "If I put this 

up your butt, you'll find out how effective it is. If we put a 

round up your, you-know. . . . [Confiscating] this gun saved 

many lives. It could save your life." 

Asked about the mayor's remark later, mayoral press 

secretary Jacquelyn Heard said Daley was somewhat 

exasperated because "the person asking the question was 

missing the point that unrestricted guns are a devastating 

issue" for Chicago. 

"To illustrate the point, he offered what admittedly could 

be considered a less than ideal example, but it's one that is a 

stark reminder of how destructive gun violence has been." 

Chicago's 1982 handgun freeze -- and a companion 

requirement that existing gun owners re-register their 

weapons every year -- have been likened to Prohibition and 

denounced as a widely ignored charade. 

The U.S. Supreme Court is widely expected to overturn 

the ban, forcing the mayor to come up with a replacement 

patterned after a similar ordinance in Washington D.C.  

http://www.suntimes.com/news/cityhall/2297718,daley-gun-

comment-052110.article 

 

10-05-19 Northeast Pa. woman who shot husband 

appears in Canada court 

ST. JOHN'S, Newfoundland (AP) — A Pennsylvania 

woman accused of killing her husband during a hunting trip 

to Canada is scheduled to appear for a bail hearing. 

Forty-four-year-old Mary Beth Harshbarger is scheduled 

to go before a Canadian judge on Wednesday. She appeared 

in Grand Falls-Windsor provincial court Tuesday on a 

charge of criminal negligence causing death. 

The Wyoming County woman was extradited to 

Newfoundland on Tuesday to face the charge stemming 

from the Sept. 14, 2006, death of her husband, Mark. 

Mary Beth Harshbarger told police she thought her 

husband was a bear emerging from the woods when she shot 

him about a half-hour after sunset near Buchans Junction, 

Newfoundland. Investigators concluded it was too dark to 

fire a rifle. 

A charge of careless use of a firearm was dropped. 

http://www.poconorecord.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/2

0100519/NEWS/100519797 

 

10-05-19 Monessen man charged with shooting outside 

Billy T's bar 

MONESSEN — Forensic evidence will be used against 

a Monessen man accused of shooting a Donora man who 

was waiting for a friend outside a city bar last year.  

Delaney Detwiler, 20, of 652 Knox Ave., was charged 

Tuesday with attempted homicide, aggravated assault, 

firearms not be carried without a license, and person not to 

possess a firearm for allegedly shooting DeJuan Antoine, of 

Donora, March 8, 2009, near the former Billy T's bar. 

The shooting was one of several violent incidents at the 

time involving rival groups from Monessen and Donora. 

The charges were filed with Magisterial District Judge 

Joseph Dalfonso by Monessen police Lt. James Smith and 

the Attorney General's office. 

Detwiler is already in the Westmoreland County Prison 

on unrelated drug and firearms charges. His bond is set at 

$250,000 straight cash on the Tuesday charges. 

A co-defendant, David Jeffries, 18, also of Monessen, is 

being held in the Westmoreland lock-up on attempted 

murder charges for his role in the series of shootings. He is 

scheduled to go to trial Aug. 30. His bond stands at 

$100,000.  

Jeffries was arrested a week after the shootings while he 

was still a student at Monessen High School. 

Antoine identified Jeffries shortly after the shooting but 

told police at the time he believed a second person was 

involved. 

Monessen police used a report just issued by the State 

Police Forensic Services lab to file the charges against 

Detwiler. 

According to an affidavit of probable cause, the lab 

matched a spent metal gun shell jacket found on Antoine's 
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vehicle to a .357 Magnum revolver found in Detwiler's 

possession March 17 at 606 Reed Ave., Monessen. 

Detwiler was arrested at that time for his alleged role in 

a shooting incident Jan. 24, 2009, at a Donora residence. 

On March 8, 2009, Antoine was sitting in his van near 

Billy T's on Ninth Street waiting for Anthony Crews to 

come outside. 

Antoine told police he decided to leave the area because 

he became suspicious of several people he saw. 

 Police said Antoine drove to the 600 block of Reed 

Avenue when he saw two people dressed in dark clothing 

outside his driver's side door. 

Antoine immediately recognized one of the people as 

Jeffries, according to police. He told police Jeffries pulled 

out a chrome pistol and fired one round into the driver's side 

window. . 

Antoine was shot in the left side of his chest, and 

eventually passed out and crashed his van into a parked car 

and building on Schoonmaker Avenue. 

Police believe Detwiler was the second shooter. 

Detwiler is the main suspect in the Jan. 24, 2009, 

shooting incident in Donora. He is accused of firing at least 

20 rounds into a home at 466 Third St., where five people 

were inside. No one was hurt. 

Detwiler is set to appear in Washington County Court 

for a plea hearing May 26 related to charges stemming from 

the Donora incident 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/valleyindependent/news/s_

681925.html# 

 

10-05-19 Pa. gun shop owner faces federal charges 

The Associated Press READING, Pa. — The gun shop 

owner whose business was raided in January is facing 

federal charges of possessing weapons while under the 

influence of marijuana. 

Federal prosecutors charged 48-year-old Jay Fisher on 

Tuesday with two counts of possessing firearms and 

ammunition while being an unlawful user of controlled 

substances. 

Authorities raided Fisher's Reading home and business 

after he was arrested along with his wife and an employee 

on charges they kidnapped another man. Investigators say 

they recovered 168 firearms and more than 40,000 rounds 

of ammunition from the home. 

Fisher is also charged with holding his wife and son 

hostage during a standoff with police. 

Fisher remains in Berks County Prison in lieu of 

$175,000 bail. The attorney representing him on state 

charges was unavailable Wednesday. 

http://www.centredaily.com/2010/05/19/1986818/pa-gun-

shop-owner-faces-federal.html#ixzz0oSM5OyJ4 

 

10-05-18 Elderly Stroudsburg couple holds burglar at 

gunpoint 

An elderly couple held a burglar at gunpoint while 

waiting for police to arrive at their Stroudsburg home 

Saturday morning.  

Devin Tyler Ayala, 24, of Stroudsburg ripped a screen 

on a porch, climbed through and entered the Sarah Street 

home through a door. That set off an alarm. A 68-year old 

woman had been sleeping on the couch on the first floor. 

She awoke, pushed past Ayala and screamed for help to her 

husband who had been sleeping upstairs.  

The husband, 74, came down stairs with a gun and kept 

Ayala in place until the Stroud Area Regional Police 

responded according to the police report.  

Ayala is charged with burglary, public drunkenness and 

disorderly conduct. – Beth Brelje 

http://www.poconorecord.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/2

0100518/NEWS/100519817 

 

10-05-17 Masked Gunmen Rob Business On Bigelow 

Blvd. 

The search is on for two masked gunmen after a robbery 

in a Pittsburgh neighborhood. 

  Six employees at Steel Town Promotions in the 3500-

block of Bigelow Boulevard were just wrapping up the day's 

business just before 7 p.m. when two masked gunmen ran 

into the basement office and ordered everyone on the 

ground. 

  Officers from Zone 2 arrived within minutes of the call 

and listened as distraught workers described what happened. 

  Those employees spoke to KDKA-TV Monday night, 

but were too shaken for an on-camera interview. 

  They say the robbers yelled threats at them while they 

stole their cash, credit cards, jewelry and cell phones. 

 The duo got away with personal belongings and money 

and items from the business itself. 

Police don't have much of a description because the 

thieves wore ski masks with only the eyes cut out and the 

victims were forced on the floor face down. 

There are signs on the building warning would-be 

intruders of the surveillance cameras, so now investigators 

will review the footage to see if any clues were caught on 

tape. 

http://kdka.com/local/Bigelow.Boulevard.robbery.2.169978

8.html 

 

10-05-17 Gun owners to fight new rifle prohibition 

The National Firearms Association of Canada is 

demanding access to an RCMP report that explains why a 

previously restricted rifle was suddenly reclassified as 

prohibited. 

Once merely restricted due to the length of its barrel, the 

Norinco Type 97A rifle was apparently deemed prohibited 

last year after it was found to be easily converted to an 

automatic weapon. 
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The High Standard Model 10B shotgun also went from 

being a restricted firearm to a prohibited weapon with little 

explanation, the association says. 

The organization argues the RCMP made the decision 

"unilaterally" and is now unfairly confiscating the weapons, 

about 39 of which have been registered to restricted firearm 

licence holders across Canada. 

Association president Blair Hagen said his organization 

started receiving complaints and requests for assistance 

from owners earlier this month when the letters outlining the 

change were sent out. 

"Most of the time in cases like this the issue is actually 

taken care of by the (federal) government through something 

called an order in council if they feel a firearm is too 

dangerous to be sold or owned in Canada," he said. 

"The RCMP's actions are a little bit suspect. Their 

ability to unilaterally reclassify a firearm that they already 

approved for import and sale in Canada to firearms licence 

holders, we've got a bit of a problem with that." 

Hagen said a number of rifle owners are fighting the 

seizures in provincial court and that the National Firearms 

Association has launched a legal defence fund to assist with 

costs. 

http://www.vancouversun.com/news/owners+fight+rifle+pr

ohibition/3039664/story.html 

 

10-05-17 Death of 2 boys prompts toy dart gun set recall 

WASHINGTON — The asphyxiation deaths of two 

boys prompted the government Monday to announce the 

recall of 1.8 million toy dart gun sets. 

The Consumer Product Safety Commission said a 9-

year-old boy in Chicago and a 10-year-old boy in 

Milwaukee died after they chewed on the one-inch, soft-

plastic darts, which slipped into their throats. The small 

suction cup part of the dart cut off their breathing. 

The dart gun sets were sold nationwide at Family Dollar 

stores. 

"We want parents to know about the risks to children 

during the preteen years that can come from aspirating these 

toy darts," warned CPSC Chairman Inez Tenenbaum. 

The dart gun sets were imported by Henry Gordy 

International in New Jersey. CPSC says Henry Gordy 

refused to recall the dart set so Family Dollar Stores worked 

with the agency on recalling the product. 

Henry Gordy International could not be reached for 

comment. A published number for the company has been 

disconnected. 

Family Dollar, based just outside of Charlotte, N.C., 

said the company hasn't sold the dart sets in more than a 

year but agreed to the recall as a way to alert customers 

who purchased the product. 

  The "Auto Fire" toy dart set was sold exclusively at 

Family Dollar stores from September 2005 through January 

2009 for about $1.50. 

  The orange darts measure just over an inch in length 

and have a small suction cup at one end with a diameter of 

about a-half inch. "Gordy Toy" is printed on the packaging. 

The agency advises people to immediately take the dart 

gun sets from children and discard them. Family Dollar will 

offer a refund. http://www.comcast.net/articles/news-

politics/20100517/US.Toy.Darts.Recall/ 

 

10-05-17 Detroit police kill seven-year-old child 

Detroit police shot and killed a seven-year-old girl during 

an early morning raid of a home on the city’s east side 

Sunday morning. The child, Aiyana Stanley Jones, was 

struck in the head and neck area while sleeping on a couch 

at the home on Lillibridge Street. 

In a Sunday morning press conference Assistant Police 

Chief Ralph Godbee said police were executing a “no-

knock” search warrant for a homicide suspect in the two-

apartment home. He said the police—members of the 

heavily armed Special Response Team—threw a flash 

grenade through an unopened window around 12:45 a.m. 

before charging in with guns drawn. 

Godbee claimed the policeman’s gun discharged after he 

“had some level of physical contact” with the girl’s 47-year-

old grandmother, Mertilla Jones. The police were not 

categorizing the shooting as accidental yet, Godbee said, 

"although we don't believe the gun was discharged 

intentionally." 

Charles Jones, father of the slain girl, said he rushed 

from a back bedroom to see his mother being pushed 

through the door and another police officer carrying his 

bleeding daughter from the house. “They came into my 

house with a flash grenade and a bullet," Jones told the 

Detroit News. "They say my mother (Mertilla Jones) 

resisted them, that she tried to take an officer's gun. My 

mother had never been in handcuffs in her life. They killed 

my baby and I want someone to tell the truth." 

The young father added, “I want this story to be heard. 

This was a wrongful death." 

Mertilla Jones, who was arrested at the scene and 

released Sunday, told the Detroit News, "They blew my 

granddaughter's brains out. They killed her right before my 

eyes. I seen the light go out of her eyes.” She denied police 

claims she had a physical confrontation with the cops, 

telling WXYZ-TV, “I never touched none of them. No one 

gave them any struggle. My grandbaby is gone. The Detroit 

police killed my granddaughter.” 

Before the police broke in, a relative told police there 

were children inside and pointed to toys in the front yard. 

“‘There’s kids in the house,’ I said five times, ‘there are 

kids in the house,’” a relative told the TV station. 

Jones and his relatives said the suspect was not even in 

the same apartment as Aiyana. Police raided the upstairs 

unit simultaneously and reportedly arrested a 34-year-old 

male. 
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"Based on our intelligence, we got a search warrant for 

the location,” Godbee said. "Because of the violent nature of 

the crime, we thought we were entering a potentially 

dangerous situation." Godbee said a full investigation would 

be conducted and expressed fear of public reaction, saying 

the police “might be the target of anger." 

A spontaneous memorial was set up in front the eastside 

home, with friends, relatives and ordinary citizens leaving 

flowers and children’s balloons and toys to pay honor to the 

dead child and her family. A candlelight vigil was held 

Sunday night. 

Class tensions in the city are reaching a breaking point. 

After decades of plant closings and mass layoffs, the Motor 

City has a real unemployment rate at the Depression-level 

of 50 percent. Hundreds of thousands of people face a daily 

struggle for survival, confronting utility shutoffs, evictions 

and foreclosures, while the city’s Democratic-run 

administration—led by millionaire businessman Mayor 

David Bing—is planning to shut off public services to entire 

working class neighborhoods deemed too poor to maintain. 

A report on an apartment house fire in the poverty-

stricken Detroit enclave of Highland Park on Sunday noted 

that many of those inhabiting the building were homeless 

“squatters,” including whole families. One resident said the 

local utility company DTE Energy had come out to 

disconnect the electrical service to the building, but “people 

threatened to shoot them if they did.” 

Under these conditions, the Bing administration is using 

the police to crack down on the population. In recent weeks, 

opponents of police brutality have complained that the 

Detroit Police Department’s gang squad—known as the 

Mobile Strike Force—has been “terrorizing” 

neighborhoods, with complaints against the police rising 

more than 200 percent. 

The Detroit police may have been particularly primed to 

use indiscriminate and overwhelming force on Sunday, due 

to a raid last month that left one cop dead and four others 

wounded. 

The squad involved in the death of Aiyana Jones, the 

Special Response Team, was formed in 1987. It has been 

described by former members as a “highly trained anti-

terrorist unity” and the “Marine Corps” of the Detroit police 

department. 

http://www.wsws.org/articles/2010/may2010/detr-

m17.shtml 

 

10-05-13  AZ Police release details of deadly Tucson 

shooting 

TUCSON, Ariz. (AP) — Tucson police say four gang 

members were involved in a deadly shootout with a business 

owner during an attempted robbery that left one suspect 

dead, two wounded and another in custody. 

Police say 18-year-old Noah Lopez was pronounced 

dead at the scene of Tuesday night's shooting inside M&M 

Customs, a store that sells auto alarms and stereos. They 

say 19-year-old Anthony Peyron and 26-year-old Toney 

Stith remained hospitalized Wednesday with non life-

threatening injuries while 20-year-old Carlos Peyron was 

jailed on multiple charges. 

Police say the four men entered the store about 7 p.m., 

forced an employee into a back office and tried to rob the 

business at gunpoint. But the store owner confronted the 

robbers with a shotgun and opened fire. The store owner 

suffered a forearm wound, but he and the employee held the 

three surviving suspects at gunpoint until police arrived. 

http://www.fox11az.com/news/local/93525034.html 

 

10-05-12  Neighbor Shoots Attacking Dog in Port 

Richmond, Saving Boy Under Attack 

Port Richmond boy is recovering from dog bite wounds 

following surgery at St.  Christopher's Hospital for 

Children.  Thanks to the quick actions of his bigger brother 

and a neighbor, he's expected to make a full recovery.  

Before school, Shane Bucher (right, in family photo) was 

at a neighbor's house in the 3500 block of Mercer Street.  

Inside, something happened to trigger an American 

bulldog -- described as friendly -- to turn on the 11-year-old, 

sinking his teeth into the boy and dragging him outside. 

Shane's brother, Brad, heard his screams: 

"I tried pulling him, and his jaw was locked.  So we 

couldn't get it.  So I went in the house and called 911, and 

they came fast." 

Another neighbor came even faster -- with a gun -- and 

shot and killed the dog. Police say they don't expect charges 

to be filed. 

The victim's dad, Paul Bucher, says he's just happy that 

his son is going to be all right: 

"I'd like to say thank you, and I appreciate everything 

that was done -- because nothing else could have been done 

any better than what happened." 

http://www.kyw1060.com/Port-Richmond-Man-Saves-Boy-

By-Shooting-Dog/7030516 

 

10-05-11  Police make arrest in Columbia homicide 

Police have arrested a Lancaster city resident and 

charged him with shooting a man to death Friday night in 

Columbia.  

Jakeem Lydell Towles, 20, whose last known address 

was 837 N. Lime St., Apt. 2, was taken into custody 

Monday by city police, according to Lancaster County 

Assistant District Attorney Christopher Larsen.  

Prosecutors said Towles was charged with criminal 

homicide and persons not to  possess a firearm.  

Larsen said Monday night he could provide no other 

details of the arrest but said Towles would be arraigned by 

District Judge Robert Herman and committed to Lancaster 

County Prison without bail.  
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Towles is accused of killing Cornell Anton Stewart, 20, 

who was shot once in the head. Stewart was removed from 

life support early Monday at Lancaster General Hospital.  

Investigators said the shooting stemmed from a dispute 

between Towles and another man during a hip-hop show 

inside the Mighty Dog Fun Center at 29 N. Fourth St., 

where Stewart was scheduled to perform as Young E-Z. 

Also performing at the show were J-Dub and Tasrokit.  

Fun Center owner Carter Shultz said Stewart would 

have been the next entertainer to perform when he went 

outside around 10:30 p.m. and was shot.  

Shultz said he was in the kitchen when he heard the 

gunshots. Two security guards were both inside the facility 

at the time.  

"Everyone cleared out" within five minutes, Carter said, 

and police arrived.  

The building, a renovated fire hall, is typically used for 

wedding receptions and birthday parties, Carter said.  

According to court documents, Towles and another man, 

who was one of the performers, were escorted from the 

facility after they engaged in a physical altercation during 

which the other man allegedly hit Towles.  

Witnesses said Stewart went outside about the same time 

and was standing next to the man with whom Towles had 

the altercation.  

That man and another witness said they saw Towles fire 

a gun in their direction.  Larsen announced the arrest shortly 

after a press conference Monday afternoon during which 

District Attorney Craig Stedman had identified Towles as 

the alleged shooter and said he was being sought on 

homicide charges.  

Stedman called the incident "senseless and stupid." He 

described Towles an "extremely dangerous individual."  

He said Towles is a convicted felon who was on parole 

for a 2008 robbery and is not permitted to have a firearm.  

A 2008 graduate of Lancaster Catholic High School, 

Stewart described himself as a "hip-hop artist" on his 

MySpace social networking site.  

News spread quickly of his death as friends wrote notes 

of sympathy and loss.  

In a blurb about himself, Stewart wrote that he is 

"currently pursuing my dream" as a recording artist. 

http://www.ydr.com/ci_15060748?IADID=Search-

www.ydr.com-www.ydr.com 
 


