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Founding Fathers: 

"Our own Country's Honor, all call upon us for a vigorous and manly exertion, and if we now shamefully fail, we shall become infamous to the 

whole world. Let us therefore rely upon the goodness of the Cause, and the aid of the supreme Being, in whose hands Victory is, to animate and 

encourage us to great and noble Actions - The Eyes of all our Countrymen are now upon us, and we shall have their blessings, and praises, if 

happily we are the instruments of saving them from the Tyranny mediated against them. Let us therefore animate and encourage each other, and shew 

the whole world, that a Freeman contending for Liberty on his own ground is superior to any slavish mercenary on earth." --George Washington, 

General Orders, 1776 

  

Self Defense Upheld in House 

Judiciary Committee: 

House Bill 40 – Castle Doctrine –

PASSES House Judiciary 
 

After 5 1/2 long years of lobbying and educating on the 

need for updating and upgrading the Pennsylvania use of 

force laws to protect law-abiding citizens who defend 

themselves with firearms we finally have the beginnings of 

victory showing as the Pennsylvania House Judiciary 

committee, on May 25, voted House Bill 40-Castle 

Doctrine-out of committee by a vote of 22 to 4. 

While the legislation, House Bill 40, was amended in 

committee most of the changes were technical in nature and 

does not modify the basic intent of giving law-abiding 

citizens the ability to "stand your ground" when confronted 

by an attacker with a weapon that can cause serious bodily 

harm or death. 

As is customary at these hearings, some legislators who 

wanted to hold this legislation up continued to want to 

rehash the entire concept even though all of their questions 

received answers in previous hearings. However this time at 

bat we were successful in getting a vote on the legislation 

and it did pass as we expected. 

In Harrisburg drama and theater sometimes take the 

place of sound reasoned thoughts on issues and at this 

Judiciary Committee hearing the behind-the-scenes 

manipulation of public opinion continued in a fashion that 

would've made Hollywood proud. It was clear the anti-gun 

groups were desperate to avoid any type of public relations 

coup for the Castle doctrine passing overwhelmingly in the 

Judiciary Committee so they negotiated through Rep. Curtis 

Thomas the ability to bring up three anti-gun bills-House 

bills 1043, 1044, and 1045. Each one of these pieces of 

legislation was debated briefly and was defeated by a three 

to one margin or greater. 

What is perhaps the most troubling are the comments by 

Rep. Thomas wherein he stated during discussion on the 

anti-gun bills that we can no longer rely on locking up 

criminals to solve our crime problems. Apparently then he 

believes that sacrificing freedoms and allowing criminals to 

roam free will somehow make us a more safe society. What 

say you? 

All in all this hearing was a great success and now this 

legislation moves to the Pennsylvania House Appropriations 

Committee and this is where gunowners need to pressure the 

program members of this committee to bring it up for a vote 

and send it to the floor of the House of Representatives for a 

full vote of all the members. 

On behalf of all of the activist and coalition groups 

throughout the state who worked so hard on this legislation I 

want to thank you! However we are not at the goal line yet 

so please keep up the pressure and if you need any 

additional information on the members of this committee, 

appropriations, or any other background information please 

let me know! 
 

How Obama Reduced Crime Rates Last Year 
by John Lott  

President Obama surely didn’t intend it, but he 
deserves some 
credit for last 
year’s 7.4 percent 
drop in murder 
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rates. His election caused gun sales to soar, and crime 
rates to plummet. 

 
While gun sales started notably rising in October 

2008, sales really soared immediately after Mr. Obama 
won the presidential race. 450,000 more people 
bought guns in November 2008 than bought them in 
November 2007, that’s over a 40 percent increase in 
sales. By comparison, the change from November 
2006 to November 2007 was only about 35,000. Over 
the last decade, the average year-to-year increase in 
monthly sales was only 21,000. 

The increase in sales continued well beyond 
November 2008. From November 2008 to October 
2009, almost 2.5 million more people bought guns in 
the 12 months after the election than in the preceding 
12 months. The National Instant Criminal Background 
Check System, or NICS, doesn’t tell us how many 
guns each person bought just the number of people 
who bought them. Most likely though, gun sales rose 
by more than the number of people who purchased 
them. 

At the same time gun sales were soaring, there was 
an unusually large drop in murder rates. The 7.4 
percent drop in the murder rate was the largest drop in 
murder rates since the 1999. For those who don’t 
remember, 1999, when President Bill Clinton and 
Columbine occurred, was another time when gun sales 
soared. With people such as Elena Kagan serving as 
Mr. Clinton’s deputy domestic policy adviser were 
pushing hard for more gun control, Americans were 
worried that more gun bans were coming. And in 
response gun sales soared. 

Just as higher arrest and conviction rates, longer 
prison sentences, or the more frequent use of the death 
penalty reduce crime, so does letting victims defend 
themselves with guns. More certain or greater 
penalties make it more risky for criminals to commit 
crime. Victims who can defend themselves can also 
make committing crime more dangerous and deter 
criminals. 

Americans living in the District of Columbia and 
Chicago have seen this phenomenon themselves. After 
the ban went into effect in both cities, murder rates 
rose dramatically. After the Supreme Court threw out 
DC’s ban and gunlock laws in 2008, the District’s 
murder rates plunged by 25 percent in 2009. Indeed, 
my research in the just released third edition of More 

Guns, Less Crime shows that every place in the world 
that we have crime data for has seen murder rates 
climb when guns were banned. 

If Mr. Obama really understood that letting law-
abiding citizens defend themselves reduces crime, it is 
unlikely that gun sales would have had to increase. 
Yet, if the Supreme Court strikes down the Chicago 
gun ban this month, Americans may get to see yet 
again that more guns mean less crime.  
http://biggovernment.com/jlott/2010/06/08/how-
obama-reduced-crime-rates-last-year/ 
 

Reject Newest Attack on Second 

Amendment 
From John Birch Society email alert. (5/29/10) 

(Read related article)  
The gun control fanatics in Congress are at it again, 

capitalizing on the public's media- and government-induced 

fear of terrorism and contrived anecdotes to promote their 

watch list and gun control/gun-grabbing measures for all 

Americans.  

In early May there was a hearing in the Senate 

Committee on Homeland Security & Governmental Affairs 

that gave perennial gun-grabber Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D-

N.J.), Rep. Peter King (R- N.Y.) and a few cronies a 

platform for the subject "Terrorists and Guns: The Nature 

of the Threat and Proposed Reforms." That subject is tied 

into Lautenberg's S. 2820 PROTECT Act of 2009 

(Preserving Records of Terrorist & Criminal Transactions 

Act) and S. 1317 Denying Firearms and Explosives to 

Dangerous Terrorists Act, and Rep. Peter King's matching 

version in the House, H.R. 2159. 

Billed as an "anti-terrorist" measure by the authors, 

the details of S. 1317 and its companion bill H.R. 2159 

would allow the Attorney General of the United States to 

deny the purchase of a firearm to anyone on the "terrorist 

watch list." The AG could accomplish this without due 

process of law and without the accused knowing any details 

of possible suspicion. The responsibility of determining a 

person's guilt or innocence would be outside the judicial 

system and in the hands of the Attorney General (currently 

Eric Holder, not personally in favor of gun rights), and who 

would not have to produce one shred of evidence for his 

decision, a huge loss of civil rights for American citizens. 

S. 2820 would establish a national gun registry. This 

bill would require record-keeping of gun transfers for ten 

years for anyone who is suspected of being a member of a 

terrorist organization, and 180 days for all other criminal 

background checks relating to firearms transfers. It also 

repeals "certain provisions that require the destruction 
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within 24 hours of identifying information for individuals 

who legally purchase or possess firearms." 

With the growing labeling of "homegrown terrorists" 

extending to concerned citizens who seek a return to 

constitutional doctrine, the government would have free rein 

in determining individual gun ownership for those who 

indeed are not terrorists, all in direct contradiction to a 

protected God-given right. 

Every American citizen, active patriot or not, should 

be motivated by such disingenuous rhetoric to oppose all 

this legislation vigorously and persistently. Contact your 

representative and senators about all three pieces of 

proposed legislation, S. 1317, H.R. 2159, and S. 2820, and 

let them know you adamantly oppose any and all attempts 

to restrict gun ownership through various unconstitutional 

strategies. 

Thank you, 

Your friends at The John Birch Society 
 

Pennsylvania Preemption Law 

Victories CONTINUE - June Update 
High Court Refuses to Hear Philadelphia 

Gun Ordinance Case 
Zack Needles, 06-09-2010 

The state Supreme Court has denied allocatur in a case 

in which the Commonwealth Court struck down two 

Philadelphia ordinances — one dealing with a ban on 

assault weapons and the other requiring that only one 

handgun be purchased per 30-day period — but upheld 

three other city gun ordinances. 

Last June, a seven-judge en banc Commonwealth Court 

panel unanimously ruled that a group of gun advocates 

lacked standing to challenge three city ordinances dealing 

with seizure of firearms from persons who pose a risk of 

imminent harm to themselves or others, prohibiting the 

acquisition and possession of firearms by persons subject to 

a protection from abuse order and requiring that gun owners 

report lost or stolen firearms to law enforcement within 24 

hours of realizing they're missing. 

But the panel was split 6-1 in its decision to enjoin the 

city from enforcing the two others. 

On Tuesday, the Supreme Court issued separate per 

curiam orders denying appeals from both the city and the 

gun advocates, which comprised the National Rifle 

Association, NRA members Jon Mirowitz, Eugene 

Walworth, John Olexa and Charles H. Cox III, the National 

Shooting Sports Foundation, the Pennsylvania Association 

of Firearms Retailers and two local firearm retailers, Firing 

Line Inc. and Colosimo's Inc. 

The advocates' attorney, C. Scott Shields of Shields & 

Hoppe in Media, Pa., said Tuesday that the allocatur 

denials represent a "huge victory" for the NRA and gun 

owners because the city remains barred from enforcing the 

two ordinances "that had the most teeth."  

As for the three other ordinances the Commonwealth 

Court upheld last year, Shields said the city has yet to begin 

enforcing them. 

"But when they do, we'll be back in court because then 

there will be no question as to standing," he said. 

Richard G. Feder of the Philadelphia Law Department 

said the city was "disappointed" the Supreme Court denied 

its appeal. Writing for the majority in National Rifle 

Association v. City of Philadelphia last June, President 

Judge Bonnie Brigance Leadbetter said that the "Assault 

Weapons Ordinance," which would prohibit ownership, 

possession or transfer of any contraband weapon, accessory 

or ammunition, and the "Straw Purchaser Ordinance," 

which would prohibit both straw purchasing of handguns 

and ban the purchase of more than one handgun in any 30-

day period for anyone engaged in straw purchasing, are 

precluded by the state constitution.  

Leadbetter found that the state Supreme Court had set 

this precedent with its ruling in the 1995 case Ortiz v. 

Commonwealth. 

Leadbetter was joined by Judges Bernard L. McGinley, 

Dan Pellegrini, Rochelle S. Friedman, Renée Cohn Jubelirer 

and Johnny J. Butler. 

Judge Doris A. Smith-Ribner said in her dissenting 

opinion that she did not believe state law or the Ortiz 

decision stood in the way of the city's enactment of the 

ordinances. 

Section 6120(a) of the Pennsylvania Uniform Firearms 

Act precludes local regulation of "the lawful ownership, 

possession, transfer or transportation of firearms, 

ammunition or ammunition components when carried or 

transported for purposes not prohibited by the laws of this 

commonwealth." 

The city argued that because the ordinances in question 

sought to regulate unlawful activity and did not regulate the 

"carrying or transporting" of firearms, it should not be 

prohibited by state law from enacting them. 

Leadbetter agreed with the city that Section 6120(a) 

appears to only apply to ordinances aimed at regulating 

lawful acts but said that "the crystal clear holding" in Ortiz 

nevertheless precluded the city from enacting its ordinances. 

The city also argued that since the decision in Ortiz did 

not address the qualifying phrase "when carried or 

transported," it should not apply here. 

But Leadbetter said "the fact that the court in Ortiz did 

not discuss the statutory language relied upon by the city 
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does not provide a legitimate basis for us to ignore its 

holding." 

The Supreme Court's holding in Ortiz that the General 

Assembly intended to deny all municipalities the power to 

regulate firearms precluded the city from enacting the 

ordinances, Leadbetter said. 

Smith-Ribner said she didn't believe the holding in Ortiz 

was quite so clear. 

"The majority agrees with the city that preemption 

'appears to be limited to the lawful use of firearms by its 

very terms,' ... but notwithstanding this concession the 

majority proceeds to rely on Ortiz, which did not resolve 

this issue either expressly or impliedly," she said. "Total 

preemption in this area of the law is not as clear as the 

majority presumes, and its view remains rebutted by the 

dissent in Clarke v. House of Representatives, until the 

Supreme Court issues a definitive, clear and precise 

decision in the matter." 

Smith-Ribner said that in her dissent in Clarke v. House 

of Representatives, a 2008 Commonwealth Court case, she 

"emphasized the senseless deaths that occur from gun 

violence suffered in the city by innocent citizens and by 

police officers acting in the line of duty." 

"I take judicial notice again of the fact that more 

innocent citizens have been killed in Philadelphia from gun 

violence and that additional Philadelphia police officers 

were killed from gun violence in 2008 and in 2009 while 

acting in the line of duty: Sergeant Patrick McDonald and 

Police Officer John Pawlowski," she said. 

Feder told The Legal Tuesday he thought the Supreme 

Court might have denied the city's appeal because of the 

current case's similarities to Ortiz. 

"It wasn't that long ago that Ortiz was issued," he said. 

"We don't think Ortiz decided this case but we can 

understand why the court might have felt differently." As 

for the matter at the heart of the gun advocates' appeal to 

the Supreme Court, Leadbetter said last June that the group 

"failed to establish any injury sufficient" to challenge three 

other city ordinances. Those ordinances were the "Imminent 

Danger Ordinance," allowing temporary confiscation of 

firearms from persons found by the court to pose a risk of 

imminent personal harm to themselves or to others, the 

"Domestic Abuse Ordinance," banning persons subject to an 

active protection from abuse order from acquiring or 

possessing firearms when the order calls for confiscation of 

the firearms, and the "Lost or Stolen Gun Ordinance," 

requiring firearm owners to report their lost or stolen 

firearms to law enforcement officials within 24 hours of 

realizing they're missing. 

Shields told The Legal Tuesday that he and his clients 

"were always a little befuddled as to how we could have 

standing to challenge part of a package of ordinances, but 

not the whole thing."  

http://www.law.com/jsp/pa/PubArticle...=1202461674619 

 

Gun owners assert their rights 
  

6/09/2010 -- MILL HALL - Three people carrying guns 

attended Borough Council's meeting Tuesday evening, to 

propose the borough regulate gun use. 

Timothy L. Havener, a Lock Haven resident, had 

previously informed council it is illegal to ban guns from 

public places in the state of Pennsylvania, so the borough's 

ordinance prohibiting guns in Mill Hall Community Park 

does not have a leg to stand on. The Second Amendment 

right to bear arms guarantees him the right to carry a gun 

wherever he goes, he said. 

The sign listing all the park rules specifically says no 

guns are allowed, he pointed out. 

Council had referred the issue to Borough Solicitor Paul 

Welch who responded with a change to the ordinance 

dropping the gun ban. The amendment was on council's 

agenda for Tuesday's meeting, but Havener asked the 

members to consider something else instead, a "no-

discharge" ordinance governing the use of guns. 

"As gun owners, we're not just concerned with our rights 

but with the safety of everyone in the borough," he said. 

He offered a sample of a no-discharge ordinance, and 

council agreed to send it to the solicitor. Council also tabled 

the proposed changes until hearing back from Welch on this 

latest idea. 

"I'd rather do things right than just patch it up," Havener 

said after the meeting. 

He has raised a similar objection to the City of Lock 

Haven's park regulations. 

It's not uncommon for municipalities to have an 

unenforceable gun ban on the books, he said. 

Overturning them has become an issue championed by 

the Pennsylvania Firearms Owners Association, and 

Havener saw Ebensburg Borough change its ordinance 

before moving from Ebensburg to Lock Haven. 

The Pennsylvania Uniform Firearms Act states: "No 

county, municipality or township may in any manner 

regulate the lawful ownership, possession, transfer or 

transportation of firearms, ammunition or ammunition 

components when carried or transported for purposes not 

prohibited by the laws of the Commonwealth." 

The sample ordinance Havener presented to council is 

designed "to provide for the safety of children, adults, 

personal property and real property." 

It lists "unlawful acts" which all begin with "No 

person shall discharge..." 
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n A firearm or air gun within 150 yards of any school or 

playground or 75 yards of any dwelling, farm building or 

occupied structure. 

n A deadly weapon within 50 yards of any school or 

playground or 25 yards of any dwelling, farm building or 

occupied structure. (Deadly weapons include compound 

bows and crossbows.) 

n A firearm, air gun or deadly weapon within 25 yards 

of any public roadway or pathway. 

n A firearm before 9 a.m. or one-half hour after sunset 

Sunday through Saturday (any day of the week). 

Exceptions are listed, including: 

n Licensed hunters who are hunting legally 

n Anyone 18 or older legally using a firearm to control 

wildlife to protect crops or property. 

n People who are target, skeet or trap shooting in a 

manner that in no way endangers life or public property. 

They must have the property owner's permission and must 

employ a backstop so projectiles don't leave the property. 

n Anyone defending his person or property. 

n Police officers and members of the armed forces 

performing official duties. 
http://www.lockhaven.com/page/content.detail/id/518690.ht

ml?nav=5009 

 

Pennsylvania Preemption Law 

Violations CONTINUE - June Update 
 County rules on guns could be 

unconstitutional 
BY CHARLES SCHILLINGER (STAFF WRITER)  

Published: June 10, 2010 

New rules on guns in Lackawanna County parks 

adopted by county commissioners last month are being 

challenged by local law enforcement as too lenient, and by 

gun-law experts as possibly unconstitutional. 

Commissioners approved rules and regulations 

prohibiting smoking, skateboarding and other activities in 

county parks, including new restrictions on guns. The rule 

says, "No unlicensed firearms or weapons are allowed in a 

park." Discharging a firearm is also prohibited. 

Olyphant resident Keith MacDonald challenged the 

language at a commissioners meeting Wednesday, saying 

there is no license for guns in Pennsylvania and arguing the 

county cannot prohibit people from openly carrying a 

firearm. 

Meanwhile, Sheriff John Szymanski said he also plans to 

challenge the new rule - arguing the county should make it 

more strict. 

"We don't allow firearms in the park," said Mr. 

Szymanski, whose department oversees law enforcement of 

county parks. "It's a public facility, and if you walk around 

with a gun, you're going to intimidate a lot of people. Our 

position is we're not allowing it and we're going to ask for 

clarification on that point." 

The wording of park rules, unchanged or made more 

strict, could set off a constitutional debate on gun rights in 

Lackawanna County, experts say. County solicitor John 

O'Brien said they are reviewing the language and looking to 

see how it can be updated. 

"Our intention is not to make illegal anything that you 

can already do under state law," Mr. O'Brien said, 

indicating he thinks openly carrying a firearm in a park 

might be allowed under state law. 

Mr. O'Brien couldn't say what the county meant by an 

"unlicensed firearm." 

"What is an unlicensed firearm?" asked attorney 

Edward Bilik, who takes on gun law cases in the western 

part of the state. "I believe that they're pre-empting state 

statute with that, and it's going to be unconstitutional." 

Tunkhannock attorney Jerry Grimaud, who takes on 

constitutional law cases, said the wording of the county 

park rules "would likely not pass constitutional muster." He 

added the county would have issues if it outright banned 

guns, as Mr. Szymanski plans to request. 

"That's clearly unconstitutional," said Mr. Grimaud. "It's 

probably not been the subject of litigation, but if it does, I'm 

convinced it's not constitutional." 

Pennsylvania has no license to carry a gun - there is a 

license to carry a concealed weapon - or state registration of 

gun owners, said Jack Lewis, a state police spokesman. 

State police only require sellers check the background of a 

person prior to the sale of a handgun. 
Contact the writer: 

cschillinger@timesshamrock.com 
 

Cease-Fire PA continues to push their failed 
philosophies on local communities with the latest being 
Wilson Borough, which enacted, unanimously, and 
ordinance requiring the mandatory reporting of lost or 
stolen firearms. This is yet another example of the 
manipulation of the political process by an 
organization, Cease-Fire PA, which will stoop to any 
level including violating the Constitution and statutory 
law if it helps them stigmatize gun ownership and 
make it more difficult for citizens to defend 
themselves. 
 

PRESS RELEASE: 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY SHERIFF JOHN P. DURANTE 

REVOKES CONCEALED CARRY PERMIT OF JOSEPH 

JAMES DEPAUL, JR. AND ENCOURAGES TRAIL USERS 
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TO REPORT ALL INCIDENTS TO POLICE AND NOT TAKE 

THE LAW INTO THEIR OWN HANDS 

 

For Immediate Release 

 

Friday, July 24, 2009 

Contact: Sheriff John P. Durante 

Phone: 610-278-3337 

 

Montgomery County Sheriff John P. Durante has 

revoked the firearms permit of Joseph James DePaul, Jr. of 

627 Hamilton Street, Norristown, for an alleged incident 

that happened on the Plymouth Township section of the 

Schuylkill River Trail on Wednesday, July 22, 2009.  

As stated before by Sheriff Durante, the Montgomery 

County Commissioners want to ensure that all users of the 

Montgomery County park system have a safe and enjoyable 

time. To that end, the Sheriff will be increasing deputy 

patrols throughout the entire county trail system. Sheriff 

Durante also wants to note that issues of public safety on 

the trail system are not just limited to the Municipality of 

Norristown but are a system-wide concern, as the present 

case demonstrates. Law enforcement agencies along the 

park system trails, along with Montgomery County Park 

Rangers, do a tremendous job in helping to keep the trail 

safe. The Bicycle Coalition of Greater Philadelphia has also 

been a great partner to the county and law enforcement 

agencies by keeping us informed of all issues that affect the 

responsible enjoyment of the county trails.  

Sheriff Durante once again reminds the public that 

carrying a firearm on the trail or in any county park, 

regardless of whether or not one has a concealed carry 

permit, is illegal and a violation of the rules and 

regulations of the Montgomery County park system. 

Anyone caught in possession of a firearm in violation of 

these rules and regulations will immediately lose their 

concealed carry permit and will be turned over to the 

Montgomery County District Attorney’s Office for 

prosecution. 

In programs such as the controlled hunts, where firearms 

are permitted in county parks, the county goes to great 

lengths to ensure there is proper distance for using firearms 

and the event is supervised by the Pennsylvania Game 

Commission, Montgomery County Park Rangers, and 

Sheriff’s Deputies to protect the safety of other users of the 

park. 

Sheriff Durante echoes the National Rifle Association in 

encouraging the responsible, safe and legal use of firearms. 

Taking the law into one’s own hands serves no purpose but 

to put innocent people in danger and carelessly shooting a 

weapon on the trail could endanger unsuspecting users 

jogging, walking their dogs, or riding their bicycles. The 

events that occurred on Wednesday in Plymouth Township 

should be a lesson learned for all park users not to take the 

law into their own hands but to notify police and report all 

incidents immediately to the proper authorities.  
*** 

 

Investigation: Cease-Fire PA 

Funding—Unions & Political Favors 
 In our continuing investigation of this organization and 

exactly who they represent we focused today on the political 

action committee and the source of their revenue. 

 Of the reports on file with the election bureau at the state 

level is clearly apparent that the bulk of the money for the 

political side of their operation comes from either political 

insiders, unions, or a very small group of Philadelphia area 

citizens. 

 The largest donations come from the International 

Brotherhood of Electrical Workers ($10,000-we wonder if 

the average union worker knows how their money is being 

spent), Philadelphia Mayor Nutter (another $10,000) and 

the Memorial for Ryan Hacke by way of Marybeth Hacke 

($10,000 more). 

 This is not exactly a ringing endorsement for the 

statements by Executive Director Joe Grace when he says 

that all Pennsylvanians support greater (he uses the term 

‘reasonable’) regulation of firearms! If that were true you 

would think they would be flooded with donations from 

average citizens when in reality they are being propped up 

by the Philadelphia power elite and by union member’s 

money. 
 

Primary results send both parties scurrying 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

While professional politicians won't admit it, the primary 

results from several states have sent the leaders of both 

major parties scurrying into their respective strategy war 

rooms just six months before the November off-year 

elections—off-year elections already considered 

problematical. 

Most political observers had predicted that this fall's 

elections would produce change affecting the Democrats the 

most, but incumbents of both parties to some degree. How 

much change, and whether it will affect the control and 

direction of Congress remains to be seen. Clearly 

incumbency was a liability on May 18 as the shadow of the 

Tea Party movement fell across several races. 

However, nowhere was Tea Party impact as great as in 

Kentucky, where Rand Paul handily beat the Republican 

Party's anointed candidate, Secretary of State Trey 

Grayson, 58.8% to 35.4%. Grayson had been championed 

by Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell, the GOP 

kingmaker in the state. 
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Paul will face Democratic Attorney General Jack 

Conway, who narrowly defeated Lt. Gov. Daniel 

Mongiardo 44.1% to 43%. 

Tea Party or not, the voters of Pennsylvania also 

demonstrated opposition to a Democratic Party favorite, 

five-term Sen. Arlen Specter. In that race, two-term Rep. 

Joe Sestak beat Specter 53:9% to 46.1 in spite, of the 

incumbent's heavy backing by President Obama, Gov. Ed 

Rendell and just about every other Democrat leader in and 

out of the Keystone State. 

Specter had the nation's top Democrats in his corner 

after switching to their party last year, and his final ad push 

featured President Barack Obama saying, "I love Arlen 

Specter." But Specter's Republican history and an anti-

incumbent mood propelled Sestak, a maverick Democrat, to 

an improbable upset. 

Sestak will face Republican Pat Toomey in November. 

Toomey, a former congressman and former head of the anti-

tax Club for Growth, nearly ousted Specter in the 2004 

GOP primary; the prospect of a rematch helped precipitate 

Specter's switch to the Democratic Party. 

It was a bipartisan night of rejection for the Washington 

establishment. Kentucky Republicans struck the first blow 

by choosing political newcomer. Paul as their Senate 

nominee. Paul is an ophthalmologist and Tea Party favorite, 

and the son of Texas Rep. Ron Paul, who ran for the 

Republican presidential nomination in 2008. 

In a Pennsylvania contest that both parties promoted as a 

precursor to the midterm elections this fall, Republicans 

suffered a blow to their plans for taking over Congress. 

Democrat Mark Critz, a top aide to the late Rep. John 

Murtha, defeated Republican businessman Tim Burns in a 

special election to finish Murtha's term representing the 

working-class Johnstown-area district. 

A week later in another open seat special election in 

Hawaii, Republican Charles Djou was the winner, giving 

the GOP a gain of one seat. 

In Arkansas, moderate Democratic Sen. Blanche Lincoln 

was trying to hold off a netroots-fueled primary challenge 

from Lt. Gov. Bill Halter. Neither cleared 50% of the vote, 

sending them into a June 8 runoff election to determine who 

will face GOP Rep. John Boozman, a rancher and 

ophthalmologist whose late brother, Fay Boozman, lost to 

Lincoln in 1998. 

Now it is reported that former President Bill Clinton will 

campaign for Lincoln, setting up a possible test of 

Democrat strength as well as the popularity of presidential 

influence. 

Specter was the third incumbent to lose his job this 

season, following Utah Sen. Bob Bennett's failure to get the 

GOP nomination in his state and 14-term Democratic Rep. 

Robert Mollohan's primary loss in West Virginia's  First 

District. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Brady Center joins Fed's fight against Freedom 

Act guns 
The Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence is joining the 

federal government's fight to stop eight states that want to 

exempt themselves from national gun control laws, arguing 

the effort threatens public safety. 

The Brady Center and the Department of Justice both 

filed new arguments on May 18 in the ongoing legal battle 

over federal gun control and states rights. 

The issue was sparked by the "Firearm Freedoms Act" 

first enacted in Montana last year and subsequently in 

several other states, and is leading to a constitutional 

showdown over the reach of Congress into state borders. 

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. 

Attorneys general in Montana, Utah, Alabama, Idaho, 

South Carolina, South Dakota, Wyoming and West Virginia 

subsequently signed on to help the gun advocates who 

launched the lawsuit last fall, led by the Montana Shooting 

Sports Association (MSSA) and the Second Amendment 

Foundation (SAF). 

The Justice Department argued that the courts have 

already decided Con gress can set standards on such items 

as guns as part of interstate commerce. 

MSSA and SAF previously argued in court filings that 

federal authorities could freely prosecute those who cross 

borders with guns bought under the state rules. They 

pointed out it would be illegal to take a made-in-Montana 

gun outside of that state. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

HI governor signs two pro-gun bills 
On May 12, Hawaii Gov. Linda Lingle (R) signed two 

pro-gun bills into law, SB-358 and SB-532, both sponsored 

by state Sen. Sam Slom. Both bills protect the rights of the 

state's law-abiding gunowners. 

SB-358 will prevent the seizure of legally owned 

firearms or ammunition from any lawful possessor during 

an emergency or natural disaster. SB-532, is similar to 

'Castle Doctrine' law in protecting from civil immunity any 

homeowner or an owner of any real property who uses 

force, including deadly force, for self-defense. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

NH governor signs knife rights bill 
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New Hampshire Gov. John Lynch has signed Rep. Jenn 

Coffey's Knife Rights Bill into law, removing restrictions on 

switchblades, dirks, daggers and stilettos in the Granite 

State and essentially removing all restrictions on knives in 

state law. 

New Hampshire now has no state knife laws which stop 

law-abiding citizens from buying, selling, owning, carrying, 

possessing, transporting, collecting, or lawfully using any 

type of knife. This is the first complete repeal of a state's 

knife restrictions ever. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

New bill shields military brass 
On May 19, by a unanimous voice vote, an NRA-backed 

amendment was added to the House Armed Services 

Committee's National Defense Authorization Act (HR-

5136) that will ensure serviceable and once-fired small arms 

cartridge cases are available for commercial sale. 

The Ellsworth amendment, offered by Rep. Brad 

Ellsworth (DIN) with four cosponsors, Reps. Rob Bishop 

(R-UT), Dan Boren (D-OK), Jeff Miller (R-FL) and Ike 

Skelton (D-MO), compels military bases to ,sell small arms 

ammunition and ammunition components intact—meaning 

not demilitarized for scrap—as long as these items aren't 

"unserviceable or unsafe." 

Last year a bureaucratic glitch led to the Department of 

Defense (DoD) temporarily suspending sales of once-fired 

cartridge cases. Sens. Max Baucus and Jon Tester, both 

Montana Democrats, conveyed to the Defense Logistics 

Agency their judgment that the destruction of fired brass 

was unwarranted and has impacted civilian reloaders and 

small businesses who sell reloaded ammunition. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

TN restaurant bill vetoed again 
Gov. Phil Bredesen on May 18 vetoed a renewed effort 

to allow Tennessee handgun carry license holders to bring 

their guns into bars and restaurants that serve alcohol, 

provided they do not consume alcoholic beverages. 

The Democratic governor said in a letter to legislators 

that he based his decision on a principle he 

learned more than 50 years ago in a safety course 

sponsored by the National Rifle Association: "Guns and 

alcohol don't mix," Associated Press reported. 

However, the NRA has been a major supporter of the 

guns in bars measure. 

Bredesen vetoed a similar measure last year, but his veto 

was overridden. Then a judge ruled them measure 

unconstitutionally vague. 

A similar restaurant carry bill passed the Tennessee 

House and Senate with overwhelming bipartisan support 

last May, only to be vetoed by Bredesen. Then, despite a 

successful veto override by Tennessee's state legislature, a 

state judge ruled the law unconstitutionally vague. In early 

May, new legislation sponsored by state Sen. Doug Jackson 

(D-25th Dist.) and state Rep. Curry Todd (R-95th Dist.) 

passed overwhelmingly in both houses. 

Bredensen acknowledged that the "number of votes 

makes it unlikely the veto will stand." The New GUN WEEK, 

June 15, 2010 
 

Debate erupts over Kagan's Second Amendment 

views 

by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

Some believe she is a socialist while others point to 

remarks during her confirmation hearings as Solicitor 

General that support the Supreme Court's ruling in the 

Heller case, and there will be more attention paid to 

SCOTUS nominee Elena Kagan when confirmation 

hearings are held in the Senate this summer. 

Kagan, nominated to replace retiring Justice John Paul 

Stevens, 90, has never served as a judge. The 50-year-old 

nominee is a former dean of the Harvard Law School and 

worked in the Clinton White House. She is not married and 

has no children. 

When she was quizzed about the Second Amendment 

during the process of vetting her as the Solicitor General 

nominee, Kagan told the Senate Judiciary Committee 

members that, "There is no question, after Heller, that the 

Second Amendment guarantees Americans 'the individual 

right to possess and carry weapons in case of confrontation.' 

" 

She later reiterated, noting, "Essentially, the Court made 

clear that the Second Amendment right to bear arms should 

be treated like any other constitutional right — the Court, 

for example, offered an analogy to the First Amendment — 

providing strong but not unlimited protection." 

Yet gun rights activists are wary of any nominee from 

the Obama administration, and they have been saying so on 

various chat groups and Internet forums 

When Kagan was asked whether the courts, rather than 

the elected branches, - should take the lead in creating a 

more just society, she wrote, "I do not agree with this view. 

I think it is a great deal better for the elected branches to 

take the lead in creating a more just society than for courts 

to do so." This suggests she does not favor judicial activism. 

Ed Stone, the Atlanta, GA, Gun Rights Examiner and a 

veteran Georgia gun activist, noted in his column that, "she 

might be as close as can be expected from the current 

administration to a vote in favor of the right to bear arms, 

given some of the other choices that appeared on the short 

list." 

"Since she is replacing Justice Stevens," Stone wrote, 

"who was a dissent in the Heller opinion, Kagan's 



 

 
Page 9

appointment may be one more vote on the Court in favor of 

the right to bear arms." 

Whether Kagan's sentiments on gun rights will be put to 

the test anytime soon if she is confirmed, her reaction to the 

high court's ruling in McDonald v. City of Chicago, which 

should be decided shortly, will be watched closely by the 

firearms community. That case is expected to incorporate 

the Second Amendment to apply to the states through 

provisions of the 14th Amendment, and to overturn the 

long-standing handgun ban in Chicago. 

Kagan has come under fire from conservative groups for 

her positions on military recruiting on college campuses, 

and for her harsh criticism of the "don't ask, don't tell" 

policy on gays in the military She joined a legal fight 

against military recruitment because of its policy on gays, 

and when the case reached the Supreme Court, it was 

unanimously rejected. 

As dean of the Harvard Law School in 2004, she banned 

any official school support for military recruiters on 

campus, according to CNS News. The following year, she 

joined dozens of other Harvard Law professors, the news 

service noted, in the argument that it was not discrimination 

against the military, because the same Harvard policy 

applied to all recruiters. 

But the unanimous high court ruling that universities 

could not discriminate against the military soundly trounced 

the brief she and her colleagues filed. 

Her opinions about free speech have also been criticized, 

noted WorldNet Daily, after it was revealed that in the 

1990s, she suggested that some speech could be suppressed 

depending "upon a categorical balancing of the value of the 

speech against its societal costs." 

In a thesis she wrote as a senior at Princeton in 1981 

titled "To the Final Conflict: Socialism in New York City, 

1900-1933," Kagan seemed to have lamented the decline of 

socialism, WorldNet Daily also reported. 

"In our own times," she wrote, "a coherent socialist 

movement is nowhere to be found in the United States. 

Americans are more likely to speak of a golden past than of 

a golden future, of capitalism's glories than of socialism's 

greatness." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Robber's toilet paper mask 
An armed robber may have given away more about 

himself than necessary when he held up a Nebraska 

convenience store and masked his identity by wrapping his 

head in toilet tissue. 

Jokes about this caper are certain to follow, but the 

robber managed to get away. He was apparently armed only 

with a knife A video of the crime has appeared on The 

Smoking Gun, which noted that the clerk gave this bandit all 

of the money in the safe, and in the cash register. 

A woman approached the store, apparently saw what 

was going on, and called the police. By the time they 

arrived, the bandit had fled, and police dogs lost his scent 

after a couple of blocks. 

A Lincoln, NE, police officer inadvertently dropped a 

double entendre when he observed: "With that disguise, 

there isn't much to go on." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 

2010 
 

Governor plugs urban coyote 
Texas Gov. Rick Perry is known as a staunch pro-

gunner but even that solid reputation got a boost when it 

was revealed by the Washington Post that he personally 

plugged a coyote with a small .380-caliber pistol earlier this 

year while walking the dog in Austin. 

According to the newspaper, Perry was walking his 

daughter's Labrador retriever in a hilly area southwest of 

Austin's downtown district. He was staying in a private 

home while the Governor's Mansion was being renovated. 

On this jog, the governor—who is licensed to carry 

concealed—was armed with a Ruger LCP loaded with 

hollowpoint ammunition. He did not have a security detail. 

The pistol is fitted with a laser and when the yodel dog 

approached, he zeroed in and squeezed the trigger. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Trio shoot game warden's car 
From the "How Stupid is That?" file comes the story of 

justice done in Ohio, where Jesse W. Coffey, Todd M. Noel 

and Jacob Shepherd provided the answer when they pleaded 

guilty to, among other things, shooting the windshield of a 

game warden's patrol car. 

Answering your next question, yes, it appears alcohol 

was involved. 

According to The Outdoor Wire, our three model 

citizens copped pleas to 24 misdemeanors and four felonies. 

Their offenses included hunting without licenses, hunting 

without permission and improper handling of firearms in a 

motor vehicle. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 

Two Ohio game cops were in the vehicle, Officers Adam 

Smith and Jeffrey Tipton. They were parked in a field 

looking for poachers when the three stooges drove up, 

flashed the patrol car with their headlights and somebody 

capped off a round. That was when the blue lights came on, 

and the trio raced away with the wardens in hot pursuit. 

After a 41/2-mile chase, the three were stopped with 

assistance from the Ohio Highway Patrol and Champaign 

County Sheriff's Office. They all wound up in Champaign 

County Common Pleas Court in front of Judge Roger 

Wilson. 

Noel and Coffey were fined $300 apiece and sentenced 

to 65 days in jail. Shepherd was fined $200 and jailed for 50 
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days. They also must split the cost of repairing the damages 

to the patrol car and about two acres of cropland. They all 

get to serve 300 hours of community service, and because 

they have felony beefs on their record, they not only lose 

their hunting privileges, they probably also lose their gun 

rights. 

They will be under community supervision for the next 

five years. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Woman drives dead victim 
Adding a new dimension to bizarre behavior, an Upland, 

CA, woman was jailed recently after she drove around for 

several hours with the body of her sister-in-law in the car. 

Authorities in California believe Sandra Kotz, 48, of 

Upland shot Ellen Bayless, 58, and then covered her with 

some kind of gasoline-like substance before driving around 

with the body in the passenger seat of her Dodge Neon. 

Eventually, according to KTLA News, the car was found in 

a field on the morning after the killing. Kotz was found 

sitting on a sidewalk nearby. 

Kotz apparently left the murder weapon in her purse, 

and the case had lawmen stymied because there was no 

apparent motive. It was not clear where the slaying 

occurred. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Murderer on parole shoots PO 
Here's the tale of a felon who should have become a 

storyteller. It's about an ex-con charged with shooting his 

Brooklyn parole officer, who told police he just happened to 

find the 9mm handgun he used on his way to see the victim, 

according to The New York Daily News. 

Robert Morales' bizarre statement was released May 11 

after his arraignment in Brooklyn Supreme Court for 

wounding Parole Officer (PO) Samuel Salters, 45, in April. 

Salter is recovering from a shoulder wound. 

He said he saw someone drop a bag in a street trash can 

on his way to his scheduled appointment with Salters. He 

said he decided to see what was in the bag, hoping against 

hope that it was money. Instead, he found the gun. And 

that's when he decided to shoot Salters because he was tired 

of him "talking to me as if he owns me or I'm some little 

kid," according to Morales' statement, which police termed 

"preposterous." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Bloomberg's anti-gun elitism 
Mayor Michael J. Bloomberg seems deserving of the 

"elitism in everyday life award." He has walled off his life in 

Bermuda from voters in New York City, arguing it is none 

of their business, according to The New York Times. 

The anti-gun mayor always takes along a police detail 

when he travels, flying two officers on his private plane. 

Although guns are largely forbidden in Bermuda—even for 

most police officers Bloomberg's guards have special 

permission to carry firearms. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 

2010 
 

NSSF takes issue with proposed `watch list' denials 
Leaders of the National Shooting Sports Foundation 

(NSSF) went on the attack against New York Mayor 

Michael Bloomberg and the New York limes editorial page 

when both called for legislation that would allow the 

government to deny gun purchases to anyone whose name 

appears on a government "watch list." 

As reported in the June 1 issue of Gun Week, Bloomberg 

headed to Capitol Hill just days after an unsuccessful car 

bombing attempt in Times Square to lobby for legislation 

sponsored by antigun New Jersey Sen. Frank Lautenberg 

that would prevent watch list suspects from buying 

firearms. The suspect in that case, Faisal Shahzad, faces a 

variety of criminal terror charges. A naturalized citizen, he 

is a native of Pakistan, and apparently has ties to Al Qaeda. 

Shahzad had purchased a Kel Tec 9mm carbine in 

March, and he not only passed a background check, he also 

passed a 14-day Connecticut waiting period. At the time, he 

was not on any terrorist watch list. 

Those facts were evidently glossed over or ignored by 

Bloomberg, and the New York Times when it editorialized 

in support of his efforts. In a blistering editorial that 

chastised the power of the so-called "gun lobby," The Times 

editorial page complained about a "glaring threat" of 

allowing gun purchases by people on a watch list. 

"Suspects on that list," the newspaper lamented, 

"purchased more than 1,100 weapons in the last six years, 

but Congress has never summoned the gumption to stop this 

trade in the name of public safety and political sanity." 

NSSF President Steve Sanetti promptly fired off a letter 

to the editor in which he disdained the newspaper's apparent 

lack of concern over the rights of citizens who have not been 

convicted of any crime. Sanetti blasted The Times for 

deciding "that some should be denied a Constitutional right 

without due process." 

"As it stands," Sanetti wrote, "most people have no idea 

if they are on such a government 'watch' list, why they 

might be on it, or how to get off of it if they are wrongfully 

listed. This should ring alarm bells within any individual or 

institution which values Constitutional protections." 

He said that using terrorism to deny citizens the exercise 

of their Constitutional right is "un-American." 

Meanwhile, NSSF Vice President and General Counsel 

Larry Keane came out swinging in his blog, "Keane 

Insights," which also criticized Bloomberg's effort. 

"The government doesn't tell you that you have been put 

on a watch list, and you certainly aren't told why," Keane 
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noted. "You have no right to be told why, nor do you have a 

right to have your name taken off the list. You could have 

been added to the list simply because you work with 

someone that the government is interested in, or perhaps you 

attend the same church, mosque or temple, or you happen to 

live next door to a 'suspect' or went to school with him. 

Imagine the uproar from groups like the American Civil 

Liberties Union (ACLU) if the federal government tried to 

strip other constitutional rights from law-abiding citizens 

without due process?" 

Keane pointed to the case of accused Fort Hood gunman 

Major Nidal Hasan. Thirteen people were killed at the Fort 

Hood shooting, and several others were wounded. Hasan, 

despite his increasingly extremist behavior, was not placed 

on a watch list. 

"Had he been on a watch list, and he should have been," 

Keane concluded, "then law enforcement would have been 

notified when he was purchasing, the firearms—well in 

advance of the incident..." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 

2010 
 

Local firestorm over WA state burglar shooting 
Authorities in Kitsap County, WA, jailed a 72-year-old 

man in the death of another man he allegedly shot after the 

younger man apparently broke into his home, struggled with 

him and then ran. 

Now facing a second-degree manslaughter charge is 

Wallace G. Finlay of Port Orchard, a community on the 

Kitsap Peninsula, on the west side of Puget Sound, west of 

Seattle. 

The shots were fired as the suspected burglar, identified 

as 22-year-old Donald Axthelm, ran away from the incident, 

according to published reports in the Seattle Times, Kitsap 

Sun and Seattle Post-Intelligencer. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 15, 2010 

According to the Kitsap Sun, Finlay was being held in 

the Kitsap County Jail on $100,000 bail. 

What may tilt the case is a statement Finlay allegedly 

gave investigating police. He said he fired a pistol toward 

the ground in hopes of hitting the suspect in the legs. 

Washington's self-defense statute has no provision for 

shooting a fleeing felon. 

He also told police that as he wrestled Axthelm to the 

door, the suspect allegedly asked him not to shoot because 

"I have a daughter." Axthelm reported was the farther of an 

8-month-old baby, with his former girlfriend. 

The incident occurred May 8 at about 3:30 a.m. Finlay 

was awakened by noises so he armed himself with a .38- 

caliber handgun and investigated. According to published 

reports, he found the younger man in his living room and a 

struggle ensued. 

KIRO midday talk host Dori Monson discussed the case 

on his program, and said he does not feel any sympathy for 

someone who gets killed in the commission of a robbery. 
The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 

 

Crist leaves GOP in race for Senate 
Florida Gov. Charlie Crist is officially an independent, 

according to Newsmax.com. 

He stopped by the election supervisor's office in his St. 

Petersburg hometown on May 12 to declare his political 

independence. 

Met by a gaggle of reporters and TV cameras, the 

candidate for US Senate signed documents changing his 

status on voter rolls from "Republican" to "none." 

Crist announced the switch in April after Republican 

rival Marco Rubio took a big lead in the polls and looked 

like he might trounce him in the primary. 

At the same time, polls suggested the popular governor, 

running as an independent, could win a three-way race over 

Rubio and likely Democratic nominee Kendrick Meek. 

Crist says being independent allows him to stay true to 

his beliefs. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Most guns stolen from Chicago police shooting 

range found 50% of CA traced guns from LA 
Half of all firearms traced by California law 

enforcement agencies in 2009 originated in Los Angeles 

County, according to statistics from by the Bureau of 

Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF). 

In all, 32,964 guns recovered in criminal investigations 

were submitted to ATF by state and local police agencies to 

be traced, according to The Los Angeles Times. Of those 

guns, 16,162—or 50%—came from Los Angeles County, 

the agency reported. 

The Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department and the 

Los Angeles Police Department made up the bulk of the 

firearm traces, federal authorities said. 

San Diego County had the next highest total with 3,885 

submissions, followed by Riverside, Orange, San 

Bernardino and Ventura counties. The statistics showed a 

marked increased in firearm traces by Orange County law 

enforcement, with a total of 2,282 firearms in 2009 

compared with 594 in 2007. 

Since 2002, California has required that state and local 

police agencies trace guns used in crimes through the ATF. 

ATF also used the information in more general crime 

analysis, including which firearms were favored by 

criminals, the newspaper reported. 

Most of the firearms stolen from a south suburban 

Chicago police firearms range in the town of Harvey were 

recovered on May 12 in a wooded area behind an 
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elementary school, and police say they are searching for 

"persons of interest," according to The Chicago Tribune. 

Tips from residents led police to the guns, which were a 

mix of police-officer issued and officers' personal guns, 

Harvey Acting Police Chief Denard Eaves said. The theft of 

the guns was discovered by Cook County Sheriff's deputies 

and Harvey Police who responded to a burglary call the 

morning of May 10. 

The Chicago Sun Times had earlier reported that Harvey 

police told the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosives (ATF) that 21 weapons had been stolen from a 

trailer near the range, including MP5 submachine guns and 

AR-15 rifles. 

Harvey police told the sheriff's office the weapons were 

stolen Saturday, said Steve Patterson, a sheriff's spokesman. 

Acting Harvey Police Chief Denard 

Eaves asked the sheriff's office to conduct a criminal 

investigation of the reported burglary after first proposing a 

joint investigation involving the sheriff's office and Harvey 

police. But the sheriff's office responded that it would only 

conduct an investigation if it could be completely 

independent with ATF and the State Police assingt, 

according to a spokesman for the sheriff's office. 

The Harvey Police Department has come under scrutiny 

in recent years for its handling of murder investigations and 

for corruption convictions involving its officers. A 2007 

raid on the department by the sheriff's office and other 

agencies uncovered untested evidence, which was then 

processed, leading to murder and rape charges. 

The ATF and state police are trying to determine how 

the weapons were removed and to trace their histories, ATF 

spokesman Special Agent Tom Ahern said. He said several 

weapons were left behind after the theft. Law enforcement 

sources said the shooting range wasn't a secure facility and 

isn't equipped for storing weapons. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 15, 2010 
 

Commentary  
Mother Jones smears Oath Keepers who plan Sept. 

March 

by Bob Lesmeister, National Correspondent 

How do you insult active duty and reserve military, law 

enforcement officers, firefighters, first responders and legal 

gunowners in one fell swoop? 

It's easy if you publish a far left-wing rag. In this case 

it's Mother Jones magazine's March-April 2010 issue in 

which the target was a group called the Oath Keepers 

(www.oathkeepers.org). 

This fast-growing pro-Second Amendment group was 

founded about a year ago by ex-Ron Paul aide Stewart 

Rhodes, who also happens to be a Yale Law School 

constitutional lawyer. A large part of this organization 

consists of the aforementioned military and police. Oath 

Keepers is a non-partisan association whose members swear 

an oath to support and defend the Constitution against all 

enemies, foreign and domestic. This, of course, is a concept 

that many on the left find offensive. The Oath Keeper 

motto, "Not on our watch," is seen by the Left as a threat, 

but to those Americans who still consider themselves 

patriots, it's a promise. It's no wonder that a far left pub like 

Mother Jones and the tree-hugging Hollywood set are upset 

with the Oath Keepers because the group is growing 

stronger while support for Obamaesque socialism is 

dwindling. To the Left, if you don't agree with the president, 

you're either a racist or traitor. In fact, the Mother Jones 

article is entitled "Oath Keepers and the Age of Treason." 

Call it reason, not treason, that Oath Keepers is 

cosponsoring a March on DC come Sept. 11, 2010. Rhodes 

hopes to see over a million concerned Americans who 

support the Constitution participate. 

As Oath Keepers is non-partisan, it does not favor any 

party, only those who support the Constitution and what it 

stands for. It is no secret that both major political parties 

have acted irresponsibly as of late (immigration "reform," 

uncontrolled spending, wimping out on the war on 

terrorism, etc.). Those who make a living apologizing for 

America will surely cringe when the Oath Keepers conduct 

a massive oath ceremony during the March on DC where 

those who have sworn an oath to defend the Constitution 

can renew that oath, and those who have not yet taken the 

oath will be given the chance to do so. An oath to defend the 

Constitution is also an oath to defend its first 10 

amendments also known as the 

Bill of Rights. Some claim that the free speech First 

Amendment is the most important, but it is the Second 

Amendment's right to bear arms that ensures no one 

tramples the First. Rhodes and the Oath Keepers are aware 

of this and defense of the right to keep and bear arms is high 

on their agenda. 

In announcing the March on DC, the Oath Keepers also 

declared, "We will then demand that our elected public 

servants honor their oath to the US Constitution, making it 

clear that if they don't we will kick them out of our house in 

November." 

So, how do you smear an organization that supports the 

Constitution and the right to keep and bear arms? Mother 

Jones found a way. It profiled a soldier from Ft. Drum, NY, 

a fringe member of the organization who is saving up for a 

large caliber sniper rifle and waiting for the day martial law 

is declared. This soldier, as Mother Jones explains, is 

undeployable due to incidents arising from a drinking 

problem, who "...spends idle hours at the now quiet base 

researching the New World Order and conspiracies about 



 

 
Page 13

swine flu quarantine camps—and doing his best to 'wake up' 

other soldiers." This soldier, busted from Specialist to 

Private First Class, claims to have a fortified hide-out in 

Idaho where there are stocks of weapons, ammo, food and 

other survival gear to support a fight against the US 

Government when it turns on its citizens. The trick here is to 

make the reader think that all or most of the Oath Keepers 

are paranoid, gun-toting doomsday warriors. 

Oath Keepers has a list or declaration of orders they will 

not obey and as no surprise, the first one involves the right 

to keep and bear arms: We will not obey any order to 

disarm the American people. The other nine orders that will 

not be obeyed are: 

We will not obey any order to conduct warrantless 

searches of the American people, their homes, vehicles, 

papers, or effects—such as warrantless house-to house 

searches for weapons or persons. 

We will not obey any order to detain American citizens 

as "unlawful enemy combatants" or to subject them to trial 

by military tribunal. 

We will not obey orders to impose martial law or a 

"state of emergency" on a state, or to enter with force into a 

state, without the express consent and invitation of that 

state's legislature and governor. 

We will not obey orders to invade and subjugate any 

state that asserts its sovereignty and declares the national 

government to be in violation of the compact by which that 

state entered the Union. 

We will not obey any order to blockade American cities, 

thus turning them into giant concentration camps. 

We will not obey any order to force American citizens 

into any form of detention camps under any pretext. 

We will not obey orders to assist or support the use of 

any foreign troops on US soil against the American people 

to "keep the peace" or to "maintain control" during any 

emergency, or under any other pretext. We will consider 

such use of foreign troops against our people to be an 

invasion and an act of war. 

We will not obey any orders to confiscate the property of 

the American people, including food and other essential 

supplies, under any emergency pretext whatsoever. 

We will not obey any orders which infringe on the right 

of the people to free speech, to peaceably assemble, and to 

petition their government for a redress of grievances. 

Basically, the oath to disobey the above orders is the 

same as an oath to defend the Bill of Rights, which for 

many loco left-wing groups is next to anarchy. Both the 

Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC) and the Anti-

Defamation League (ADL) have problems with patriots. 

Oath Keepers is on the SPLC's hate watch. ADL calls Oath 

Keepers an anti-government group, which is ironic when 

one considers the oath to uphold the Constitution and the 

Bill of Rights is much more than either the SPLC or ADL 

have ever done to strengthen America. 

If some of the Oath Keepers seem a little paranoiac, 

perhaps history has made them thus. Just remember how 

federal troops and New Orleans police confiscated civilian 

firearms in the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina. The Second 

Amendment Foundation and National Rifle Association 

have negotiated with the City of New Orleans to return the 

guns they illegally grabbed from law-abiding citizens. Sadly 

enough, if the Feds and NOPD hadn't broke the law and spit 

on the Constitution in the first place there would be no need 

for negotiations. 

Disobeying federal orders may sound a bit extreme, but 

there are real cases where the courts have sided with 

individuals who have disobeyed illegal orders and lived to 

tell about it. One such person is former Arizona Sheriff 

Richard Mack, an Oath Keeper. Sheriff Mack successfully 

ignored the Brady Bill provision for local law enforcement 

to perform background checks for the federal government 

on gun purchasers. The high court,sided with Mack. In most 

all cases, the federal government likes to have its cake and 

eat it, too. It wanted local sheriffs to perform background 

checks for a federal law, yet when local sheriffs decided that 

it was up to them to arrest and detain illegal aliens, the 

federal government decided it wasn't up to them to enforce 

federal law. 

Here, again it was Arizona that recognized it was the 

state's duty if federal authorities ignored their duty to the 

people of the Republic. Another Oath Keeper taken to task 

by Mother Jones was Iron Country, UT, Sheriff Mark 

Gower who has refused to arrest property owners who 

violate the Endangered Species Act, which is not only 

legally correct but is moral as well. The federal government 

would easily starve out ranchers and farmers for the sake of 

an "endangered" insect. They have done it in the past and 

will continue to do so without men like Gower and Mack 

who have the strength of character to stand up for what is 

right. The idea of individual rights is lost on the current 

administration. 

It may just be a matter of time before the FBI, under 

orders from the Executive Office, goes after Oath Keepers 

as a "dangerous" militia. Using the FBI to stifle non-

conformers is not something new. When Mack ran for 

sheriff in Utah County, UT, back in 1998, he become the 

target of a joint FBI and IRS probe but was never publicly 

charged. One can only assume that it was launched for no 

other reason than to discredit a Second 

Amendment/Constitution supporter. 

If the current administration decides to pull some 

shenanigans on the Oath Keepers they will need someone 

with more smarts than FBI agent Leslie Larsen. She's the 

agent who led the investigation of nine Michigan militia 
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members charged with trying to launch war against the 

federal government. Unfortunately, she couldn't recall many 

details of the two-year probe in US District Court Judge 

Victoria Roberts' court. Judge Roberts is hearing an, appeal 

of another judge's order that has kept members of the militia 

in jail since their arrest two months ago. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Poll finds more Americans favor concealed than 

open carry 
Most Americans are not concerned about their safety 

around those who have legal permits to carry concealed 

weapons but have mixed feelings about laws that would 

allow gunowners to wear their weapons openly in public. 

A new Rasmussen Reports national telephone survey 

finds that while 41% of adults are at least somewhat 

concerned about their safety in the presence of those who 

have "concealed carry" gun permits, a majority, 58%, don't 

share that concern. 

But 47% oppose so-called open carry laws that would 

allow citizens to openly wear their guns in public. Forty-one 

percent favor laws. Several states are currently wrestling 

with this issue. 

In households with a gunowner, support for "open carry" 

laws rises to 57%. In households where no gun is present, 

62% oppose them. 

Similarly, 55% of those in non-gunowning households 

are concerned about their safety around those who have 

legal permits to carry concealed weapons. Just 27% of those 

who have a gunowner in their household express similar 

concern. 

This survey of 1,000 adults nationwide was conducted 

on May 11-12, 2010 by Rasmussen Reports. The margin of 

sampling error is +/- 3% with a 95% level of confidence. 

Field work for all Rasmussen Reports surveys is conducted 

by Pulse Opinion Research, LLC. 

Americans continue to overwhelmingly believe the US 

Constitution guarantees the right of the average citizen to 

own a gun. Seventy-eight percent hold that view. These 

findings have changed little through several surveys. 

Men believe in the constitutional right to own a gun 

more strongly than women. Whites believe in it more 

strongly than African-Americans, according to Rasmussen. 

Sizable majorities of Republicans, Democrats and adults 

not affiliated with either major party also think the 

Constitution guarantees the right of gun ownership. 

However, Democrats are far more likely to be concerned 

about their safety around those with "concealed carry" 

permits than Republicans and unaffiliateds are. 

Fifty-five percent of Republicans and a plurality (48%) 

of unaffiliated adults favor "open carry" laws, but 65% of 

Democrats oppose them. 

Americans consistently have supported gun ownership 

over gun control. Sixty-nine percent, for example, said in 

March that city governments do not have the right to 

prevent citizens from owning handguns. Forty-two percent 

said tougher anti-gun laws are needed, but 49% disagreed. 

In recent years, support for stronger gun control has 

ranged narrowly from a low of 39% in October to a high of 

45% in April 2007 following the killings at Virginia Tech. 

Fifty-seven percent of Americans say gun sales are up in 

the United States because of a fear of increased government 

restriction on gun ownership. Early in his presidency, 71% 

believed it was at least somewhat likely that President 

Obama would seek tougher gun control laws. 

Rasmussen Reports is an electronic publishing firm 

specializing in the collection, publication, and distribution 

of public opinion polling information. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 15, 2010 
 

NYC's `relaxed' gun permit regulations blasted by 

SAF 

by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

Anti-gun New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg's 

announcement that gun regulations in the Big Apple will be 

relaxed fell on a tin ear at the Second Amendment 

Foundation (SAF), which asserted that the announcement 

was "a lot of flash and very little substance." 

The New York Times revealed last month that the city 

will be "streamlining" the process for obtaining handgun 

and long gun permits. The New York Police Department 

accepts handgun applications at only one spot, its office in 

Manhattan, while long gun applications must be submitted 

to the department's office in Queens. 

The newspaper noted that the handgun application fee is 

$340 and there is another $94.25 fee on top of that for 

fingerprinting. 

SAF Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb contended 

that this still places getting handguns in the realm of 

wealthy elitists and outside the ability of most average 

citizens. He was particularly disturbed that applicants for a 

concealed carry permit must still "show a need." 

"It is clear to us," Gottlieb said, "that Mayor Bloomberg 

is trying to make it appear that his gun regulations are more 

user-friendly to deflect a potential lawsuit once the Supreme 

Court rules on our legal action to overturn the handgun ban 

in Chicago. This tells us that Bloomberg and his legal 

advisors are convinced the high court will hand down a 

favorable ruling in the McDonald case, striking down 

Chicago's ban and incorporating the Second Amendment to 

the states via the 14th Amendment." 

And he added, "Mayor Bloomberg, it's not the Bill of 

Needs, it's the Bill of Rights." 
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The high court is expected to rule any day in the Chicago 

gun ban case, which was filed by SAF and the Illinois State 

Rifle Association two years ago, about one hour after the 

Supreme Court handed down its landmark ruling in the 

Heller case. While that case affirmed the Second 

Amendment protects an individual civil right that extends 

beyond service in a militia, the Chicago case—McDonald v. 

City of Chicago—is expected to incorporate the Second 

Amendment to state and local governments, and strike down 

the city's long-standing handgun ban. 

Under Bloomberg's "relaxed" gun guidelines, the New 

York Times reported, the application process will be 

speedier, and applicants will have to jump through fewer 

hoops. The newspaper quoted Paul Helmke, president of the 

Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, who noted, "If I 

were working for the mayor in New York, in the legal 

department, I'd be saying, 'Are we sure we can defend these 

laws? Are there things to do, ahead of time that will make it 

easier for us to defend them'?" 

"Mayor Bloomberg is right to think he needs to relax gun 

regulations in New York City," Gottlieb said. "He is also 

right to think that SAF just might come knocking with a 

lawsuit after our case against Chicago is decided. But he is 

wrong to think these sham rules are going to mollify 

gunowners, or fool us into giving him a pass." The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Controversial historian Bellesiles reportedly has 

new book coming 
The highly-criticized author of Arming James Lindgren, 

Gloria Main, Laurel 

America: The Origins of a National Gun Culture is 

reportedly preparing to release a new book, 1877: America's 

Year of Living Violently, which the History News Network 

(HNN) calls "a broad meditation on the violence in 

American history." 

Michael A. Bellesiles, who resigned from his job at 

Emory University after Arming America set off a firestorm 

and was ultimately discredited by various scholars, is now 

reportedly an adjunct lecturer at Central Connecticut State 

University. 

According to the promotional remarks on Amazon.com, 

Bellesiles "is a nationally known historian who has been 

vilified, many think unfairly. This book will reestablish his 

reputation." 

It is not clear from descriptions of the book whether 

Bellesiles explores the racist roots of gun control that was a 

key element of the violence that gripped the South during 

the year about which Bellesiles writes. 

HNN quoted from the book's publisher's galley letter, 

which asserted that Bellesiles "is perhaps most famous as 

the target of an infamous `swiftboating' campaign by the 

National Rifle Association, following the publication of his 

Bancroft Prize-winning book Arming America (Knopf, 

2000)—The best kind of non-fiction,' according to the 

Chicago Tribune—which made daring claims about gun 

ownership in early America. In what became the history 

profession's most talked-about and notorious case of the 

past generation, Arming America was eventually discredited 

after an unprecedented and controversial review called into 

question its sources, charges which Bellesiles and his many 

prominent supporters have always rejected." 

HNN quoted historian Gloria Main, professor emeritus 

at the University of Colorado in Boulder, who is one of 

Arming America's chief critics, who fired back: "I never 

realized I was a `swift-boater'! And anyone who knows my 

politics would never associate me with the National Rifle 

Association." 

Another historian, Randolph Roth at Ohio State 

University, was also quoted by HNN. 

"I hope and expect that Michael Bellesiles' new book will 

be judged on its merits," Roth said. "I am disappointed, 

however, in the promotional campaign for the book. Mr. 

Bellesiles may indeed have been the target of the NBA's ire, 

but he was not 'swift-boated' by anyone. Many people found 

Arming America deeply flawed—among them scholars of 

unquestioned skill and integrity such as 

Ulrich, and Clayton Cramer. Some of them are 

conservatives, some liberals, some contrarians, but they all 

followed the evidence where it led, regardless of their 

personal views about guns or gun control. The evidence, 

quantitative and qualitative, undid Arming America." 

There also appears to be clear evidence that the NRA 

never organized or funded any campaign against Bellesiles, 

although it and other pro-gun organizations were quick to 

report the fact that scholars faulted Bellesiles book and his 

research. Nor was the NRA responsible for the withdrawal 

of his Bancroft prize. 

Bellesiles' new book will be available in August. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

FBI preliminary '09 data records 48 police killed 
According to preliminary statistics released May 11 by 

the FBI, 48 law enforcement officers were feloniously killed 

in the line of duty in 37 separate incidents during 2009. 

Geographically, 21 of the victim officers were killed in the 

South, 13 in the West, seven in the Northeast, and five in 

the Midwest. Two officers were slain in Puerto Rico. The 

total number of officers killed is seven higher than in 2008. 

By circumstance, 15 deaths occurred as a result of 

ambush situations, nine officers died during arrest 

situations, eight were killed while handling traffic pursuits/ 

stops, five died responding to disturbance calls, four while 

investigating suspicious persons/circumstances, four during 
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tactical situations, two while handling and transporting 

prisoners, and one while handling a person with a mental 

illness. 

A breakdown of weapons revealed that firearms were 

used in the majority of slayings. Of the 45 officers killed 

with firearms, 28 were killed with handguns, 15 with rifles, 

and two with shotguns. Three officers were killed with 

vehicles. 

At the time they were killed, 35 law enforcement officers 

were wearing body armor. Twelve officers fired their 

weapons, and nine attempted to fire their weapons. Seven 

officers had their weapons stolen, and two officers were 

slain with their own weapons. 

In addition to the officers who were feloniously killed, 47 

law enforcement officers were accidentally killed in 2009. 

This number is 21 lower than the previous year's number. 
The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 

 

Reader shares dialog with editor over newspaper's 

gun editorial 
Dear Editor, 

Most of us have gotten upset concerning an inane 

editorial in our newspapers. Many of us have taken the time 

and effort to write a letter to the offending newspaper editor. 

We must admit, however, that many of these editors have no 

desire to print the truth or inform its readership as to the 

real facts concerning the debate. So instead of being 

satisfied with your letters ending up in the editor's circular 

file, make certain that you send copies of your letters to 

your state legislator, state senator, governor, and 

congressmen. Our elected officials need the facts to refute 

such garbage proposals and they need to know where their 

constituents stand on such issues. And if they have passed 

pro-gun legislation, thank them and let them know how it is 

going to help. 

What follows is correspondence I initiated with the 

editor of The Indianapolis Star regarding one of their gun 

issue editorials. 

Sincerely yours, 

Ronald A. Carter 

Kokomo, IN 

 

May 11, 2010 

Dear Mr. Swarens, 

I write in response to the Indianapolis Star's editorial of 

Monday, May 10, 2010 titled "Gun access put ahead of 

safety." The editorial stated, "local public safety officials 

cite the easy availability of illegal firearms as a prime 

culprit in a plague of violence...." 

The guns are not illegal! It is the criminals' possession of 

guns that is illegal and their misuse of guns that is the 

problem. [Criminals are the culprits causing the violence. A 

gun is merely an inanimate tool and does not cause 

violence.] 

The simple facts are as follows—politicians release 

criminals early from prisons—it is criminals who commit 

crimes, not guns. Trying to control gun violence by 

legislating gun control measures is truly like trying to 

control arson by legislating controls on matches. Any 

politician who blames crime on "illegal guns," like a 

huckster with a dried pea and three halves of walnut shells, 

is trying to divert your attention from their inability to 

control crime. They make it sound as if citizens are tripping 

over machineguns and sawed-off shotguns lying on 

Indianapolis' streets. 

Your editorial espouses the belief that limiting the 

number of guns that a person can lawfully purchase at one 

time would reduce "straw purchases." How is it that The 

Star's editorial never mentioned the fact that all multiple 

transfers of handguns from a single licensed firearm dealer 

to an individual within a one week period are reported to the 

BATF on form 3310.4? Failure of an FFL dealer to report 

multiple handgun sales will result in the loss of the owner's 

FFL and constitutes a felony. [Conviction of a felon means 

the loss of owner's firearms rights! You are perpetuating a 

myth that straw purchasers are buying dozens of handguns 

from a Federally Licensed gun shop in a single visit. All gun 

purchasers are required by law to present valid 

identification for purchase from an FFL dealer. This 

includes all guns sold by a licensed gun dealer at any and all 

gun shows. Why does your newspaper continue to hide 

these facts and continue to mislead the public as to the true 

nature of the debate?] 

The Star continues to rail against legislation making the 

names and addresses of personal protection permit holders 

confidential. The innocent persons most at risk of being 

killed [excepting persons committing criminal acts (illegally 

dealing controlled drugs, etc.) or under the influence of 

abused substances,] are females extricating themselves and 

their children from abusers! Publishing such information 

allows their abusers to locate them for further attacks. [Why 

is your newspaper so willing to sacrifice their lives and the 

lives of their children on the altar of open government and 

the Freedom of Information Act?] 

The Star editorialized against legally armed law-abiding 

citizens carrying concealed handguns in the city's parks. 

How can this enhance the safety of the park visitors? 

Criminals will not forgo carrying firearms in such places 

while selling illegal drugs or stalking an ex-spouse and her 

children. There is a difference between perceived safety and 

actual safety. Our parks and playgrounds are the hunting 

grounds for pedophiles. Often times they are the markets 

and bazaars of the illegal drug trade. I, for one, do not 
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believe these areas should be surrendered, let alone our 

young! 

The Star campaigned against legislation allowing 

properly licensed law-abiding citizens driving to work with 

a gun in their vehicle if they park on their employer's 

parking lot, even when the employer has a work rule against 

it. Nervous Nelly hand-wringers espouse concern that 

females may be attacked on the job by a coworker with a 

gun. That legislation provides remedy for the abused and 

stalked estranged wives, ex-wives, and ex-girlfriends 

allowing them to remain gainfully employed while 

extracting themselves and their children from abusive 

relationships. The lawful carrying of a defensive arm is their 

best defense! Not a restraining order. Nor is it beyond the 

realm of possibility for an abusive person to anonymously 

report to his victim's employer that she keeps a firearm in 

her vehicle. If she gets fired, she is placed in a position of 

becoming more dependent upon her abuser. If she is 

dissuaded from carrying the firearm, she and her children 

could become more easily attacked by her abuser, and her 

abuser's level of safety increases exponentially. Workplace 

rules don't stop criminals and stalkers from carrying 

weapons. 

[I doubt that any portion of this letter is printed, yet it is 

my obligation to inform you of the fallaciousness of your 

arguments, I point out that almost all newspapers are in 

financial trouble, which I lay at their own doorstep for their 

failure to accurately investigate and report the news and 

their failure to accurately investigate the facts prior to 

editorializing on subjects, especially those subjects about 

which newspapermen feel smugly morally superior. If the 

headline of the editorial was "Newspaper access put ahead 

of safety," you would be the first to decry infringement of 

your 1st Amendment Rights. It is prophetic that your 

editorial appeared directly under your quote of the 1st 

Amendment. Yet can you deny that newspapermen like 

William Randolph Hearst helped promulgate wars in order 

to sell newspapers? Has not the news of riots caused rioting 

to spread to other cities and caused rioting to last longer? 

How would you react to a call for legislation to limit 

Americans to purchasing one newspaper a month? What is 

the difference? All rights should not be infringed by 

government. In fact, I subscribe to four different 

newspapers and sometimes all four arrive on the same day. I 

don't want to be limited to one newspaper a month. The 

simple fact is that a law limiting handgun purchases to one 

per month necessitates maintaining a state registry of 

handgun purchasers. It is easy to divine what your position 

would be if a state registry of newspaper purchasers was 

introduced into state legislature. Why would it be any 

different?] 

[The crime problem is caused by criminals, not by guns. 

It is fueled by an extremely lucrative illegal business of 

selling illegal drugs. These criminals cannot turn to law 

enforcement for protection against criminal attack, whether 

it is from being robbed or violently driven out of business 

by a rival distributor. Such individuals will obtain guns to 

protect themselves and their business, just as they obtain 

illegal drugs to sell. Mexico has some of the world's 

toughest gun laws and their drug gangs readily obtain guns. 

And if you think that they are buying the majority of them in 

the US; you are wrong. You can't buy machineguns, 

bazookas or grenades at the neighborhood gun store. They 

are fully regulated under Federal law. Many criminals are 

able to obtain guns through straw purchases by their 

girlfriends, wives, and/or mothers of their children. To be 

sure, those women have a financial and emotional incentive 

to purchase guns for their male significant other. Dead 

boyfriends, husbands, fathers can't help pay for diapers, 

food, clothes, or housing. Judges and juries are reluctant to 

send mothers to prison for the straw purchase of guns, even 

if one confesses. The defense of "someone must have stolen 

the gun" is extremely difficult to repudiate. It is, however, 

easy to trace recovered guns back to the original purchaser, 

as all gun purchasers must fill out a Federal 4473 form. If 

the same individual is showing up as the original purchaser 

of guns used in crime, it's obvious that he/she is illegally 

trafficking in guns—a Federal felony.] 

[The US Supreme Court has given police officers wide 

latitude in stopping suspicious persons and conducting 

weapons searches,— criminals are prohibited from owning 

or carrying firearms; being caught with a gun warrants 

immediate arrest, confinement, and revocation of parole or 

probation. Police departments whose focus is on removing 

firearms from society instead of arresting criminals illegally 

carrying firearms are misusing the public funds, their public 

office, and are failing to protect its citizens! If the heads of 

law enforcements cannot get officers out on the street 

performing stop and pat downs of known criminals, let 

alone suspicious individuals, they are not fit to be in the 

positions they hold. Our communities are made safer when 

the violent predators are removed from it, not by returning 

them to our streets.] 

[L. Neil Smith stated, "Gun Control: The theory that a 

woman found dead in an alley, raped and strangled with her 

panty hose, is somehow morally superior to a woman 

explaining to police how her attacker got that fatal bullet 

wound."] 

[The difference between ignorance and apathy is, "I don't 

know and I don't care!" That seems to sum up the 

Indianapolis Star's editorial position on gun control. 

Newspapers that report facts and editorialize based upon 

facts will survive. I suggest that you start learning the real 
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issues of gun control and taking them seriously. Most of the 

rest of America already has. Currently, there are more guns, 

more law-abiding handgun carriers, and better handgun 

laws than at any time in the last 40 years. Despite continued 

prophesying by the media that the streets and parks are 

going to run red with blood; we are enjoying more safety 

than we had before the 1970s! Those newspaper editors who 

only print uneducated conjecture should start writing their 

newspapers' own epitaphs!] 

Respectfully, 

Ronald A. Carter 

Kokomo, IN 

 

May 12, 2010 

Mr. Carter: 

Thank you for your message. You obviously are 

passionate about gun ownership, which, of course, is your 

right. We also feel passionate, however, about reducing 

crime'in our city and when the professionals who put their 

lives on the line every day to protect this city tell us 

repeatedly that there is a serious problem with easy access 

to guns, we listen. 

Tim Swarens 

 

May 05/12/10 

Dear Mr. Swarens, 

You obviously did not bother to read my letter and your 

associate just sent me a kiss-off e-mail. 

So I will ask again. Why does the Indy Star perpetuate 

the myth that straw purchasers are buying dozens of guns at 

a time without the ATF being notified? All multiple 

transfers of handguns from a single licensed firearm dealer 

to an individual within a one week period are reported to the 

BATF on form 3310.4? Failure of an FFL dealer to report 

multiple handgun sales will result in the loss of the owner's 

FFL and constitutes a felony. The ATF is notified and they 

do investigate. Yeah, I know, you don't know and you don't 

care. And you're too lazy to investigate the facts! No 

wonder newspapers are going bankrupt. You're even too 

lazy to look it up on the Internet. Keep swallowing Sarah 

Brady's pablum for you will never mature. 

Sincerely, 

Ron Carter 

 

May 12, 2010 

Mr. Carter: 

Journalists must deal in facts, not in propaganda from 

the National Rifle Association. The facts may not fit the 

world as you want it to be, but that doesn't make the facts 

any less pertinent. As I stated earlier, you're passionate 

about owning guns—and that's fine—but please try to 

understand the damage that gun violence does in this city 

and many others. As for being lazy, I would suggest you 

stop believing everything the NRA tells you and actually 

spend time talking to the police and to the victims of 

violence. Talk to emergency room doctors. Talk to teachers 

you've (sic) seen their students fall victim to violence. You 

might then have a better understanding of the real world. 

Tim Swarens 

 

May 05/12/10 

Mr. Swarens: 

During the summers of 1971 and 1972 I worked in 

Atlanta, Georgia's "Drug Park" (Piedmont Park) as a 

uniformed Community Service Officer for the Atlanta 

Police Department. I was an Indiana reserve deputy for 

many years. My wife was a full-time police officer for 

several years. I was in industrial security for 20 years. I am 

a 4-H Shooting Sports Instructor teaching children gun 

safety for the past 12 years. Last month I was a guest 

instructor for two courses at the Indiana Correctional 

Facility in Cass County. I have a bachelor's degree in 

Forensic Studies from Indiana University at Bloomington. 

Many of my closest friends are law enforcement officers, 

some of which have been killed on the job. I assure you, the 

NRA is not responsible for my education nor my opinions. 

They have been long studied and hard earned. 

The fact remains, just as the walnut shells and pea 

shuffler, you avoided the real questions: "Do you deny that 

multiple handgun purchases are reported to on the ATF 

form 3310.4?" and, if the government can limit citizens to 

purchasing no more than 1 gun a month, why don't they 

have the right to limit citizens from purchasing no more 

than,1 newspaper a month? 

Facts are facts, dismissing them as NRA propaganda is 

merely a red herring boarding on argument ad hominem. 

Why won't you answer the questions? 

The fact is guns do not commit violence. Criminals 

commit violence. The problem is caused by criminals. 

Criminal violence is violence whether it is committed with a 

gun, a knife, an arson fire, a bomb, a car, or a machete. 

I have been warned not to pick a fight with someone who 

buys ink by the barrel and paper by the Box Car but, are 

you so naive as to believe that criminals will not be able to 

obtain guns if nobody is able to purchase more than 1 gun a 

month. What you are proposing is nothing more than a piece 

of "feel good" legislation that will do no real good. It's just 

another empty platitude dreamt up by the gun control lobby. 

Ronald A. Carter 

 

May 05/16/10 

Dear Mr. Swarens, 

I assure you that not all NRA members, or even all pro-

Second Amendment advocates, drag their knuckles when 
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they walk. And yes, some of us even read treatises that were 

are not NRA propaganda. 

I humbly recommend that you read the book titled The 

Bill of Rights by Yale Law School professor and 

Constitutional Scholar Akhil Reed Amar, copyright 1998 by 

Yale University. Beside the chapter titled 'The Military 

Amendments:" "Part II, Reconstruction," which describes 

the 14th Amendment and its creation, is particularly 

enlightening. Although I don't know it for a fact, I seriously 

doubt he is a WASP or even an NRA member. 

Strangely enough, in the opening scene of. NCIS on 

Tuesday, May 11, 2010 the television character Ziva David 

(the Israeli studying for her American Citizenship exam), 

played by Cote de Pablo, walked off the elevator carrying 

Professor Amar's book The Bill of Rights and strikes her 

forehead with the book in a "duh" moment. Since his book 

has been "blessed" by the liberals in Hollywood, you can 

feel safe reading it. 

I again remind you that an educated debate of the facts 

and issues that confront our society, strengthen it and allows 

the public to make informed, sound choices. Newspapers 

that publish such debates are rewarded with a larger 

readership and a sounder bottom line. Newspapers that 

lecture their readers as if they are errant children, not only 

lose their import, they lose readers and more importantly 

subscribers. 

Ronald A. Carter 

 

May 17, 2010 

Mr. Carter: 

The debate isn't really about the Second Amendment. 

The amendment is clear, and the Supreme Court has 

recently reaffirmed, that Americans have the right to 

purchase and own guns. To me, it's a settled argument that's 

beyond debate. 

However, most people accept and the courts have upheld 

that certain restrictions can be applied to gun ownership. 

Convicted felons, for instance, lose the right to legally buy a 

gun. And that's the question I'm most interested in. How do 

we make it as difficult as possible for criminals to obtain 

guns while at the same time protecting law-abiding citizens' 

constitutional rights? That's not an easy question to answer 

and it's where understandable conflict arises. 

Indiana's elected leaders have chosen to stake out ground 

on one end of the spectrum. Our laws make it relatively easy 

for law-abiding citizens to buy guns, which is fine. But 

Indiana laws also make it very easy for criminals to obtain 

guns. 

Other states and cities are more restrictive. The Wall 

Street Journal today explored the District of Columbia's 

very restrictive laws, which in my opinion go too far in 

harassing ordinary citizens who want to buy guns. At the 

same time, DC has seen a significant drop in its homicide 

rate in recent years. 

My point is that there is a balance that must be struck 

between citizens' access to guns and criminals' access. 

According to US Justice Department reports, a few gun 

shops in Indiana frequently sell guns that are later used to 

commit crimes. Can we target those shops in hopes of 

saving the lives of innocent victims without violating the 

Constitution? I think we need to have that discussion, 

without the NRA resorting to dishonest and inflammatory 

tactics. 

A few years ago, in Indianapolis, a mother called police 

because her son with a documented history of mental illness 

had recently purchased a large collection of guns The police 

confiscated the guns, but were soon forced to return them 

because, according to Indiana law at the time, a history of 

mental illness wasn't enough to restrict the man's right to 

purchase guns. One day the man snapped, killed his mother 

and began shooting up the neighborhood. The first police 

officer to arrive at the scene was killed and a couple of other 

officers were wounded. One of the wounded officers 

eventually charged the man and killed him before he could 

continue shooting at other officers who were pinned behind 

their vehicles. 

As a result of that incident, the General Assembly passed 

legislation that brought Indiana more in line with other 

states by giving police the ability to confiscate and keep 

guns owned by people who have been institutionalized in a 

mental health facility. 

It should not have taken two people's deaths to get that 

law changed. What other tragedies must occur in Indiana 

before we adopt reasonable laws that do a better job of 

keeping guns out of criminals' hands? 

Tim Swarens 

 

May 05/18/10 

Mr. Swarens, 

It may be your opinion and belief that Indiana's elected 

leaders have staked out one end of the gun political 

spectrum, but that does not make it a fact. As an example, 

Arizona just became the 3rd state to have a paperless 

"concealed pistol permit law." Very few jurisdictions limit 

the number of guns that an individual can purchase over a 

period of time. Those jurisdictions that have have seen little 

benefit and have experienced a large waste of scarce police 

resources and a large waste of tax dollars. The fact remains, 

it necessitates the maintaining of lists of gun buyers. It can't 

be done without them. Yet, your newspaper's editorials fail 

to mention this fact to the public. Why do you hide the facts 

that would permit the open and honest debating of the issue? 

It is your opinion that purchasing a firearm is relatively 

easy in Indiana. Please identify any commodity that requires 
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the purchaser to fill out a Federal form and be cleared by 

law enforcement background check prior to completing its 

purchase? Julio Gonzales killed 87 persons in the 1990 

arson fire at the "Happy Land" after-hours social club in 

NYC when he torched the stairwell with a plastic container 

of gasoline and 2 matches because of a fight with his former 

girlfriend. 

Washington, DC's homicide rate remains an abysmal 

failure. Indianapolis's is a little under half the homicide rate 

of Washington DC, hardly a city one would want to 

emulate. 

If society really wants to keep guns out of the hands of 

criminals, there are three workable solutions: 1) Keep them 

locked up in prison, or 2) cut off their hands, or 3) execute 

them. Our 8th Amendment of The US Constitution prohibits 

options 2 and 3. What your paper's editorials are proposing 

are nothing more than window dressing to placate hand 

wringers. 

I do not deny that the law allowing the confiscation of 

firearms from mentally disturbed persons is a good law. It is 

indeed unfortunate that IPD Officer Jake Laird was killed 

as, by an EDP and I mourned his loss. 

And no, I haven't forgotten that you still haven't 

answered by 2 questions: 

"Do you deny that multiple handgun purchases are 

reported to on the ATF form 3310.4?" 

and, 

"If the government can limit citizens to purchasing no 

more than 1 gun a month, why don't they have the right to 

limit citizens from purchasing no more than 1 newspaper a 

month? 

Again, I call for your newspaper to publish an open and 

honest debate of the issues, not obfuscation of the facts, as 

you have continued to do. And if you think I haven't shared 

our email debate with my elected officials, you have, once 

again, underestimated me. 

The 1st Amendment refers to "freedom of the press." 

You are attempting to make it "freedom for the press!" 

Ronald A. Carter  The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

After 40 years, stolen handgun returned to Oregon 

man at 90 
Almost 40 years after his prized Remington-made .45-

caliber Government Model bigi‘ol was stolen in a burglary 

at his home near Clackamas, OR, Warren Shafer got his 

handgun back, and judging from photographs in a Portland 

newspaper, the gun does not appear to be much the worse 

for wear. 

According to the Oregon State Police (OSP), the pistol 

was one of 11 firearms reported stolen that bleak day in 

October 1970. Shafer, then a 50-yearold dentist, lost two 

shotguns and eight rifles in the burglary, along with other 

personal property. 

Where that pistol traveled all of these years is a mystery, 

but it was recovered in April by police in Southern 

California by the Los Angeles Police Department gang unit, 

an OSP press release noted. LAPD reported the recovery to 

OSP on April 12. One of the stolen rifles was recovered 

about 10 years ago, in Las Vegas, NV. 

Now 90 years old and a volunteer for Medical Teams 

International, and still able to appreciate his firearms, 

Shafer told the Portland Oregonian newspaper that he "kind 

of wishes the pistol could talk." 

The case is more intriguing than one might imagine. The 

Oregonian noted that it was the second time Shafer's guns 

were stolen. The first time, the dentist confronted a relative 

with a drug problem, and soon afterward, the firearms 

"magically appeared back on my shelf." 

However, the second time around, the firearms and 

jewelry and artwork belonging to Shafer's wife vanished as 

well. He told the newspaper that he has "an idea" who may 

have been responsible, but he isn't naming names. 

What Shafer did do, however, is give credit to law 

enforcement records keeping for contacting him every year, 

asking whether he wanted to keep the serial numbers of his 

stolen guns on file. Every year, he responds affirmatively, 

and the Remington pistol's recovery after four decades is a 

testament to how such records can help resolve crimes. 

Shafer's pistol wears a pair of Pachmayr wraparound 

grips and still has the lanyard ring at the base of the butt, 

according to a photograph in the newspaper. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Texas sheriff tells border town: ‘arm yourselves' 
Along the border, fears are growing that the escalating 

drug violence in Mexico will spill into the United States, 

reported National Public Radio (NPR). 

In March, a well-known rancher was murdered in 

southeastern Arizona. Authorities suspect an illegal 

immigrant did it. 

For many on both sides of the border, the fear is very 

real. In early April, a couple of hundred residents in Fort 

Hancock—a sleepy agricultural town on the border, about 

an hour southeast from El Paso, got blunt advise from 

Hudspeth County Sheriff Arvin West. 

"You farmers, I'm telling you right now, arm 

yourselves," he said. "As they say the old story is, it's better 

to be tried by 12 than carried by six. Damn it, I don't want 

to see six people carrying you." The New GUN WEEK, June 

15, 2010 

 

Antigun testimony tied to car bomber' 
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New York City officials on May 5 seized on the 

attempted car-bomb terror attack in Times Square to urge 

Congress to enact anti-gun legislation under the guise of 

tightening counterterrorism efforts. 

In testimony before the Senate Homeland Security 

Committee, New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg and 

Police Commissioner Ray Kelly called on lawmakers to 

close two so-called loopholes, one that allows individuals on 

the federal government's terrorism watch list buy firearms 

and explosives, and one that allows private firearms sales 

between individuals without a background check. 

Bloomberg's Capitol Hill appearance had been scheduled 

before May 1 weekend's failed attack, but the incident, in 

which Faisal Shahzad, a US citizen, is alleged to have tried 

to detonate a crude car bomb in Times Square, gave the 

mayor's cause a new springboard. 

The investigation into Shahzad's background had 

revealed that he purchased the vehicle used to assemble the 

explosive device left in Times Square from a private 

individual, and that he had been allowed to purchase a rifle 

from a Connecticut dealer, passing the NICS check. 

Bloomberg (I) pointed to a new Government 

Account-ability Office (GAO) report showing that 

individuals on the terrorist watch list were able to buy 

firearms and explosives from licensed U.S. dealers 1,119 

times over the past six years. 

"That is a serious and dangerous breach of national 

security," Bloomberg testified, according to the Washington 

Post. The FBI should have the authority to block such sales, 

"but right now, they don't," he said. "It is time to close this 

'terror gap' in our gun laws." 

Also testifying at the hearing, which was scheduled long 

before the May 1 attempted car bombing in Times Square, 

were New York Police Commissioner Raymond W. Kelly, 

Sen. Frank R. Lautenberg (D-NJ), Rep. Peter T. King 

(RNY)—both sponsors of bills in Congress designed to 

prohibit gun sales to people on the government's terrorist 

watch list and senior officials from the FBI, GAO and the 

Los Angeles Police Department. 

Speaking against the proposed legislation at the hearing 

was Aaron Titus, privacy director of a Washington-based 

group called the Liberty Coalition. He said the group "takes 

no official position on 'gun control' per se," but that "we are 

very alarmed at legislative attempts, though well-

intentioned, which strip away individual constitutional 

protections." 

He said in prepared testimony that the bills in question 

"strip citizens of their enumerated constitutional right to 

bear arms without any meaningful due process and create a 

national firearms registry." 

The Hill reported that White House press secretary 

Robert Gibbs was unsure on May 5 whether the Obama 

administration would push for legislation to close the 

loophole. 

Despite the timeliness of the hearing, gun-rights 

supporters said the terrorism watch list should not be used 

as a gun-control database, The Hill reported. 

"The problem I have is that (the) watch list, when you 

look at the numbers, has so many problems with it that I 

think it's not appropriate to go down the road that we're 

going because a constitutional right is involved," Sen. 

Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) told Bloomberg during 

questioning. 

The National Rifle Association (NRA) strongly opposes 

the proposed changes, claiming that the terrorism watch list 

is full of errors. 

Andrew Arulanandam, NRA's director of public affairs, 

pointed to the well-publicized 2004 incident in which the 

late Sen. Edward Kennedy (D-MA) was temporarily 

prevented from boarding a flight because his name was 

mistakenly on the list. 

"There are innocent people who are not terrorists whose 

names are on the list," Arulanandam said in an interview. "It 

is wrong to deny law-abiding people a constitutional right if 

they are innocent." 

Comment on The Hill report on the hearing on its 

website was split on the terrorism watch list proposal. The 

New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Iowa becomes ‘shall-issue' state on Jan. 1 

by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 
The "shall issue" concealed carry movement that has 

swept through the nation since 1987 has taken another giant 

step forward. 

On April 29, Iowa Gov. Chet Culver (D) signed Senate 

File 2379 into law moving the Hawkeye State from 

dwindling list of "may-issue" jurisdictions to growing "shall 

issue" status. The new law takes effect on Jan. 1, 2011. 

For the first time in nearly a century, qualifying Iowans 

will have the right to carry concealed without being subject 

to the discretion of individual sheriffs. Sheriffs will 

continue, to issue all non-professional and professional 

licenses, but now they must issue if the applicants in their 

county over 21 years of age meet all the statutory criteria 

including background checks and training. 

No non-resident general permits will be issued, or be 

required, since under the new law, Iowa will recognize all 

other states' concealed carry licenses. Professional 

concealed carry licensed when required will be processed by 

the State Police. 

The House of Representatives passed SF-2379 by a vote 

of 81 to 15, which had previously passed by the Senate by a 

vote of 44 to 4. Senate Majority Leader Michael Gronstal 

(D) sponsored SF-2379, while House Majority Leader 
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Kevin McCarthy (D) sponsored the House version, HF-

2528. 

Chris W. Cox, executive director of NRA-ILA which 

had supported the measure along with Iowa Carry, said, 

"This is a major victory for law-abiding gunowners in Iowa. 

Concealed carry permits should not be granted on a 

subjective basis using an indiscernible set of criteria." 

In addition, this legislation will increase the term of a 

Iowa carry licenses from one year to five years, with a new 

fee of $50, which is equivalent to the old $10 per year. 

Disqualifying circumstances for a permit have been 

narrowed to the federal minimum in most cases, while at the 

same time state-specific disqualifiers were narrowed. 

The measure also prevents issuing officers from placing 

limits on or restricting the scope of a carry license and 

provides that denials, suspensions and revocations of 

licenses would be subject to both administrative and judicial 

review. 

While issued as a concealed carry license, the document 

would authorizes open carry. It would also serve as a 

"permit to buy" a handgun. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 

2010 
 

New Tester-McCain bill would overrule DC's 

firearms laws 

by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 
Pro-gun lawmakers on Capitol Hill are evidently fed up 

with the District of Columbia's stubborn resistance to the 

adoption of citizen-friendly firearms regulations, and have 

introduced legislation to essentially strip the District 

government of its power to regulate guns its way. 

Sens. Jon Tester (D-MT) and John McCain (R-AZ) are 

prime sponsors of the bi-partisan Second Amendment 

Enforcement Act, introduced in the US Senate in late April. 

Companion legislation was simultaneously introduced in the 

House by Reps. Travis Childers (D-MS) and Mark Souder 

(R-IN). 

The measure was quickly supported by the Citizens 

Committee for the Right to KeepsAnd Bear,Arms, 

CCRKBA Chairman Alan Gottlieb released a sharply 

worded statement in which he likened District officials, 

including Mayor Adrian Fenty and Police Chief Cathy 

Lanier, to stubborn children. 

He accused them of "deliberately and maliciously 

placing one roadblock after another in the paths of District 

citizens to exercise their Second Amendment rights." 

"These officials," Gottlieb said, "have hardly dealt with 

this issue in good faith. Instead they have mired the process 

in needless bureaucracy with no other apparent purpose 

than to simply discourage District residents from legally 

obtaining and keeping firearms for personal protection, as 

the Heller ruling clearly mandated." 

He chastised Fenty and others for having "stubbornly 

refused to adopt rational gun regulations that include the 

right-to-carry for self-defense, even after they were 

essentially told to do so by the Supreme Court." 

Even though the Supreme Court ruled almost two years 

ago that the District needed to create a mechanism under 

which residents could legally keep handguns for personal 

protection, the city government has been slow to comply. 

Critics, including Gottlieb, have complained that the city is 

zealously resisting the adoption of workable gun laws. The 

Second Amendment Foundation and National Rifle 

Association have both filed subsequent lawsuits against the 

city over its initial regulations packages, and the SAF 

lawsuit was essentially settled when the city altered its 

original gun rules to allow possession of semi-automatic 

pistols. At first, the city would only allow revolvers to be 

kept by residents. 

According to the Washington Times, the Tester-McCain 

measure would eliminate the city's complicated gun 

registration requirements, and prevent the mayor and city 

council from enacting regulations that essentially prevent 

gun ownership despite the Supreme Court ruling in District 

of Columbia v. Heller. 

More recently, with support from the City Council, 

Congress dropped yet another attempt to pass a voting 

rights bill that would have given the city a seat in the House 

of Representatives, because the measure included language 

enforcing gun rights. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Lawyers debate limits of PLCAA in NY gun firm 

liability case 

by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 
  Passage of the Protection of Lawful Commerce in 

Arms Act (PLCAA) in 2005 did not resolve all the potential 

civil litigation against the firearms industry, although it has 

survived several court tests since enactment. 

  The latest test of the law surfaced in Buffalo, NY, on 

April 26 when both sides in a civil action argued a motion 

for dismissal before state Supreme Count Justice Frederick 

J. Marshall. In New York State, the eight Judicial District 

Supreme Courts are not the highest state tribunals. 

  The case in Judge Marshall's courtroom involves 

another attempt to find the gun industry civilly liable for 

third-party criminal misuse of firearms. It stems from the 

2003 shooting of a Buffalo teenager and high school 

basketball star, Daniel "Bud" Williams, by a firearm that 

was one of several linked to a case of gun trafficking from 

Ohio to Western New York. 

  The case could define the extant of the federal law's 

protection of commerce in firearms and further test claims, 

championed by anti-gunners, that the firearms industry 
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should be held strictly liable for handguns that end up being 

used in a crime. Attorneys representing those who 

manufactured, distributed and initially sold the gun used to 

shoot Williams asked the court to dismiss the lawsuit. 

  "I would never minimize Mr. Williams' injuries, but 

still, you have to come back to what the law is," said 

attorney Scott L. Braum, representing Ohio gun dealer 

Charles "Charlie" Brown, The Buffalo News reported. 

  "This is not just about one gun," said Williams' 

attorney Terrence M. Connors. "There were 140 sold in five 

months, 87 on the final occasion when the gun (that shot 

Williams was purchased.) This is a classic straw purchase." 

  After listening to three hours of arguments from 

attorneys on both sides of the debate, in addition to an, 

attorney for the US Department of Justice, Marshall 

reserved decision on the motion to dismiss the case, saying 

it may take a while for him to decide whether there are legal 

grounds for the case to go forward. The attorneys estimated 

that may take several weeks or even months. 

  The lawsuit was filed in July 2005 by Williams and his 

father, with support from the Brady Center to Prevent Gun 

Violence, following a series in The Buffalo News, entitled 

"The Damage Done," which detailed how Williams, then 16 

and a star athlete at McKinley High School, was the 

innocent victim of a drive-by shooting near his home. The 

gun used was among 250 that Buffalo native James Nigel 

Bostic, then living in Ohio, purchased at an Ohio gun show 

during 2000. None of the lawyers could explain how the 

gun eventually ended up in the hands of Cornell Caldwell, 

the Buffalo gang member who shot Williams. The 

manufacturer, distributor and dealer were not charged in the 

criminal prosecutions. 

  Caldwell was arrested, convicted of shooting Williams 

and sent to prison. Bostic was arrested, convicted of selling 

the handguns on the streets of Buffalo and imprisoned on 

gun trafficking charges. In addition to the Williams 

shooting, the guns were tied to a series of crimes in Buffalo 

as well as in other states where they eventually showed up. 

  During the latest court session, attorneys for Beemiller 

Co., the manufacturer located in Ohio, as well as MKS 

Supply, an Ohio gun distributor, and Charles "Charlie" 

Brown, the Ohio gun dealer, argued that there is no legal 

basis for the lawsuit the Williams' filed holding them 

responsible for the 2003 shooting. 

  New York State, the gun industry lawyers argued, 

doesn't have jurisdiction in the case for several reasons. The 

gun used to shoot Williams, they argued, was \legally sold 

in Ohio, and the gun dealer had no reason to believe it 

would be used in a crime by the person who purchased it. 

  In addition, the attorneys argued, the Ohio gun dealer 

was not conducting business in New York State. Therefore, 

New York doesn't have grounds for bringing the Ohio gun 

dealer to face charges in New York. 

  Beyond that, the gun industry lawyers argued that the 

lawsuit should be dismissed based on the PLCAA. But 

attorneys for the Williamses disagreed on virtually every 

point the gun industry lawyers made. 

  The Williamses are represented by Jonathan Lowy, 

with the Brady Center to Prevent Gun along with Connors, 

a Buffalo attorney. 

  Connors and Lowy argued that it was obvious Bostic 

used his Ohio girlfriends to purchase guns for him, and it 

should have also been obvious M the gun dealer that the 

guns would be used to commit crimes. 

  Braum, attorney for the gun dealer, told the court that 

Bostic had told the dealer he planned to open a gun shop 

once obtaining a license to sell firearms in Ohio and that he 

was purchasing the guns in anticipation of that. 

  The Williams' attorneys argued there are exemptions 

included in the PLCAA, and, they said, Williams' case 

meets those exemptions. 

  Speaking on behalf of the US Department of Justice, 

attorney Justin M. Sandberg defended the constitutionality 

of the federal law but also told Marshall that the court 

should, if possible, rule on statutory grounds, the newspaper 

reported. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Sword-wielding burglar shot 
He was packing a handgun, but instead he lunged at the 

owner of a home he was burglarizing, and the end result for 

Billy Jean Tiffey III was a one-way trip to the morgue. 

This caper went down in Turley, OK, and according to 

the Tulsa World, homeowner Michael Lish and his wife had 

just come home at about 10 p.m. on April 1 to find Tiffey 

inside their house. The 19-year-old burglar was dressed in 

black and carrying a sword, the newspaper said. He 

reportedly made a threatening statement and then lunged at 

Lish, who was armed and fired one shot. Tiffey dropped to 

his knees, apparently reached for another weapon, and Lish 

shot him twice more in the chest. 

Surprisingly, authorities discovered that Tiffey was also 

armed with a .38-caliber handgun, a 9mm belonging to 

Lish, a stun gun and a knife. 

Lish is licensed to carry concealed, the newspaper said. 

Tiffey was no stranger to authorities. He had been on 

probation since late February on drug-related charges. Four 

days after his jail release, he was arrested for driving under 

the influence and driving on a suspended license. Those 

charges were filed in March. 

Oklahoma has adopted a no-duty-to-retreat statute and a 

homeowner is legally justified to use lethal force if 

necessary to defend his home. The Tulsa County District 
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Attorney was reviewing the case. The New GUN WEEK, June 

1, 2010 
 

OK bar fight loser...by a nose 
From the "Keep Your Nose Outa My Business... 

Establishment" comes the bizarre story out of Oklahoma 

City, OK, involving a bar worker who is facing charges 

relating to a bar fight in which a patron's nose was sliced off 

with a sword. 

According to The Oklahoman newspaper and the Seattle 

Times, which picked up the story, a brawl broke out at the 

El Ausente on the night of April 3 during which an 

employee of the bar, identified as Adan Abraham Zapata, 

32, used a 34-inch sword—they don't allow guns in bars in 

the Sooner State—to whack off another guy's schnoz. 

The unidentified victim in this caper was reportedly 

shooting a game of pool with some pals when the group had 

some kind of confrontation with Zapata, who told them to 

leave. But it didn't end there, as Zapata followed the men 

outside, apparently with sword in hand, and began banging 

the weapon on the car as the group tried to depart. 

That was when one guy got back out of the car and the 

fight was on. Zapata slashed the guy's shoulder and a finger 

and then whacked off a part of his nose, the report said. 

When the cops arrived, Zapata allegedly told them he owned 

El Ausente, but other employees refuted that report. He was 

later identified as the bar manager by KWTV. 

The newspaper said police could not find the injured 

man's severed nose. 

Zapata was initially arrested and booked into jail for 

assault with a deadly weapon, but was subsequently 

released, the newspaper reported. 

Another account, on KFOR News Channel 4 said 

Zapata apparently booted the men from the bar because 

they were making too much noise. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 1, 2010 
 

34 guns from theft are found 
Not all storage lockers may be as safe as advertised. 

Police said 34 long guns and handguns found in rural 

Mid-Michigan were stolen from a storage locker rented by a 

Midland County couple, WNEM reported. 

Clare County sheriff's Detective Sgt. Mike Coon said 

that the gunowners found the locker empty after seeing news 

reports on the weapons' discovery. Coon said the couple 

recently moved from Texas and didn't know Michigan 

requires registration for the guns. 

A man found 31 of the guns on April 13 while cutting 

firewood in Freeman Township. He took the weapons home 

and called police. Coon and another deputy later found the 

other three guns. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Python assault brings arrest 
From the "Too weird to make this up" file come a story 

out of South Carolina where 29-year-old Tony Smith was 

arrested by Rock Hill police for assaulting another man with 

a python. 

No, not the famous Colt double-action revolver; we're 

talking about a genuine four-foot snake. 

Smith allegedly was in an argument with 47-year-old 

Jeffery Culp at a Rock Hill hotel. Culp had apparently 

complained to Smith earlier about loud music in his room, 

at which point words were exchanged and things eventually 

escalated. 

The April 13 altercation went south when Smith 

approached Culp, his wife, Nancy, and another person 

identified as their neighbor, Toni Russo. Smith was carrying 

the snake in his arms and when he got within striking 

distance, he hit Culp in the face with the snake's head. 

One should always be careful with a "loaded" python 

(gun or snake), and Culp sustained injuries. That's when the 

cops were called. 

Gun Week read a copy of the incident report, and found 

where officers listed the "weapon type" used in this caper as 

"other." Before they packed him off to the pokey, officers 

allowed Smith to turn his snake over to an unidentified 

family member. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

WA men nabbed in black market CA gun sting 
Two Washington state men have been nabbed in a 

federal gun sting that spanned the course of two years and 

involved the shipment of firearms illegally from Washington 

and Montana to Newport Beach, CA. 

One of the two men has pleaded guilty, and the other is 

in additional trouble because he smokes marijuana and had 

a small growing operation at his apartment. 

Andrew Kyle Whittecar pleaded guilty in the case and 

drew a four-year prison sentence. In addition, according to 

the Seattle Post-Intelligencer on-line edition, he also 

acknowledged that he ran a bank fraud operation that had 

"skimmed" approximately $140,000 from customers at 

several businesses in the Seattle area. 

Meanwhile, Jason Matthew Clark—who acted as an 

agent and intermediary between Whittecar and undercover 

officers with the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosives, and the Newport Beach Police Department—

was charged last month in the case for being a drug user in 

possession of firearms. When he met an undercover ATF 

agent for the first time at a gas station in the Seattle suburb 

of Renton, the agent noted "a strong odor of marijuana 

coming from the inside of the vehicle." 

After agents arrested him in April 2008, he told agents 

that he smoked marijuana "two or three times per week and 

has done so since he was a teenager." A consensual search 
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of Clark's apartment in Kent, a community southeast of 

Seattle, turned up a small pot growing operation in his 

closet, with packaging. They also found "a makeshift 'bong' 

and pipes" for smoking marijuana. 

Over the course of the investigation, Whittecar, or 

someone acting on his behalf, shipped several guns to 

California, to the undercover Newport Beach police officer. 

The firearms included AR-15-style rifles, two semi-auto 

"AK47-style" rifles and at least one handgun. There was 

also a shipment of two sets of body armor. 

At one point in February 2008, Whittecar allegedly told 

the undercover Newport Beach officer that he would not 

drive firearms to California for delivery "because he was 

aware that some of the firearms he was selling were illegal 

under California state laws." The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 

2010 
 

TN hospital gunman used stolen handgun 
The gunman who opened fire outside a Knoxville, TN, 

hospital on April 19 reportedly used a handgun reported 

stolen in March, and he had another handgun that had what 

the Associated Press called "an altered serial number." 

Abdo Ibssa fatally shot a hospital worker and wounded 

two others before taking his own life. Published reports said 

Ibssa believed a doctor had implanted a tracking chip in his 

body during a 2001 appendectomy. 

The Associated Press said Ibssa, an immigrant from 

Ethiopia, began acting strange more than a year ago. In 

May of last year, he attacked a stranger in a store because 

he allegedly believed the stranger had insulted him. That 

attack resulted in a lawsuit filed by the victim in January. 

Ibssa had become a naturalized citizen and had moved to 

Knoxville. There were few details about his earlier life. 

The shooting occurred at the Parkwest Medical Center, 

where Ibssa showed up looking for the doctor who 

performed the November 2001 operation. Unable to find 

that surgeon, the gunman went to another part of the facility 

and shot his victims as they came out of the building 

Investigators found an antipsychotic medication at 

Ibssa's apartment, and reports revealed that relatives had 

him committed in February for mental treatment. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Violence without guns is still violence 
The toll from violence against children in China keeps 

adding up and making international news, but since guns are 

not involved, the anti-gun movement in the US which bills 

itself as "anti-violence" is strangely silent. So too are the 

mainstream media sources that usually act as chorus for the 

anti-gun arias. 

The slashing of 28 children, two teachers and a security 

guard by a man with a knife at a nursery school in eastern 

China on April 29 was the second such attack in two days 

and the third such mayhem in a month. 

Officials said five of the children were taken to the 

hospital in a critical condition after the incident in Jiangsu 

province, according to the BBC News. 

The latest knife attack came just a day after a similar 

mass murder attempt in the south of China in which 16 

pupils and one teacher were injured. 

On March 24, eight children were killed in similar attack 

by a knife-wielding berserker in Nanping in China's Fujian 

Province. 

Ironically, the same day as the latest attack, a doctor 

convicted of stabbing the eight children to death on March 

24 was executed. 

The alleged assailant in Jiangsu attack was named by 

police as Xu Yuyuan, a 47- year-old unemployed local man. 

Reports say he attacked the children at the Zhongzin pre-

school in Taixing city as lessons began in the morning, 

stabbing a security guard who tried to stop him. Police said 

Xu was carrying an 8-inch knife 

"The gate-keeper, teachers, and students were attacked. 

The injured are receiving treatment in hospital. We don't 

have any reports of deaths yet," an official with the Taixing 

city government told AFP news agency. 

Most of the children injured in the April 29 attack were 

reported to be fouryear-olds from the same class. 

China has witnessed several school attacks in recent 

years, most blamed on people with personal grudges or 

suffering from mental illness. 

Such violence is reportedly rare in modern-day China, 

but when it comes it usually involves attempts at mass 

murder. 

In August 2004, a pre-school doorman killed one child 

and injured 14 with a knife in Beijing. In September the 

same year, there were two incidents, when 28 children were 

knifed in a nursery in Suzhou and 24 children at a school in 

Shand. Then, in November 2004, eight boys were stabbed 

to death in a school dormitory in Ruzhou, Henan Province. 

Since the similar spate of attacks in 2004, many schools 

in China have employed professional guards but the latest 

incidents have led to public calls, for increased security in 

schools. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Original inquest record found for OK Corral 

Shootout 
Cochise County, AZ, court clerks going through old 

documents in .a storage space inside the Bisbee courthouse 

have uncovered the original court transcripts from the 

Coroner's Inquest following the Oct 26, 1881 Gunfight at 

the OK Corral. 

According to the Associated Press, the documents were 

discovered in March as the workers were cleaning out a 
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storage space. It had been long thought that the 36-page 

handwritten testimony of witnesses had been lost. That 

testimony helped absolve brothers Virgil, Wyatt and 

Morgan Earp and their companion John H. "Doc" Holliday 

From wrongdoing in the 30-second gun battle that left 

brothers Frank and Tom McLaury and Billy Clanton dead. 

Billy Claiborne and Isaac "Ike" Clanton both fled the scene 

and survived. 

The actually gunfight did not occur at the OK Corral, 

but in an empty lot adjacent to the corral and Fly's 

Photographic Studio. It spilled out into Fremont Street 

before the shooting stopped. 

The gun battle was made famous in a biographical book 

about Wyatt Earp, and has been portrayed in more than a 

dozen films and on television. Wyatt Earp has been 

portrayed by various screen actors including Burt 

Lancaster, Joel McCrea, James Garner (twice), Will Geer, 

James Stewart, Hugh O'Brian, Kurt Russell, Kevin Costner, 

Harris Yulin and Henry Fonda. The New GUN WEEK, June 

1, 2010 
 

Columbus, Ohio, gun show guard shoots at 

burglars 
A pair of would-be thieves ran away empty-handed from 

their intended target—a Columbus, OH, gun show—when a 

security guard tangled with them in the early morning hours 

of April 11 and fired shots, possibly hitting one person. 

According to reports from WCMH and WBNS, the two-

day gun show was sponsored by C&E, a Virginia-based 

firm that was holding this show at a vacant department store 

building at Westland Mall. The company sponsors several 

shows each year in Columbus. 

An armed security guard on patrol inside the building 

confronted two suspects, who assaulted him and knocked 

him to the floor, both stations reported. 

Franklin County Sheriff's deputies and K-9 officers from 

the Franklin Township Police Department conducted a 

fruitless search for the two bad guys, and local hospitals 

were contacted about persons seeking treatment for a 

gunshot wound. 

A check of the show accounted for all firearms, the 

reports noted. 

The burglars apparently broke into the building through 

a service loading dock. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Police associations in Canada campaign for gun 

registry 
Three top police associations in Canada came together 

on May 6 to defend the country's controversial long-gun 

registry, even as the Conservative government called upon 

three retired cops to condemn it, according to The Canadian 

Press. 

The Canadian Association of Chiefs of Police, the 

Canadian Police Association and the Canadian Association 

of Police Boards have come out against a pending private-

member's bill that aims to scrap the registry. 

The heads of all three groups—representing police 

chiefs, frontline officers and the boards that employ them—

say perceptions of the registry are dated and full of 

misconceptions. 

They say it got off to a bad start, but it's not the billion-

dollar boondoggle it's made out to be and costs taxpayers 

just $4 million a year. 

But Manitoba Conservative MP Candice Hoeppner, who 

tabled the bill, countered with her own news conference 

featuring three former Winnipeg SWAT team members who 

say the registry is all but useless. 

Hoeppner contends police are divided on the issue and 

retired cop Jack Tinsley says registry opponents within 

police ranks across the country have been muzzled. 

The bill has already passed two readings in the House of 

Commons with support from eight Liberal MPs and a third 

of the NDP caucus. 

A third passage will send it to the Senate where a 

Conservative plurality makes its adoption much more likely. 

Liberal leader Michael Ignatieff supports a reduction or 

elimination in penalties for long-gun owners but wants to 

keep the registry. He's said he will order his MPs to vote 

against the bill when it comes up for third and final reading. 

The long-gun registry has been highly divisive since its 

inception. A Canadian Press Harris-Decima poll released in 

November suggested 46% of Canadians believed abolishing 

it was a good idea, while 41% opposed abolition. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

White House aide robbed at gunpoint 
An actor working as an Obama White House aide and 

political liaison with the Asian American community was 

robbed at gunpoint in the DuPont Circle area on April 20, 

according to The Washington Post. 

Actor Kal Penn has appeared in "Harold and Kumar" 

movies and had a role in the television medical drama 

"House" but has been working in the Obama administration 

since last year. He reportedly was planning to return to 

acting in another "Harold and Kumar" film. 

The newspaper said he was robbed by a thug who took 

his wallet and other belongings. 

Penn campaigned for Obama in 2008 and took a job 

offer from the White House in 2009. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 1, 2010 
 

WA man held in bizarre shooting death 



 

 
Page 27

A Granite Falls, WA, man was being held in lieu of 

$500,000 bail in the bizarre shooting death of his girlfriend, 

a killing he claimed was a foreplay accident. 

According to the Everett Herald, Modesto Cruz Mejia, 

25, was being held on investigation of first-degree 

manslaughter and unlawful possession of a firearm. Mejia 

reportedly has a history of domestic violence and assault, 

which would prohibit him from having a gun, and he 

reportedly had two, a handgun and shotgun. He told 

authorities that he kept the firearms for protection against 

robbery. 

Killed in the incident was Mejia's girlfriend, identified as 

Joanna Marsh, 22. She and Mejia had two children, who 

were in the room when the shooting occurred, the newspaper 

said. 

The couple had been drinking at a party in their home 

the night before the April 11 shooting. Mejia told police it 

was his birthday party, and he had picked up the gun after 

the couple had been intimate. At that point, he accidentally 

fired a shot that hit her in the torso. 

Mejia reportedly told investigators that the handgun had 

been part of the couple's foreplay. He allegedly 

acknowledged that he and Marsh were both intoxicated. The 

New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

OK lawmakers fail to override gun bill veto 
A group of Oklahoma state senators have failed to 

override their governor's veto of a bill that would exempt 

firearms and ammunition produced and kept in the state 

from federal regulations, according to Associated Press. 

The Republican-controlled Senate voted 28-16 on May 5 

with 36 votes needed to override Democratic Gov. Brad 

Henry's veto of the "Oklahoma Firearms Freedom Act." 

There was no debate. 

Republican state Sen. Randy Brogdon, who is running 

for governor, vowed to try again to override the veto. 

The bill says firearms, gun accessories or ammunition 

made in Oklahoma would not be subject to interstate 

commerce laws and federal regulations if they remain in the 

state. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

WA rally draws more people than antis' Starbucks 

protests 

by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 
While it was thrown together on short notice by three 

volunteers and it was competing with a popular gun show, 

the opening day of trout fishing season, and spring turkey 

hunting, and the weather was typically damp, Washington 

State's Second Amendment rally on April 24 has a 

significant distinction. 

It attracted far more people than any of the much-

ballyhooed protests against open carry at Starbucks coffee 

shops, and even more than the Restore the Constitution rally 

on April 19 across the Potomac River from Washington, 

DC. The Olympia, WA, event drew an estimated 200 people 

and the majority was armed. Held on the capitol campus at 

the Tivoli Fountain, the event was organized by local gun 

activists David Del Buono, James Beal and Elisa Delaurenti 

when it was discovered that the designated Evergreen State 

coordinator had bowed out virtually without telling anyone. 

The event was initially to have coincided with the 

national Second Amendment March, but it was pushed back 

five days to a Saturday, in hopes of attracting more people. 

The well-behaved crowd heard from Sean Salazar, a 

candidate challenging anti-gun US Sen. Patty Murray this 

fall, and from Elizabeth Scott, candidate for the state 

legislature. 

Despite inclement weather that showered the crowd off 

and on, gun rights activists in Washington are calling the 

event a success because it was literally slapped together at 

the last minute. Del Buono stepped in as state coordinator 

for the Second Amendment March at the eleventh hour, and 

Beal, an open carry activist who is retired, joined the effort 

as his assistant. Remarkably, Beal was just recovering from 

heart surgery, yet he was able to accomplish quite a bit of 

work on the project. 

The turnout may have been dominated by open carry 

activists, who were visibly armed. A man and woman even 

appeared with long guns slung across their backs. 

Washington has been rather quiet over the past few years 

in terms of gun legislation. There was a bill introduced 

earlier this year to ban so-called assault weapons, but it died 

in committee after a well-attended public hearing in 

February. More than 300 people turned out for that hearing, 

and only 14 people signed up to testify in favor of the 

measure. 

Democrats, who have controlled Washington's 

Legislature and governor's office for several years are 

reluctant to engage in a gun debate, especially during an 

election year. 

But that hasn't stopped Washington CeaseFire—the 

Pacific Northwest's most active gun control group claiming 

some 6,000 members in the Evergreen State—from joining 

forces with the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence in 

its campaign against Seattle-based Starbucks Coffee Many 

of the Olympia rally's participants are open carry activists 

who take the Starbucks campaign personally because it 

began as an effort to dislodge open carry customers from 

the coffee shop chain. It evolved into a campaign against all 

legally-armed citizens who frequent the coffee shops. 
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The rally was a visual means of reminding lawmakers 

that gunowners are active and that they will pay attention 

this fall to friend and foe. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Nebraska man shoots robber, gun group replaces 

his pistol 
After Harry "James" McCullough fatally shot one of two 

shotgun-wielding robbers at a Walgreens in Omaha, NE, the 

Nebraska Firearms Owners Association (NFOA) raised 

money to replace his handgun, which police took as 

evidence in the investigation. 

McCullough, who has worked as a corporate security 

officer in the past and is a twice-monthly competitive 

shooter, was standing in line at the check out when the two 

thugs came in, one armed with a sawed-off shotgun. The 

thugs threatened a clerk and another customer, so 

McCullough, who was carrying his handgun in the 

waistband of his trousers, drew and shot one of the robbers 

four times, killing him. 

According to the Omaha World-Herald, the dead robber 

was identified as 18year-old Marquail Thomas. The 

newspaper reported that the shotgun he was carrying was 

not loaded. McCullough would have had no way of knowing 

that when he fired. 

According to WOWT News, he was using a Smith & 

Wesson .40-caliber pistol, which Omaha police took as 

evidence. They have also arrested two of Thomas' cohorts, 

the newspaper said. 

Alerted to the case, NFOA President Andy Allen said 

that the group's board of directors went to work and 

contacted an NFOA member who is also a licensed firearms 

dealer in Omaha, to replace 

McCullough's handgun. The group also offered to pay 

for the firearm, and donations were offered by club 

members. 

Omaha police, however, initially denied McCullough a 

permit to buy a new gun, for no reason, the organization 

said. Allen contacted the Second Amendment Foundation 

about the situation, which apparently revolved around a city 

prosecutor's preliminary decision to investigate the incident 

to determine whether McCullough was carrying the 

handgun concealed without a permit. Douglas County 

Attorney Don Kleine reportedly ruled the shooting justified. 

Ultimately, City Attorney Marty Conboy decided against 

filing a charge against McCullough for carrying a concealed 

handgun without a license because it could not be shown 

from the store's security camera whether the former security 

officer's gun was or was not concealed from view. 

Following that decision, police advised McCullough that 

he could register the new pistol with the city, and also apply 

for a concealed carry license in the state. That process could 

take some time, due to training requirements, according to 

his attorney, James Martin Davis. 

Gun rights activists in Nebraska said it was important 

for McCullough to have a handgun for personal protection, 

as some of Thomas' associates have allegedly vowed to seek 

revenge. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Daley: Send gun industry lawsuit to the World 

Court 
Six years after the state Supreme Court dismissed his 

$433 million lawsuit against the gun industry, Chicago 

Mayor Richard Daley on April 27 called for a change of 

venue—to the World Court normally reserved for disputes 

between nations and crimes against humanity. 

Wrapping up the sixth annual Richard J. Daley Global 

Cities Forum, Daley convinced more than a dozen of his 

counterparts from around the world to approve a resolution 

urging "redress against the gun industry through the courts 

of the world" in The Hague, according to the Chicago Sun 

Times. 

"This is coming from international mayors. They're 

saying, 'We're tired of your guns, America. ... We don't 

want those anymore because guns kill and injure people,' " 

Daley told a news conference at the University of Illinois at 

Chicago. 

"If we ship over poison to a country, don't you think we 

should be responsible for it? That's what they're saying: 'Be 

responsible for what you manufacture and sell in my 

country.' ... You have to think outside the box. You have to 

be (aggressive) about how you protect your people," The 

Sun Times quoted Daley. 

Mexico City Mayor Marcelo Ebrard Casauban, 

speaking at the same conference, noted that the Mexican 

government is waging a brutal war against drug cartels that 

get "85 percent" of their weapons from the United States, 

the newspaper reported. 

However, Gun Week would note that the 85% figure is 

at least a bit less that the 90% figure so commonly claimed 

by the Mexican president and some anti-gunners in the US 

government. 

"The US government says, 'We cannot do a lot of things 

to stop this,' " Casauban said. "We should take actions with 

legal effects in order to stop this trade between the United 

States and Mexico." 

Philadelphia Mayor Michael Nutter acknowledged that 

using the World Court is a long-shot. But, he said "you 

never know until you try" and it's worth a try to counter the 

political muscle and money of the National Rifle 

Association. 

"We have to do different things. The political 

establishment in many state capitals—and certainly in 

Washington—(is) so deathly afraid of the NRA that people 
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cannot make the right decision for their own constituents," 

Nutter said, according to The Sun Times. 

He added, "People are being killed every day in the 

United States of America with illegal weapons. I love the 

2nd Amendment. (But), I have a 1st Amendment right not to 

be shot." 

Gun violence also dominated a panel discussion earlier 

in the day at the Global Cities Forum. 

But during the same week as the conference, Daley won 

an unusual victory on a gun proposal in the Illinois General 

Assembly. It may not have been as far reaching as the 

Windy City mayor's other anti-gun initiatives, and it 

targeted misuse of firearms. 

The state Senate unanimously agreed to require those 

convicted of unlawful use of a weapon to serve one to three 

years in prison if the offender was carrying a loaded weapon 

with no valid Firearms Owners Identification card. The state 

House also approved the bill unanimously. It now awaits 

Gov. Quinn's signature. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

WA deputy Tasers man, 71, in neighborhood pellet 

gun beef 
A Thurston County, WA, sheriff's deputy used a Taser 

on 71-year-old Jimmie Lee Howell after a neighbor 

complained that Howell had shot at a dog, and then 

allegedly pointed the gun at the woman who was looking 

after it. 

The gun was a pellet gun, and the dog had strayed onto 

Howell's property near Rochester, a tiny community in the 

county's southern rural corner. 

According to the on-line Seattle Post Intelligencer, 

Howell shot at the dog, which the neighbor was "looking 

after." She was apparently trying to get the dog off of 

Howell's property when the incident unfolded, and she 

allegedly told police that Howell aimed the gun at her as 

well. 

The woman called the sheriff's department, reported that 

a man had aimed a "black handgun" at her, and that was all 

the information deputies responding to the call had to go on. 

It turned out that the handgun was a Crosman .177-caliber 

pellet gun. 

Deputies called Howell on the telephone and asked him 

to come outside with his hands visible. However, he 

appeared on the porch with the telephone in his hand, at his 

side, and even when he raised his hands, he kept the phone 

in one hand pressed to his ear. 

Ignoring continued commands to raise his hands, Howell 

resisted attempts to place him in handcuffs, apparently on 

the grounds of "officer safety," the online report said. 

Howell reportedly told the deputies "You will not put me in 

handcuffs." 

A struggle ensued as Howell reportedly tried to keep his 

hands free, and the deputy pulled his Taser and fired. 

A sheriff's department spokesman said the Taser was 

used "exactly as the sheriff's office intended." The New GUN 

WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Armed elderly woman holds invader for cops 
As reported, an 68-year-old Boston, NY woman used her 

gun to hold a burglar until the police could arrive, according 

to LearnAboutGuns.com. 

Police say that the woman and her husband noticed that 

their barn had been broken into on on April 19, and were 

concerned that the intruder might return. Two days later, the 

couple reportedly found that the intruder had returned to 

steal metal. Armed for self defense, the elderly couple held 

the intruder at gunpoint, called 911, and waited for the 

police to arrive. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2010 
 

Hindsight 
Politicians play hide and seek on illegal 

immigration issue 

by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

Politicians in many cities like San Francisco and 
Seattle have been playing a kid's game of hide and seek 
on illegal immigration. 

Most readers will remember the game. Anyone who 
didn't reach the goal could be tagged out. Well, the 
way the politicians play it these days, they make their 
whole cities into the goal by declaring them sanctuary 
cities. So, if you are an illegal immigrant—someone 
who broke the rules and the law on entering the US—
you can hide anywhere in the US until you get to a 
sanctuary city where you become safe and can do 
anything you want. 

Some might think the illegal immigration issue and 
gun control have nothing to do with each other, but 
they'd be wrong. They are related, as a Citizens 
Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms 
bumper sticker said: "Border Control Not Gun 
Control." 

There were a lot of reasons the two issues were 
linked by CCRKBA about five years ago, including the 
high incidence of violent crimes committed by illegal 
aliens. 

But on May 20, while speaking before an unusual 
joint session of the US Congress, Mexican President 
Felipe Calderon linked them again. 

Calderon, from a country where prohibitive gun 
laws prevent good people from having firearms for 
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protection against criminals, urged Congress to 
reinstate the 1994 federal "assault weapon" ban which 
sunset in 2004, and attacked Arizona's new pioneering 
law against illegal immigration. 

With a warning seemingly designed to appeal to 
those who believe that speaking out against the Obama 
Administration's policies are one step short of sedition 
or worse, Calderon said, "[I]f you do not regulate the 
sale of these weapons in the right way, nothing 
guarantees that criminals here in the United States with 
access to the same power of weapons will not decide 
to challenge American authorities and civilians." 

At the same time, Calderon attacked the new 
Arizona law that requires people to have verifiable 
identify papers. Of course, Mexico already requires 
anyone entering its country to have identity papers, but 
Calderon claims that Arizona's requirement will lead to 
racial profiling. 

Mexico's call for gun control in the US while 
promoting an open border for its citizens to find a 
better life north of that border is the height of 
hypocrisy. 

During his trip to the US, Calderon received a lot of 
attention from the media and many politicians for 
falsely claiming that Arizona's new immigration law 
uses "racial profiling." Immigration wasn't his only 
topic. He spent over four minutes of his address 
lecturing Americans and calling on them to renew the 
federal ban on so-called assault weapons. 

Just as Mexican drug cartels are able to bring drugs 
into their country, they are also able to bring in really 
powerful weapons from around the world to defend 
both their valuable drugs as well their turf against 
competing drug dealers. Machineguns, grenades and 
rocket launchers are not available for sale in the US 
and come from countries such as South Korea, Israel, 
and Spain—or the Mexican military. Two thousand 
two hundred thirty nine grenades were seized by the 
Mexican government from 2007 to 2009. Similarly, 
machineguns in Mexico originate from China, Israel, 
and South Africa, according to Fox News. 

Just as the message about guns was flawed, so was 
that about the Arizona law. 

The actual Arizona law requires police to question 
people about their immigration status if there's reason 
to suspect they're in the country illegally, and it makes 
it a state crime to be in the US illegally. People may be 
questioned about their status if they've been stopped 

by police who are in the process of enforcing another 
law (my emphasis). 

The law will take effect July 29 unless possible legal 
challenges from the federal government, other states or 
interested organizations are successful. The boycotts 
of Arizona by cities such as San Francisco, Los 
Angeles and Boston don't seem to be working from 
reports Gun Week has received. Planes to Arizona 
seem to be full. 

What is interesting is that while politicians on both 
sides of the border are decrying the Arizona law, a 
strong majority of Americans support Arizona's new 
immigration law and would back similar laws in their 
own states, according to three new polls released on 
May 12. 

— Sixty-one percent of Americans—and 64% of 
registered voters—said they favored the law in a 
survey of 1,016 adults conducted May 6-9 by the 
McClatchy-Ipsos poll. 

— Some 73% of those surveyed by the Pew 
Research Center for the People and the Press said they 
approved of the provision that requires people to 
provide proof of their legal status, compared with 23% 
who disapproved. A further 67% were in favor of 
allowing police to detain anyone unable to verify their 
legal status, while 62% supported police having the 
power to question anyone they believed may in the 
country illegally. 

An NBC/WSJ poll found 64% favor this law, while 
34% oppose it. 

Despite the sentiments of many Democrat 
politicians, the McClatchy/Ipsos poll found nearly half 
of Democrats like the law. While the Democratic Party 
generally is regarded as more sympathetic to illegal 
immigrants' plights, 46% of Democrats said they 
favored the law for Arizona and 49% said they'd favor 
the law's passage in their own states. 

More than 8 in 10 Republicans and 54% of 
independents favor the law. 

These results speak to the political land mines that 
immigration policy presents for President Barack 
Obama and congressional Democrats. The poll results 
also illustrate the uphill battle that immigrant-rights 
activists face in pushing Congress to pass legislation 
that would pair tougher border enforcement—which is 
universally popular—with a path to citizenship for 
immigrants who are here now illegally. 
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Even in Massachusetts, 70% of voters favor a 
proposal to stop illegal immigrants from receiving 
public benefits, a sentiment that flies in the face of their 
state legislature's recent rejection of such a plan. 

With the public solidly behind the Arizona concept 
at present, legislators and political candidates from 
Georgia to Colorado, from Pennsylvania to Texas, 
have introduced bills or plan to introduce similar. 

"With the federal government currently AWOL in 
fulfilling its constitutional responsibilities to protect 
American lives, property and jobs against the clear and 
present dangers of illegal-alien invaders, state 
lawmakers ... are left with no choice but to take 
individual action to address this critical economic and 
national security epidemic," said Republican 
Pennsylvania state Rep. Daryl Metcalfe. 

Similar efforts are under way in Minnesota, 
Maryland, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, 
Texas, Missouri, Nebraska and Idaho. 

Ann Morse, who monitors immigration legislation 
for the National Conference of State Legislatures, said 
most attempts to pass legislation modeled on the 
Arizona statute probably will have to wait till next 
year, since it is too late for most state legislatures. 
Most are already out of session, she told The 
Washington Times. 

Perhaps throwing a bit of gasoline on a flaming 
issue, Mexico warned its citizens living in or traveling 
to Arizona that they could be "harassed" there because 
of the new immigration law. 

By the way, if you haven't visited your doctor 
lately, you may not know that the receptionist will ask 
you for picture ID along with your health insurance 
information. I was told that this is a new rule imposed 
by the federal government. 

So if the government can require your doctor to 
confirm your identity, why can't it require similar 
photo ID for people who could be in this country 
illegally. 

Other countries do it. Even Mexico! The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2010 
 

Hindsight 
How "shall issue" expanded despite the odds 

against it 

by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 
If you consider yourself part of America's gun 

culture, as most Gun Week readers likely do, do you 

count yourself as part of the "old gun culture" or the 
"new gun culture?" They are distinct segments of 
society according to a remarkable new book by Brian 
Anse Patrick, PhD, an associate professor of 
communication at the University of lbledo in Ohio. 
The book is called Rise of the Anti-Media (See italic 
paragraph below for the full title and other details) and 
it traces how the "shall-issue" concealed carry 
movement has succeeded so sweepingly in just the last 
20-25 years despite all the establishment opposition 
and an adverse political climate 

Patrick, who spoke at the 2009 Gun Rights Policy 
Conference, teaches graduate and undergraduate 
courses in research methods, group communication, 
propaganda and persuasion. His honors seminars—
"Propaganda, Social Control and Social Science" and 
"American Gun Policy"—rank among the most 
popular courses in his university's honors program. 

If Patrick is a specialist, it is in mass 
communications field, and that is the new dimension 
his book differs from the writings of others who have 
examined the gun issue from such perspectives as 
history, law, politics, criminology, economics and 
philosophy. He deals with those, too, through his 
research and his direct communications with some of 
the giants in the field: Marion Hammer, Don B. Kates 
(even Kates' parrot), Stephen Halbrook and others. 

His focus on the communications necessary for a 
persuasive social movement lays bare the flaws of the 
anti-gun establishment, and simultaneously shines a 
new light on the anti-media used by gun rights activists 
to win surprising political victories in state after state 
(See related Iowa story). 

The book includes three charts. One is based on his 
analysis and quantification of the imbalance between 
pro-and anti-gun media coverage of the gun issue. 
Another illustrates how the elite establishment and 
media use a top down informational model like that of 
the Roman Catholic Church, while horizontal 
interpretive communities, like the right-to-carry 
movement, disseminate information almost in a 360 
degree pattern, using the Internet, newsletters, 
meetings and other communications techniques. 

Patrick defines the old gun culture as being largely 
comprised of hobbyist hunters, arms collectors and 
target shooters, who traditionally were concerned with 
just keeping and enjoying their guns in a very hostile 
political atmosphere. The old gun culture were joiners 
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at the local, state and national levels who guided such 
venerable organizations as the National Rifle 
Association (NRA) before 1977 and the old United 
States 

Revolver Association (USRA). He traces that 
history back to a time when the NRA was concerned 
almost exclusively with rifle marksmanship, while the 
smaller USRA focused on handgun competitions. 
Neither were terribly concerned about concealed carry. 
In fact Patrick recalls the "restricted era," when most 
states had banned concealed carry for 150 years or 
where licensing was discretionary if it existed at all. In 
1920s, any discussion of concealed carry laws tended 
to focus on the proposed Uniform Firearms Code 
scheme which required "good cause" for the issuance 
of a CCW. 

In Chapter 2, "Energizing the new American Gun 
Culture," Patrick examines the so-called gun control 
paradox that highlights the logical irreconcilability 
between survey results (in the 1960s and 70s) and then 
current political reality. He restates the paradox thus: 
"Why...is there not severe gun control in America or a 
mass movement for gun control, seeing the public so 
desires gun control as evidenced by surveys since the 
1960s?" 

Of course, more recent surveys show a lessened 
public appetite for gun control, a greater appreciation 
of firearms ownership for defense, and still there is no 
mass movement in support of more gun restrictions. 
He notes that millions who join the NRA and other 
gun groups and there is no public membership in the 
anti-gun organizations, which are to-down 
informational conduits. 

Patrick reassures his readers that despite 
sensationalist media headlines and the claims of the 
anti-gunners, the new era of "shall-issue" licensed 
concealed carry "does not translate into firearms 
anarchy; quite the reverse. There are plenty of 
carefully crafted laws still regulating concealed carry 
as well as thousands of other federal and state laws." 

He also follows that up in other chapters when he 
reports that all of the dire predictions concerning 
"shall-issue" laws offered by the elite establishment 
media and the anti-gun hierarchy have never been 
realized. 

While he does quote John Lott's More Guns=Less 
Crime, Patrick concludes that there is not yet enough 
evidence that shall issue laws have significantly altered 

crime statistics either up or down. However, they have 
empowered millions, and attracted previously excluded 
or alienated segments of the public who have been 
educated and have joined the pro-gun cause. These 
newcomers are often motivated by reasoning that 
might be alien to the old gun culture—and even the 
early waves of the new gun culture. He includes 
among the latest members of the new gun culture, 
women, young urban professionals, minorities, youth 
(Students for Concealed Carry on Campus), and gays 
(Pink Pistols). 

How did right to carry sweep into so many states? 
"Denied meaningful television and mainstream news 

access that the civil rights movement had enjoyed in 
abundance, however, the gun-rights movement grew 
their own anti-media, and as computer-mediated 
communication technology became available these 
gun-rights covenants, especially concerning concealed 
carry, quickly came to exist, more and more on 
line....Both movements also mobilized and 
permanently energized large numbers of people who 
otherwise would quite probably never have become 
active in the politics of social movement," Patrick 
writes. 

RISE OF THE ANTI-MEDIA: Informing 
America's Concealed Weapon Carry Movement, by 
Brian Anse Patrick. ©2010. Published by Lexington 
Books, division of The Rowman & Littlefield 
Publishing Group, 4501 Forbes Blvd., Suite 200, Dept. 
GWK, Lanham, MD 20706. Cloth-bound hardcover. 
282 pages, including references and index, but, noting 
introduction, with three charts_. Price: $70. However, 
amazon.com lists it new for about $57. 

If there is any fault with this valuable addition to the 
pro-gun literature, it is the high price, something 
common to books published for university level 
scholarship. But I see no reason why the value of his 
instructive examination of the gun issue should be 
limited to ivory towers. It belongs in every public 
library in America, and it makes sense to me that 
groups of gun rights activists get together to buy a 
copy to share and refer back to. 

There is a lot to be learned by Patrick's review of 
how and why gun attitudes were as they were, and 
how and why we got to where we are today. Media 
professionals could learn from it, too. Their mistakes 
in talking down to the public and feeding slanted news 
and commentary have been exposed. After all, 
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Patrick's book is not just about the Second 
Amendment, but "how the concealed carry movement 
succeeded through behaviors that embodied the First 
Amendment's social action schematic," as envisioned 
by the Founding Fathers. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 

2010 
 

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

** 

SAF --NEWS RELEASE 

 

6/3/2010 

ANOTHER SELF-DEFENSE GUN USE 

VALIDATES SAF CHICAGO LAWSUIT  
BELLEVUE, WA - Yet another high-profile shooting 

this morning of a criminal by an armed Chicago homeowner 

further reinforces the Second Amendment Foundation's 

justification for its lawsuit to overturn the city's handgun 

ban.  

SAF Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb said the 

early-morning shooting in the city's South Austin 

neighborhood involved a fleeing felon who had run from 

police with a large volume of narcotics, and crashed through 

the window of the gun owner's home. The unidentified 

armed citizen reportedly has a valid Firearm Owner's 

Identification Card, according to the Chicago Tribune.  

"This is the second time in a week that an armed private 

citizen has fired in self-defense against a criminal who was 

storming into his residence," Gottlieb noted. "Today's 

incident only amplifies our justification for our lawsuit to 

strike down Chicago's insidious handgun ban. " 

The wounded suspect was identified as Aaron Marshall, 

whose criminal history includes felony convictions on drug 

and weapons charges.  

"Our lawsuit against the city was brought because 

people like Marshall roam the streets and neighborhoods of 

Chicago, and citizens are essentially defenseless unless they 

violate the handgun ban," Gottlieb stated. "Police cannot be 

everywhere all of the time, and the policies of Mayor 

Richard Daley and his administration have done less than 

nothing to make citizens safe from these thugs. Chicago 

residents should have the same right of self-defense as any 

other American citizen, but they need the right tools for the 

job.  

"The homeowner in this morning's incident, just like the 

80-year-old Korean War veteran who fatally shot another 

thug last week, did the city a favor," he said, "and he 

apparently will not be charged, thanks to a state law that 

protects such people, even where handguns are banned.  

"Armed citizens," Gottlieb said, "are doing more to fight 

violent crime than Daley has done in his entire time in 

office.” 

 

6/3/2010 

Chicago shooting shows why Mayor Daley doesn't 

'get it' 

 By Alan Gottlieb and Dave Workman 

Chicago Mayor Richard Daley doesn’t get it about 

firearms and personal safety, and after the highly-publicized 

self-defense shooting in the Humboldt Park neighborhood on 

the city’s West Side on Wednesday May 26, he should fold 

his tent, shut his mouth and go away.  

The U. S. Supreme Court appears poised to nullify the 

city’s Draconian handgun ban, and nothing clarifies Daley’s 

dilemma with guns more dramatically than the slaying of 

would-be home invader Anthony ‘Big Ant’ Nelson, a 29-

year-old career thug who has, according to the Chicago 

Tribune, a13-page rap sheet that includes a number of drug 

and weapons convictions dating to 1998, according to police 

and court records. This neighborhood predator made what 

nationally-recognized self-defense expert Massad Ayoob 

calls a fatal error in the victim selection process. 

Nelson reportedly fired a shot from a handgun you 

know, they’re banned in Chicago, and convicted felons like 

Big Ant aren’t supposed to have them anyway; yet another 

failure of gun control through the bedroom window of an 

80-year-old Army veteran who served in the Korean War. 

Most likely to Nelson’s great, and terminal, surprise, the 

older man fired back, with his own handgun that almost 

certainly was not registered in the city. Had he followed the 

law, this gentleman, his wife, and possibly their 12-year-old 

grandson who was in the next room might all be dead right 

now.  

Fortunately, thanks to the Illinois legislature’s override 

of Rod Blagojevich’s veto of SB 2165 in November 2004, 

the older gentleman will not face prosecution. That was the 

Hale DeMar act, which protects homeowners who shoot in 

self-defense even if there is a local ordinance against 

handgun possession. DeMar shot a burglar in his Wilmette 

home and was initially charged for violating that 

community’s handgun ban, but public outrage forced the 

Cook County prosecutor to drop the charge.  

The question remains in this case whether the old 

gentleman will get his gun back from the police when the 

investigation is completed.  

Mayor Daley wants his citizens, including elderly 

people, to remain disarmed while only someone living in 

monumental denial would believe that creeps like Nelson 

might be deterred from packing guns illegally. He has 

practiced anti-gun demagoguery for years, but that may 

soon come to a screeching halt, not only because of an 

affirmative high court ruling in the case of McDonald v. 

City of Chicago the Second Amendment Foundation’s case 
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currently being mulled by the Supreme Court but also 

because public reaction to the Nelson shooting is decidedly 

in support of the man who shot him.  

Chicago residents have grown weary of living in 

dangerous neighborhoods where, because of Daley’s anti-

gun policies that defend the city’s ban, they have been 

stripped of the tools to fight back. It is their plight against 

armed criminals like Nelson that compelled SAF to join 

with the Illinois State Rifle Association and four Chicago 

residents to sue the city. Reaction among Chicago residents 

to Wednesday’s fatal shooting clearly demonstrates that the 

public supports this lawsuit.  

While Daley appears at a press event and suggests he 

might like to poke a gun barrel into the rump of a reporter 

and fire a round, neighbors of the Army veteran who killed 

Nelson in self-defense, along with a columnist for the 

Chicago Sun Times are telling the mayor that he needs to 

come up with a better solution (to crime) than just saying 

turn in your guns.  

Daley’s stubborn defense of his city’s handgun ban 

shows him to be so out of touch with the public, and with 

the reality of his city’s crime problem, that he may not even 

be jolted to good sense by a Supreme Court loss.  

Well, here is the reality: Richard Daley’s policies are 

directly responsible for people like Nelson, because the 

Chicago gun ban has emboldened Windy City thugs to prey 

on good people they know will be disarmed. Tough luck for 

Nelson that one courageous older man a man who had been 

robbed at gunpoint last year in his own home for $150 had 

the fortitude and good sense to arm himself in spite of 

Daley’s ban, and now his neighborhood is one short of the 

kind of scum that the Chicago ban has essentially protected 

for more than a quarter-century.  

Alan Gottlieb is executive vice president of the Second 

Amendment Foundation. Dave Workman is senior editor of 

Gun Week. They are co-authors of America Fights Back: 

Armed Self-Defense in a Violent Age. 

 

5/26/2010 

'MORNING SHOOTING UNDERSCORES WHY 

WE SUED CHICAGO,' SAYS SAF  

 
BELLEVUE, WA - This morning's fatal shooting of a 

home invasion suspect by an 80-year-old retired Army 

veteran in Chicago's East Garfield Park neighborhood 

underscores why we filed a lawsuit to overturn the city's 

gun ban, the Second Amendment Foundation said today.  

That case, McDonald v. City of Chicago, is about to be 

decided by the U. S. Supreme Court. Joining SAF in that 

lawsuit are the Illinois State Rifle Association and four 

Chicago residents including Otis McDonald, for whom the 

case is named.  

Today's shooting of an armed home invader with a 

lengthy criminal record is still under investigation by police, 

noted SAF Executive Vice President Alan M. Gottlieb, but 

it appears to be a clear-cut case of self-defense. Local 

newspaper reports show strong support from the older 

man's neighbors. The Chicago Sun Times quoted next door 

neighbor Curtis Thompson, who observed, "It's a good thing 

they had a gun, or they might be dead. " Another neighbor, 

identified as Audrey Williams, told the newspaper "I'd have 

done the same thing. They say we've got to give up our 

guns, but that's crazy. " 

The newspaper is also quoting the man's 57-year-old 

son, who put it bluntly: "If homeowners can't have guns to 

defend themselves and their families, there's going to be 

more home invasions. My father's glad he had a weapon. He 

did what he had to do. " 

"We filed our lawsuit two years ago to protect the self-

defense rights of Chicago citizens just like this man," 

Gottlieb said. "We have taken the McDonald case to the 

Supreme Court because far too many people in Chicago are 

not been able to defend themselves. They have been 

unconscionably disarmed, and left in as much fear of being 

arrested and jailed for having a gun as they are afraid of 

being robbed and murdered by armed thugs who have 

ignored the gun ban.  

"Chicago's ban did not stop this violent criminal," he 

added, "a homeowner with a gun did. The ban also did not 

stop the recent murder of off-duty police officer Thomas 

Wortham IV. It is time for this insidious ban to be nullified, 

and we are hopeful that's exactly what the Supreme Court is 

about to do. " 

 

5/21/2010 

Brady Campaign’s slipping relevancy underscored 

by NRA convention 

Op-Ed By Alan Gottlieb and Dave Workman 

 
Adhering to a pattern of behavior that has developed 

over the years, a tiny contingent of gun prohibitionists 

paraded outside of the Charlotte Convention Center while 

the National Rifle Association was hosting its record-

breaking members meeting, but they remained only long 

enough to get some camera time with local news crews.  

Paul Helmke, president of the Brady Campaign to 

Prevent Gun Violence, came to that North Carolina city in 

order to grab some face time and get his name in the local 

newspapers. Where the NRA can pull more than 70,000 

members, the Brady bunch could barely muster two dozen 

protesters to parade around for perhaps an hour, probably 
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less, and then leave satisfied that the 5 o?clock news would 

carry their images.  

For several years, right up to the devastating 1994 mid-

term elections that turned dozens of Congressional anti-

gunners out of office, the Brady Campaign and other gun 

control groups enjoyed media and public support. But when 

gun rights organizations began fighting back with facts, and 

developed a strategy of education through legal journals, 

their influence began to wane. That influence continued to 

erode as time tested their rhetoric and found it not simply 

wanting, but totally preposterous.  

Their dire predictions in state after state that concealed 

carry reform and state preemption statutes would spawn 

Wild West gunfights at fender benders, bloody shootouts in 

restaurants and cocktail lounges, and skyrocketing murder 

rates in which perpetrators would be citizens who were 

licensed to carry all were false. Influential people, including 

prosecutors and county sheriffs, recognized this and went on 

the record to say so.  

These days, Brady’s Helmke is reduced to spouting 

platitudes on the steps of the Supreme Court, verbally 

bashing important civil rights cases like District of 

Columbia v. Heller and the Second Amendment 

Foundation’s pending McDonald v. City of Chicago.  

His organization has desperately resorted to attacking 

Starbucks Coffee to gin up support while pandering 

paranoia; an effort that anti-gunners have developed into an 

art form, albeit a lousy one.  

They have attacked the most anti-gun president in the 

nation’s history, giving Barack Obama an ‘F’ grade because 

he is not anti-gun enough to suit their extremist philosophy.  

The Brady Campaign has not managed to push through 

a single piece of federal legislation in more than 15 years. 

Their attempt to sue the gun industry into bankruptcy using 

anti-gun mayors as their puppet proxies failed on legal merit 

and in the court of public opinion.  

If it weren’t for the fact that pro-gun rights groups are so 

active, the Brady bunch would not even have events to 

attend. In short, gun prohibitionists have become irrelevant, 

and in their desperation for attention, they appear to be in a 

state of denial, reaching out to a shrinking audience that still 

believes in public safety through demagoguery and 

surrender to the criminal element.  

Just like some politicians, Helmke and the Brady 

Campaign do not know when it is time to retire.  

 

5/18/2010 

SAF BLASTS BLOOMBERG FOR 'SHAM' 

RELAXATION OF GUN REGULATIONS  

 

BELLEVUE, WA - New York Mayor Michael 

Bloomberg's "relaxation" of gun regulations to make them 

more streamlined in the city is "a lot of flash and very little 

substance," the Second Amendment Foundation said today, 

after carefully studying the new guidelines.  

"It is clear to us," said SAF Executive Vice President 

Alan M. Gottlieb, "that Mayor Bloomberg is trying to make 

it appear that his gun regulations are more user-friendly to 

deflect a potential lawsuit once the Supreme Court rules on 

our legal action to overturn the handgun ban in Chicago. 

This tells us that Bloomberg and his legal advisors are 

convinced the high court will hand down a favorable ruling 

in the McDonald case, striking down Chicago's ban and 

incorporating the Second Amendment to the states via the 

14th Amendment. ' 

Under Bloomberg's program, licensing requirements will 

be allegedly streamlined, renewal fees will go down and the 

application process will be speedier.  

"This sounds good on the surface," Gottlieb observed, 

"but a little digging reveals that there is only one handgun 

licensing office in the entire city, in Manhattan. There is 

only one office for registering and licensing rifles and 

shotguns in the entire city, and that office is in Queens. The 

handgun application fee is $340, and there is a $94. 25 

fingerprinting fee on top of that. This fee structure screams 

for elites only' because those fees are outrageously 

expensive for average citizens.  

"Adding insult to injury," he continued, "this is only to 

keep a handgun in your home or business. To get a carry 

permit, you still have to prove a need. “Mayor Bloomberg, 

it's not the Bill of Needs, it's the Bill of Rights. " 

Even Paul Helmke, president of the Brady Campaign to 

Prevent Gun Violence, told the New York Times that 

Bloomberg is relaxing the rules because the current 

regulations will not be defensible under an affirmative 

ruling in the McDonald case, Gottlieb noted.  

"Mayor Bloomberg is right to think he needs to relax gun 

regulations in New York City," Gottlieb said. "He is also 

right to think that SAF just might come knocking with a 

lawsuit after our case against Chicago is decided. But he is 

wrong to think these sham rules are going to mollify gun 

owners, or fool us into giving him a pass. " 

 

5/12/2010 

2nd Amendment Rights Protected During 

Emergency In Hawaii; "Castle Doctrine" Enacted 

As Governor Signs Laws 
 

Governor Linda Lingle today signed into law two 

important bills preserving 2nd Amendment rights passed by 

the recently adjourned 25th Hawaii State Legislature.  
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SB 358, SD1, HD2 introduced by State Senator Sam 

Slom (R-8th Oahu - Hawaii Kai to Diamondhead) (Act 96) 

establishes provisions relating to prohibition against seizure 

of firearms or ammunition during emergency or disaster, 

suspension of permit or license. Prohibits any person or 

government entity to seize or confiscate, under any civil 

defense, emergency, or disaster relief powers or functions 

conferred, or during any civil defense emergency period, or 

during any time of national emergency or crisis, any firearm 

or ammunition and permit or license of any individual who 

is lawfully permitted to carry or possess the firearm or 

ammunition and who carries, possesses, or uses the firearm 

or ammunition in a lawful manner and in accordance with 

the criminal laws of this State. -- Amends provisions 

relating to civil defense powers, in general. Section 

Affected: 134- (1 SECTION), 128-6.  

Slom, a Trustee and Secretary of the Bellevue, 

Washington-based Second Amendment Foundation said he 

introduced the legislation in part as a result of Hurricane 

Katrina's aftermath in New Orleans when law enforcement 

officials went door-to-door and seized legal firearms from 

legally registered owners. The court subsequently 

overturned the state's actions. He said he also had worried 

constituents call this year during the Hawaii Tidal Wave 

alert. Citizens were concerned that the police would not be 

able to protect everyone and their property during a major 

emergency.  

Slom added, " I emphasize this law applies to legally 

owned and registered firearms. This is a good bill and 

Governor Linda Lingle should be thanked for her prompt 

attention to this important legislation which passed the 

Senate unanimously. Hawaii now joins 30 other states with 

similar legislation. " 

The other bill signed today (Act 97) is SB0532 SD1 

HD1 CD1 RELATING TO LIMITING CIVIL 

LIABILITY. Also known as the "CASTLE DOCTRINE", 

and originally introduced by Slom, the version that passed 

was sponsored by Senate Judiciary Chairman Brian 

Taniguchi (D-Manoa), By Request. Current Hawaii law 

requires a homeowner to "retreat" from his or her own home 

when invaded by a criminal engaging in a felony. The new 

law establishes provisions relating to owner to felon; limited 

liability. Provides that any owner of any other interest in 

real property shall not be liable to any perpetrator for any 

injury or death that occurs upon the real property during the 

course or after the commission of certain felony offenses. -- 

Section Affected: 663- (1 SECTION) OWNER TO 

FELON.  

Slom said of this bill, "It represents common sense and 

confirms in Hawaii the old adage, "A man's (or woman's) 

home is his (her) castle. " It should put potential criminals 

on notice that they no longer can break in, commit a felony, 

threaten the owner and escape with no risk of personal 

harm. Both laws are about taking back our individual, 

Constitutional rights" 

 

5/11/2010 

Is the Brady Campaign a closet klavern of the 

Klan? 

By Alan Gottlieb and Dave Workman 
  
They opposed a landmark court ruling that struck down 

the handgun ban in District of Columbia, a city with a 

predominantly black population.  

They later opposed legislation that would grant the 

District full voting rights in Congress, because the measure 

contained a provision expanding gun rights for those same 

citizens.  

 They filed a court brief opposing a lawsuit filed against 

the City of Chicago’s handgun ban by Otis McDonald, an 

African-American whose life story would make inspiring 

material for a movie.  

 They are the leaders of the Brady Campaign to Prevent 

Gun Violence and one is left to wonder how this bunch 

would have reacted to the plight of Robert Hicks, a black 

man who rose to civil rights prominence in the mid-1960s. 

The 81-year-old Mr. Hicks passed away April 13, and is 

remembered for being, among other things, the last known 

surviving member of the Deacons for Defense and Justice.  

 Hicks was a worker in a paper mill, and his home in 

Bogalusa, LA was targeted by racist thugs for a bombing 

because he had the audacity to house two white civil rights 

workers. On Feb. 1, 1965, Hicks was warned that the Ku 

Klux Klan was coming, and the local police essentially 

stood aside, claiming there was nothing they could do, 

according to an account in the New York Times.  

 So Mr. Hicks and his wife sent their children to the 

homes of friends and neighbors, and did something that 

would no doubt cause the Brady Camp to erupt in shrieks. 

They called other friends for protection and, the Times 

noted, Soon, armed black men materialized. Nothing 

happened. 

 Mr. Hicks was to become a leader in the Deacons 

group, which was organized in Jonesboro, LA in 1964 and 

lasted for about four years. The traditionally anti-gun New 

York Times described the Deacons as a secretive 

paramilitary organization of blacks. They might just as 

accurately have been described as a black militia. The 

Brady Campaign has argued that the right to keep and bear 

arms applied only to the organized militia, but we have yet 

to see a Brady endorsement for the Deacons. Hicks also 

rose to be a leader in the local N. A. A. C. P. and also was 

once the head of the Bogalusa Civic and Voters League.  
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 The Brady Campaign and their soul mates at the 

Violence Policy Center have consistently avoided discussing 

the racist underpinnings of gun control because they know it 

is a political minefield. Historian Clayton Cramer noted in 

his essay on the racist roots of gun control that, The 

historical record provides compelling evidence that racism 

underlies gun control laws and not in any subtle way. 

Throughout much of American history, governments openly 

stated that gun control laws were useful for keeping blacks 

and Hispanics "in their place" and for quieting the racial 

fears of whites. 

 How much longer can the Brady Bunch and its allies 

conceal the ugly true nature of gun control laws. These laws 

were the cornerstone of the Black Codes in the 

Reconstruction South, designed to keep free blacks 

defenseless against the night riders who would eventually 

become the Klan.  

 Failure to address the racist roots of gun control makes 

every other argument professed by the Brady Campaign to 

be little more than a subterfuge. Municipal gun bans 

disproportionately affect inner city minorities, yet nobody in 

the gun prohibition movement dares to broach the subject, 

because once the lid is off of that Pandora’s Box, it is not 

going to close again, and anti-gunners know it.  

 Alan Gottlieb is founder of the Second Amendment 

Foundation. Dave Workman is senior editor of Gun Week. 

They are co-authors of Assault on Weapons: The Campaign 

to Eliminate Your Guns.  
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6/2/2010 

ENGLAND SHOOTING PROVES FALLACY OF 

RESTRICTIVE GUN LAWS, SAYS CCRKBA 
BELLEVUE, WA Wednesday’s mass shooting in 

northwest England is more proof that restrictive gun laws 

do not prevent horrible criminal acts, the Citizens 

Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms said today.  

Wire service and British news agency reports say 12 

people are dead and 25 people are wounded, and suspected 

gunman Derrick Bird is among the fatalities. It appears he 

died from a self-inflicted gunshot wound.  

In 1996, said CCRKBA Chairman Alan Gottlieb, the 

government cracked down on gun ownership, banning 

handguns and placing severe restrictions on long guns 

following the Dunblane Massacre of 16 school children by 

Thomas Hamilton. In 1987, with strict gun laws in place, 

Michael Ryan murdered 16 people in Hungerford.  

American gun prohibitionists have frequently held up the 

gun laws of Great Britain as their model, he continued. 

They have created the impression that English-style gun 

laws would prevent outrages in this country. Today’s 

shooting spree, which apparently left victims in 30 different 

locations, should forever put the lie to this argument.  

Like all victim disarmament laws and regulations, 

Gottlieb explained, the laws now in place in England only 

created a risk-free environment for the gunman to carry out 

his despicable act. America knows from experience what 

happens when such killers are confronted by determined 

armed citizens.  

A gunman was stopped by an off-duty police officer out 

of his jurisdiction at Salt Lake City’s Trolley Square in 

2007. Another shooter was stopped in his tracks at a church 

in Colorado Springs that same year. An armed customer at 

a restaurant in Anniston, Alabama prevented a mass 

shooting in 1999. An armed high school vice principal 

stopped Pearl, Mississippi gunman Luke Woodham. Two 

armed students stopped a gunman at the Appalachian Law 

School in 2002.  

When armed Americans fight back, he stated, shooting 

sprees are stopped. The architects of British gun laws, and 

those who would force such laws on the United States, 

should take a lesson from that.  

We don’t know why Derrick Bird opened fire, Gottlieb 

concluded. We may never know. What we do know is that 

restrictive gun laws did not prevent him from shooting. 

From our experience, an armed citizen might have stopped 

him cold. 

 

5/28/2010 

OBAMA WOULD HAVE PROSECUTED 

CHICAGO MAN FOR DEFENDING HIMSELF 

WITH HANDGUN 
BELLEVUE, WA An 80-year-old Chicago man who 

defended himself and his family from a neighborhood thug 

this week could be criminally prosecuted, if Barack Obama 

had prevailed in a 2004 Illinois State Legislature vote on a 

measure to protect citizens who use handguns in self-

defense even when their communities ban handguns.  

As an Illinois State Senator, Barack Obama voted not 

once, but twice in opposition to Senate Bill 2165, recalled 

Alan Gottlieb, chairman of the Citizens Committee for the 

Right to Keep and Bear Arms.  

The so-called Hale DeMar Act named for a Wilmette, IL 

resident who shot a burglar with a handgun, a violation of 

Wilmette’s handgun ban was passed in March 2004 on a 

38-20 vote. Obama was one of the senators voting against 

the measure. After disgraced former Gov. Rod Blagojevich 

vetoed the bill, the Senate voted to override the veto on Nov. 

9 by a vote of 40-18. Again, Obama was one of the 

opponents.  
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That measure is now law, Gottlieb noted, and it should 

protect a courageous Chicago resident from being 

victimized twice, once by the man who tried to kill him and 

then by the Daley administration, that wants to keep him 

and other law-abiding citizens disarmed. If Obama had had 

his way in 2004, Wednesday morning’s hero would be 

today’s criminal.  

The elderly gentleman used his handgun only after 

Anthony ‘Big Ant’ Nelson fired at him and his wife through 

their bedroom window, he continued. Being a convicted 

felon, Mr. Nelson had no business carrying a handgun, 

especially in the commission of an attempted home invasion. 

But of course, the Chicago handgun ban didn’t stop him. An 

armed citizen did that.  

President Obama may claim to support the Second 

Amendment, but his actions tell a different tale, Gottlieb 

stated. In March 2008, he told a Pittsburgh newspaper that 

he opposes concealed carry. In addition to his anti-gun-

rights voting record, as a state senate candidate, he 

supported banning handguns. These are not the actions of 

someone who believes in the right to keep and bear arms.  

A Chicago resident is alive today, he concluded, not 

because of Obama’s 2004 vote, but in spite of it. His story 

is a text book example for striking down Chicago’s ban and 

restoring to its residents the ability to fight back. 

 

5/24/2010 

LATEST FBI CRIME DATA CONTINUES TO 

REFUTE ANTI-GUN RHETORIC, SAYS 

CCRKBA 
BELLEVUE, WA For the third year in a row, violent 

crime has declined in the United States while increasing 

numbers of American citizens own firearms and are licensed 

to carry, a trend that belies predictions of anti-gunners that 

more guns will result in more crime, the Citizens Committee 

for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms said today.  

Preliminary data from the FBI’s Uniform Crime Report 

shows that the violent crime rate went down 5. 5 percent in 

2009, compared to statistics from 2008. This covers all four 

categories of violent crime: murder, robbery, aggravated 

assault and forcible rape. Violent crime went down 4 

percent in metropolitan counties and 3 percent elsewhere, 

according to the FBI.  

At the same time, the agency’s National Instant Check 

System reports continued increases in the number of 

background check requests and the National Shooting 

Sports Foundation has reported increased federal firearms 

excise tax allocations to state wildlife agencies, an 

indication that more guns and ammunition are being 

purchased.  

This translates to one irrefutable fact, said CCRKBA 

Chairman Alan Gottlieb. 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.  

According to the FBI, he continued, the murder rate fell 

last year 7.2 percent in larger cities. Robbery declined more 

than 8 percent and forcible rape was down 3. 1 percent. It 

might just be that criminals are less likely to attack someone 

out of fear their intended victim is armed. 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.  

For many years, Gottlieb observed, anti-gunners made 

all kinds of wild predictions that higher rates of gun 

ownership and the expansion of shall-issue carry permits 

would leave neighborhoods awash in blood. The data proves 

otherwise. America should turn its back on the gun 

prohibition lobby and their insidious policy of victim 

disarmament. 
 

*************************************************
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Obama Moves to Silence Gun Groups and 

Other Political Opponents -- Bill clears committee 

hurdle, going to the House floor soon 
Tuesday, June 8, 2010 

 

Fresh from his efforts to seize government control of the 

health services sector (ObamaCare) and the financial markets 

("finance reform"), Barack Obama has a new priority:  silence 

his political opposition. 

As satisfying as it was for Obama to seize control of one-

sixth of the economy, he has had to suffer protest from the "little 

people" (like us).  So he is pushing the Orwellian "DISCLOSE" 

bill (HR 5175) to make sure gun groups and other pro-freedom 

forces cannot mobilize their members in the upcoming elections. 

When Obama says "disclose," what he really means is 

"disclose gun group membership lists" 

Not surprisingly, these efforts to shut down free speech don't 

apply to Obama allies, like Democratic-leaning labor unions.  

They only apply to groups which are not reliable Obama allies, 

like Gun Owners of America. 

But, for those groups whose free speech is targeted for 

Obama's wrath under this bill, the consequences are severe: 
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* Under Title II of the bill, GOA (and other groups, as well 

as many bloggers) who merely mention public officials 

within 60 days of an election could be required to file 

onerous disclosures -- potentially including their 

membership lists. 

* Also under Title II, GOA could be required to spend as 

much as half of the time of a 30-second ad on government-

written disclosures. 

* In addition, Sections 201 through 203 would potentially 

put the government's snooping eyes on any American who 

voices a political opinion, despite the fact that the Supreme 

Court, in Buckley v. Valeo, declared that Americans have a 

right to voice their opinion to an unlimited extent, if 

unconnected with a political campaign. 

Here's an idea:  If Obama is so irritated at the Supreme 

Court's defense of political free speech by groups like GOA, why 

doesn't he apply his sleazy new rules to his political allies, as 

well? 

ACTION:  Please urge your congressman to vote against the 

anti-gun HR 5175.  This bill has moved out of committee and 

has now been placed on the House calendar. 

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. 

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

 

Dear Representative: 

I urge you to oppose HR 5175, a bill that will deny the free 

speech rights of all Americans.  Under Title II of this bill: 

* Groups like Gun Owners of America (and other groups, as 

well as many bloggers) who merely mention public officials 

within 60 days of an election could be required to file onerous 

disclosures -- potentially including their membership lists -- 

even though the Supreme Court has previously ruled in NAACP 

v. Alabama that membership lists (like those of GOA's) are off 

limits to government control. 

* Also, groups like GOA and the NRA could be required to 

spend as much as half of the time of a 30-second ad on 

government-written disclosures. 

* In addition, Sections 201 through 203 would potentially put 

the government's snooping eyes on any American who voices a 

political opinion, despite the fact that the Supreme Court, in 

Buckley v. Valeo, declared that Americans have a right to voice 

their opinion to an unlimited extent, if unconnected with a 

political campaign. 

Here's an idea: If Obama is so irritated at the Supreme 

Court's defense of political free speech by groups like GOA, why 

doesn't he apply the new rules in HR 5175 to his political allies 

(like the labor unions), as well? 

Suffice it to say, if you care anything about the First or 

Second Amendments, you will vote against HR 5175.  GOA will 

be scoring this vote on their rating of Congress. 

 Sincerely, 

 

Sharron Angle The Best Choice For Nevada Gun 

Owners (And The Country) -- Opponent 

supported by anti-gun group in 2006 

Friday, June 4, 2010-- The Nevada Republican 
primary race for the U.S. Senate continues to shift 
dramatically. 

A brand new poll by the Suffolk University Political 
Research Center now shows pro-gun Sharon Angle, 
who is endorsed by Gun Owners of America Political 
Victory Fund, in first place with 33 percent, followed 
by Danny Tarkanian at 26 percent and Sue Lowden at 
25 percent. 

The three are battling it out for the right to take on 
Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid in November. 

Reid's anti-Second Amendment antics are well 
known.  In the past year, he forced ObamaCare 
through the Senate, along with a slew of anti-gun 
Obama nominees. 

But one of the Republican candidates is not without 
Second Amendment problems of his own.  Less than 
four years ago, when he ran for Secretary of State, 
Danny Tarkanian received a glowing endorsement 
from a leading anti-gun group. 

"I'm asking you to vote for Danny Tarkanian," said 
Sarah Brady, President of the Brady Campaign to 
Prevent Gun Violence, in a radio ad.  "He supports 
common sense gun laws like a ban on military-style 
assault weapons." 

Brady was referring to Tarkanian's support of ban 
on many types of common semi-automatic rifles 
owned by millions of Americans. 

Go to http://goapvf.org/brady-endorsement-of-
tarkanian-in-2006.htm to view the Brady endorsement 
of Tarkanian. 

The choice for gun owners and sportsmen in this 
election is clear.  GOA-PVF urges all pro-Second 
Amendment Nevadans to vote for Sharron Angle on 
Tuesday, June 8, and for supporters around the 
country to get behind to Angle campaign with 
contributions in these crucial final days of the election. 

Please visit www.sharronangle.com today to make 
a donation to Sharron Angle's effort to defeat Harry 
Reid. 

Thanks again for supporting Sharron Angle for 
U.S. Senate. 

Sincerely, 
Tim Macy, Vice-Chairman 
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Gun Owners of America Political Victory Fund 

Supporting the Best Pro-gun Candidates in 2010 

Tuesday, June 3, 2010-- The results of the 2010 
elections could determine whether or not the U.S. 
ratifies a massive UN gun control treaty. 

The Obama administration last year reversed 
longstanding U.S. policy and threw its support behind 
a United Nations “small arms control” scheme, which 
could lead to gun owner registration, gun bans and 
even gun confiscation in this country. 

In 2009, the U.S. voted for a UN resolution setting 
a timetable to produce a finalized small arms treaty in 
2012. 

That’s not all.  Now that they have control of both 
ends of Pennsylvania Avenue, gun banners are also 
seeking to renew the Clinton gun ban, implement gun 
owner registration, and close down gun shows, to 
name just a few of their agenda items.  

And this is what makes the 2010 elections perhaps 
the most important for the Second Amendment in our 
lifetimes. 

Gun Owners of America Political Victory Fund 
(GOA-PVF) is supporting candidates across the 
country who are ready to come to Washington and 
derail the anti-gun agenda of President Obama and his 
allies in Congress. 

Targeting Harry Reid 
GOA-PVF is already involved in crucial election 

battles, including targeting Senate Majority Leader 
Harry Reid for defeat. 

The Nevada Senator is President Obama’s strongest 
ally in Washington.  The anti-gunners’ hopes of 
ratifying a UN treaty rests with Harry Reid, who has 
been willing to engage in all types of coercion, bribery 
and corruption to pass such monstrosities as the anti-
gun ObamaCare bill. 

Reid, who pretends to be a friend of gun owners, 
has also pushed a large collection of gun-hating 
Obama nominees through the Senate. 

Huge Victory in Kentucky  
GOA-PVF has never been afraid to buck the 

Republican establishment either. 
In the Kentucky primary, GOA supported Rand 

Paul against the party favorite, Secretary of State Trey 
Grayson. 

Rand Paul understands that the framers of the 
Constitution viewed private ownership of firearms not 

merely as a hunting or sporting issue, but chiefly as a 
safeguard of liberty. 

In the May 18 primary, Paul won a resounding 23 
point victory. 

GOA Supporting Marco Rubio 
GOA-PVF was also the only national gun rights 

organization to support Marco Rubio in Florida 
against Republican Party favorite Gov. Charlie Crist, 
months before Crist decided to run as an Independent. 

Rubio, a first generation American whose parents 
fled Castro’s Cuba in 1970, is a seasoned pro-gun 
leader who rose to the position of Speaker of the 
House in the Florida legislature.  

J.D. Hayworth over John McCain 
In Arizona, GOA-PVF is supporting the candidacy 

of J.D. Hayworth against anti-gunner John McCain in 
the Republican primary. 

McCain, of course, is infamous for legislation to 
stifle the First Amendment rights of groups like GOA.  
But McCain is just as much against the Second 
Amendment as he is against the First. 

In the run-up to his presidential race in 2000, 
McCain authored a bill that would have closed down 
gun shows.  He also became a spokesman for the anti-
gun group Americans for Gun Safety, appearing in ads 
pushing for several gun control referendums. 

J.D. Hayworth earned an “A” rating from GOA 
during his twelve years in the U.S. House. 

This is just a sampling of the important races GOA 
is involved in this year.  With all 435 U.S. House seats, 
37 Senate seats, 37 governorships and hundreds of 
state level races on the ballot this year, there are many 
more candidates being supported by GOA-PVF. 

And we continue to seek out the very best 
candidates through our survey program, extensive 
research, and personal interviews.  

The battle we are in is for the very heart and soul of 
our nation.  I don’t think it is too much to say that the 
futures of our children and grandchildren have a lot 
riding on what happens in 2010. 

But GOA-PVF can do nothing without the help of 
our supporters—without you. 

Will you stand with us as we seek to remake the 
political landscape this November?  A contribution of 
$50, $250, $500, $2,400 (the maximum allowed) or 
any amount that you can afford to give is vital for the 
success of GOA-PVF this year. 

 

Anti-Gun ObamaPet Nominated to the Supreme Court -- 
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The nomination IS stoppable IF Americans let their voices be 

heard 

Tuesday, May 18, 2010-- The next justice of the Supreme 

Court could well cast the deciding vote on the constitutionality 

of ObamaCare.  And that justice will almost certainly preside, 

during the next thirty years, over dozens of cases which could 

very well chip away at the DC v. Heller decision, telling us 

which gun laws the court views as "constitutional" and which 

"unconstitutional." 

So it is more than a little interesting that Barack Qbama has 

reached into his closet of political leftists to bring out Elena 

Kagan -- a woman whose legal views have been shaped by the 

most extreme socialist voices in Washington. 

Kagan doesn't have a record of judicial opinions. She hasn't 

been a judge. So the crafty Obama figures that, without a paper 

trail, we won't know of the ways she is moving American 

jurisprudence to the left until it's too late. 

But Kagan's views on the Second Amendment are no 

mystery.  According to columnist James Oliphant, Kagan was 

part of "a small group of staffers work[ing] behind the scenes to 

pursue an aggressive policy agenda" during President Bill 

Clinton's second term. 

Oliphant writes: "According to records at the William J. 

Clinton Presidential Library in Little Rock, Ark., [Kagan] 

drafted an executive order restricting the importation of certain 

semiautomatic assault rifles. She also helped prepare a question-

and-answer document advocating the campaign-reform 

legislation then proposed by Sens. Russ Feingold and John 

McCain." 

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. 

President Obama has made it very clear that he expects 

Kagan's "powers of persuasion" to make her and Justice 

Anthony Kennedy the swing votes to uphold his anti-gun 

ObamaCare legislation. 

Kagan's opinion of the "greatest lawyer" of her lifetime was 

her former boss -- the consistently left-wing Justice Thurgood 

Marshall. 

Bloomberg News reported on May 13 that while working for 

Justice Marshall, Kagan urged him to vote against hearing a gun 

owner's claim that his constitutional rights were violated.  

Kagan wrote that she was "not sympathetic" toward the gun 

rights claim that was made in Sandidge v. United States -- an 

amazing statement for a woman who is being heralded for 

supposedly showing a "special solicitude" for the interests of 

certain groups. 

Alas, it seems that gun owners are not a part of those groups 

for whom she would like to show special concern. 

After the Heller case was handed down, Kagan did concede 

that the Second Amendment was an "individual right."  But that 

makes her no different than the talking heads at the Brady 

Campaign.  

Kagan, like the President who nominated her, is an extreme 

leftist.  According to WeeklyStandard.com (May 6, 2009), she is 

so far to the left she has lamented that socialism has "never 

attained the status of a major political force" in our country. 

And according to Politico.com (March 20, 2009), she says 

that foreign law can be used to interpret the U.S. Constitution in 

"some circumstances."  Considering that most of the world does 

not respect the freedoms that are protected in our Second 

Amendment, this is a bad sign. 

While every Senator needs to hear from us, there are seven 

Republican Senators in particular who need to hear from their 

constituents.  These seven Republicans voted for Elena Kagan 

last year when she was confirmed as Obama's Solicitor General: 

* Coburn (R-OK) 

* Collins (R-ME) 

* Gregg (R-NH) 

* Hatch (R-UT) 

* Kyl (R-AZ) 

* Lugar (R-IN) 

* Snowe (R-ME) 

 

ACTION: Contact your Senators and urge them to vote NO 

on Elena Kagan -- and tell him or her that you want Kagan's 

nomination filibustered and defeated.  As Kagan could be the 

deciding vote on the constitutionality of ObamaCare and many 

other gun cases, it is imperative that Republicans stick together 

and filibuster every anti-gun nomination from the President. 

You can use the Gun Owners Legislative Action Center at 

http://www.gunowners.org/activism.htm to send your legislators 

the pre-written e-mail message below.  

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

 

Dear Senator: 

Please vote NO on the nomination of Elena Kagan.  The 

next justice of the Supreme Court will almost certainly preside, 

during the next thirty years, over dozens of cases which could 

very well chip away at the DC v. Heller decision, telling us 

which gun laws the court views as "constitutional" and which 

"unconstitutional."  

But Kagan's views on the Second Amendment are no 

mystery.  Columnist James Oliphant writes: "According to 

records at the William J. Clinton Presidential Library in Little 

Rock, Ark., [Kagan] drafted an executive order restricting the 

importation of certain semiautomatic assault rifles." 

She 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. 

Bloomberg News reported on May 13 that while working for 

Justice Thurgood Marshall, Kagan urged him to vote against 

hearing a gun owner's claim that his constitutional rights were 

violated.  Kagan wrote that she was "not sympathetic" toward 

the gun owner's claim. 

Sure, after the Heller case was handed down, Kagan did 

concede that the Second Amendment was an "individual right."  

But that makes her no different than the talking heads at the 

Brady Campaign.  
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According to WeeklyStandard.com (May 6, 2009), she is so 

far to the left she has lamented that socialism has "never 

attained the status of a major political force" in our country.   

And according to Politico.com (March 20, 2009), she says 

that foreign law can be used to interpret the U.S. Constitution in 

"some circumstances."  Considering that most of the world does 

not respect the freedoms that are protected in our Second 

Amendment, this is a bad sign. 

Please vote NO on Elena Kagan and support any filibuster 

attempt against her. 

Sincerely,  
 

 

GOF Brief in McDonald v Chicago 
 

Speaking of the Supreme Court, the next high-court judicial 

battle regarding gun rights will be an attempt to rule Chicago's 

notorious gun ban as unconstitutional as the one struck down in 

Washington DC in the landmark Heller case. In essence, will 

the "individual right" affirmed in Heller apply to every state or 

just DC? 

 

To view what Gun Owners Foundation is doing to influence this 

upcoming Supreme Court decision, and/or to make a tax-

deductible contribution to further these legal efforts, please see: 

http://www.gunowners.com/mcdonald.htm 

 

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

NSSF Bullet Points 

6/7/2010 

NSSF Fights Microstamping in New 

York 
LEGISLATION COULD FORCE 

MANUFACTURERS TO RELOCATE . . . As part 
of a coordinated effort to stop firearms microstamping 
in New York, NSSF today launched a radio ad 
campaign in targeted districts of the state. The NSSF 
radio ad blitz complements a series of legislative action 

alerts that encourage 
sportsmen and gun 
owners to contact 
their state senators 
and urge them to 
oppose the flawed 
technology of 
microstamping. 

"Passage of this bill could result in hundreds of layoffs 
for New York workers, as firearm factories consider 
moving out of the state," said NSSF Senior Vice 
President and General Counsel Lawrence G. Keane. 
"Furthermore, all firearms manufacturers could be 
forced to abandon the New York market altogether 

rather than spend the 
astronomical amount of 
money needed to completely 
reconfigure their manufacturing and assembly 
processes. This would directly impact law 
enforcement, firearms retailers and their law-abiding 
customers." NSSF encourages all New Yorkers to 
learn more about microstamping and encourage your 
state senators to oppose this legislation. 

Industry News 
• MAY BACKGROUND CHECKS ON 

FIREARM SALES . . . Data released by the FBI's 
National Instant Criminal Background Check System 
(NICS) reported 1,016,876 checks in May 2010, 
ranking the month the second highest May for most 
NICS checks. This figure, while being a .6 percent 
decrease from the 1,023,102 checks conducted in May 
2009, is an increase of 14.7 percent over checks in 
May 2008. The total number of background checks 
reported since the beginning of NICS is 115,931,009. 

Legal & Legislative 
• PAPERS SHOW KAGAN INVOLVED IN 

CLINTON GUN-CONTROL POLICY . . . Newly 
released documents show Supreme Court nominee 
Elena Kagan was involved in forming Clinton 
Administration policy on gun control, including, 
apparently, proposing that President Clinton issue an 
executive order to prohibit the sale of a firearm 
without a police certification approving it. The 
Washington Post reports the documents show Kagan 
was "a political player and congressional negotiator" 
for the Clinton White House. During the Senate 
Judiciary Committee confirmation hearings this 
summer, NSSF looks forward to a full exploration of 
Kagan's involvement in gun-control issues during the 
Clinton administration, the most anti-gun 
administration in history. 

• NSSF OPPOSES FEE INCREASES FOR 

BACKGROUND CHECKS IN OREGON . . . 

NSSF submitted written opposition to the Oregon 
State Police Criminal Justice Information Services 
Division regarding proposed fee increases by the 
Oregon State Police (OSP) to conduct background 
checks on firearm purchasers. "There is simply no need 
for firearm purchasers to pay any fee, let alone a fee 
increase, to the OSP," reads the NSSF letter. "The 
state police already run background checks through 
the FBI National Instant Criminal Background Check 
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System (NICS) -- which charges no fee. Any 
subsequent checks performed are redundant and 
unnecessary." 

• INDUSTRY OFFERS REBUTTAL TO 

ANTI-GUN COLUMNIST . . . In her column last 
week ("The responsibility is ours," May 25, 2010), 
Susan Estrich claimed that crime in Mexico was 
attributable to "American assault rifles bought at gun 
stores on the border" and that "Eighty percent of the 
75,000 assault weapons seized by Mexican authorities 
were traced back to the United States." To set the 
record straight, NSSF President Steve Sanetti 
submitted his own op-ed piece for publication. Read 
the full op-ed here.  

• CALIFORNIA LONG GUN 

REGISTRATION BILL PASSES HOUSE . . . 
Legislation (AB 1810) that would extend the same 
reporting requirements and regulations that govern 
handguns to rifles and other long guns passed the 
California Assembly on Thursday and now moves to 
the state Senate, the Associated Press reports.  

• PRO-HUNTING LEGISLATION PASSES 

CALIFORNIA SENATE . . . Legislation (SB 1179) 
supported by NSSF allowing two free hunting days per 
year has passed the California State Senate (28-6). The 
bill, sponsored by Sen. Hollingsworth (R-36), now 
advances to the Assembly where it will be heard in 
committee.  

News of Note 
• NSSF ISSUES FIREARM SAFETY 

REMINDER DURING NATIONAL SAFETY 

MONTH . . . NSSF reminds gun owners to review 
their procedures for safely storing firearms in the home 
-- a message in keeping with June being National 
Safety Month. A few simple steps -- such as storing 
firearms unloaded with ammunition stored separately 
under lock and key -- can help prevent an accident. 
NSSF provides firearm safety brochures and videos to 
help gun owners and non-owners make informed 
decisions when it comes to firearms safety. "The goal 
for firearm owners is to prevent a child or 
unauthorized person from accessing a loaded firearm," 
said Steve Sanetti, president of NSSF. "Accidental 
firearm fatalities are at historic low levels thanks to the 
precautions taken by responsible firearms owners and 
because of safety programs promoted by NSSF and 
other concerned groups." Read the full NSSF news 
release. 

• YOUNG MARINES ADOPT SCHOLASTIC 

STEEL CHALLENGE . . . The Young Marines, a 
youth education and service program for more than 
14,000 participating boys and girls nationwide, has 
adopted the Scholastic Steel Challenge as a 
supplemental training program. This marks the first 
time the youth group has allowed a centerfire or 
handgun discipline to be included in its marksmanship 
program. 

 

6/1/2010 

Legal & Legislative 
• ATF REDEFINES 'TRANSFERS' OF 

FIREARMS . . . Reversing an interpretation of the 
Gun Control Act that has been on the books for more 
than four decades, ATF has posted a ruling declaring 
any shipment of a firearm by a manufacturer 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. Full Story 

• NSSF PRESIDENT ADDRESSES FBI-NICS 

. . . NSSF President Steve Sanetti last week gave the 
keynote address for the FBI-National Instant Criminal 
Background Check System (NICS) User Seminar. In 
his remarks, Sanetti noted the firearms industry's long-
standing support for an instant criminal background 
check -- support that predates that of any gun-control 
organization. "For more than 10 years, FBI-NICS has 
provided firearms retailers with outstanding customer 
service all the while making continual improvements 
and enhancements to the instant check system," Sanetti 
said. "Today, we thank FBI-NICS for minimizing 
complications and delays, thereby benefiting America's 
firearms retailers, law-abiding gun owners and the 
general public."  

• NSSF TAKES ON N.Y. TIMES 

REGARDING SO-CALLED 'ROGUE DEALERS' 

. . . In a heated editorial this weekend, The New York 
Times declared, "Congress also urgently needs to 
crack down on rogue gun dealers whose sales to straw 
purchasers help arm the drug cartels and close the 
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notorious loophole that allows gun traffickers to 
purchase large numbers of weapons from unregulated 
private sellers at gun shows for shipment across the 
border." NSSF's question to The Times: What "rogue 
gun dealers?" Read the full NSSF letter to the editor. 

• OPINION LIMITS MARYLAND STATE 

POLICE IN DEFINING SO-CALLED 'ASSAULT 

WEAPONS' . . . Maryland Attorney General Doug 
Gansler has issued an opinion limiting the scope by 
which Maryland State Police can define a so-called 
"assault weapon." In the Attorney General's opinion, 
"To come within the definition of 'regulated firearm,' a 
copy of a designated assault weapon must be similar in 
its internal components and function to the designated 
weapon. Cosmetic similarity to an enumerated assault 
weapon alone would not bring a weapon within the 
regulated firearms law." Read the opinion.  

• TWO SENTENCED TO FEDERAL PRISON 

IN FIREARMS THEFT . . . Three Georgia men 
were sentenced on Friday on charges related to the 
theft of 40 firearms stolen from a licensed federal 
firearms dealer in Jasper, Ga. Read more from the 
Department of Justice.  

• ATF ONLINE EDUCATIONAL SEMINARS 

. . . ATF has begun posting online educational video 
seminars that are designed to aid Federal Firearm 
Licensees (FFLs) in dealing with the requirements of 
firearms transactions. Additional topics of interest will 
be added in the future. 

• LEGISLATION WOULD ENCOURAGE 

HUNTING ON MILITARY BASES . . . Rep. Adam 
Putnam (R-Fla.) last week filed an amendment to the 
National Defense Authorization Act that encourages 
recreational hunting and fishing on military 
installations. 

Shooting Sports 
• U.S. SHOOTERS WRAP UP SUCCESSFUL 

WORLD CUP COMPETITION . . . For several 
American shooters, there's no place like "home." The 
most recent World Cup competition ended over the 
weekend, and the Fort Benning, Ga., venue seemed to 
be comfortable for members of the USA Shooting 
team. "We were in every final. We are contending 
everywhere," said Rifle National Coach Dave Johnson. 
Among the American standouts were Matt Emmons, 
who took gold in the Men's 50m Rifle 3-Position and a 
bronze in Men's 50m Rifle Prone; Jamie Beyerle, the 
gold medalist in Women's 50m Rifle 3-Position; Jason 

Parker, who captured third place in the Men's 50m 
Rifle 3-Postion; Eric Uptagrafft, who earned silver in 
the Men's 50m Rifle Prone; and Daryl Szarenski, who 
captured silver in Men's 50m Pistol. For Parker, it was 
his first international event since returning from 
deployment in Afghanistan; Beyerle had to overcome 
health issues. View more on these performances at the 
USA Shooting and ISSF websites. 

• SPORTSMAN'S TEAM CHALLENGE 

NATIONALS SET FOR JUNE 11-13 . . . The 22nd 
annual Sportsman's Team Challenge National 
Championship will be held June 11-13 in San Antonio 
at the National Shooting Complex. The Sportsman's 
Team Challenge is a team event combining all three 
shooting disciplines (rifle, pistol and shotgun) in six 
fast-paced events. Learn more at 
www.sportsmansteamchallenge.com.  

• 'TOP SHOT' REALITY TV SHOW 

DEBUTS SUNDAY ON HISTORY CHANNEL . . . 

The History Channel this Sunday will debut "Top 
Shot," a reality competition series that features 16 
marksmen vying for a $100,000 prize. The show will 
air Sundays at 10 EDT. "From a 22-year-old rifle 
prodigy to a 47-year-old retired city cop, they'll need 
skill, toughness and nerves of steel to claim the 'Top 
Shot' title," the History Channel says on the show's 
official website.  

News of Note 
• GUN DEALER'S NEW LOCATION 

EVOKES HISTORIC ARMORY . . . "When 
Andrew Clyde decided to expand his successful 
firearms business five years ago, he knew he needed to 
have his own building and he wanted said building to 
have a unique look," reports the Athens (Ga.) Banner-
Herald. Clyde Armory is celebrating its grand opening 
in its new building, which was built to resemble the 
historic Cook & Brother Armory that operated during 
the Civil War just blocks from downtown Athens. 
Read more.  

• LEGACY SPORTS PITCHES IN FOR 

WOUNDED VETERANS . . . Legacy Sports 
International announced its second straight year of 
support of the Wounded Warrior Project. This year, 
the company is sponsoring a shooting team of 
wounded warriors at the 29th Annual HOAG Charity 
Shoot with a donation of $5,000. The company has 
also again designed a commemorative firearm for 
2010. For each gun sold, $25 will be donated to the 
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program. LSI said it hopes to sell enough of these 
pistols to raise $25,000 this year. NSSF is also sponsor 
of the Wounded Warrior Project.  

• 'HOLLYWOOD GUNS' AT NRA 

NATIONAL FIREARMS MUSEUM . . . Firearms 
from the hands of Hollywood actors and icons will be 
on display at the NRA National Firearms Museum in 
Fairfax, Va., beginning June 25. Titled "Hollywood 
Guns," the exhibit showcases firearms from silver 
screen classics like "Stagecoach" to 2010's best picture 
Oscar winner, "The Hurt Locker." Learn more.  

• JEFF FOXWORTHY NEWEST 

ADVOCATE FOR USSA SENTRY PROGRAM . . 

. Comedian and TV host Jeff Foxworthy is the newest 
celebrity to be part of the U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 
Sentry Program, the purpose of which is to build an 
army of volunteers from coast to coast to promote and 
protect America's outdoor heritage for future 
generations. There is no cost to participate in the 
program. "I encourage every sportsman and woman in 
this country to join with me and become a Sentry," 
Foxworthy said. Learn more about the Sentry 
Program. 

 

5/24/2010 

Support Grows for Industry-

Friendly Legislation 
CO-SPONSORSHIP UP 42 PERCENT FOR 

EXCISE TAX REFORM SINCE NSSF FLY-IN . . 

. Since the National Shooting Sports Foundation's 
Congressional Fly-In was held less than a month ago in 
Washington, D.C., the number of co-sponsors for 
firearms and ammunition excise tax reform legislation 
(S. 632) has increased 42 percent. The latest senator to 
co-sponsor this pro-business, pro-conservation and bi-
partisan legislation is Sen. Jim Risch (R-Idaho). He 
joins the ranks of Sens. Kent Conrad (D-N.D.), Roger 
F. Wicker (R-Miss.), Ben Nelson (D-Neb.), Johnny 
Isakson (R-Ga.), John McCain (R-Ariz), Joseph 
Lieberman (I-Conn.), Tom Coburn (R-Okla.) and 
James Inhofe (R-Okla.), all of whom came on as co-
sponsors following the Fly-In. The total number of 
sponsors / co-sponsors and those who have agreed to 
co-sponsor S. 632 is now 27. Companion legislation 
(H.R. 510) in the House has 116 co-sponsors, with 
Rep. Adam Smith (D-Wash.) coming on last week. 
Learn more about this legislation and continue to urge 
your lawmakers to support it. 

News of Note 
• FIREARM SALES 

SOAR, CRIME FALLS . . 

. Since the surge in firearms 
purchases began in October 
2008, if one believes the oft-
repeated mantra that "most crime guns are rapidly 
diverted from retailers to the street via straw 
purchasers," then there should have been a surge in 
homicides and other violent crime. There was not. In 
fact, preliminary figures released by the FBI today 
show that all forms of violent crime were down in 
2009 from 2008, with homicides showing the greatest 
percentage decline (7.2 percent). These declines in 
crime came during a year when firearm sales were at 
historic highs.  

• SURVEY STRESSES LAND ACCESS AS 

CRITICAL HUNTING ISSUE . . . Results from a 
hunter survey conducted by Southwick Associates 
reaffirms the contention that access to hunting lands is 
a major issue for sportsmen and that restrictions, from 
private lands, in particular, are having an impact on the 
amount of time spent in the field. Read more about the 
survey. 

• REGISTERED FIREARMS IN HAWAII AT 

ALL-TIME HIGH . . . A record high 33,678 firearms 
were registered in Hawaii in 2009, outpacing the 
previous year by 30 percent, KITV reports. 
Furthermore, a record 66 percent of the guns 
registered were long arms, for which only one permit 
is needed for several firearms. The numbers don't come 
as a surprise to the president of the Hawaii Rifle 
Association. Read more and view the video of the 
televised report. 

• FIRST SHOTS SUCCESS STORIES 

CONTINUE . . . By hosting a First Shots seminar for 
31 newcomers to shooting last weekend, Quaboag 
Sportsmen's Club in Massachusetts reached out to its 
local community and grew its membership in the 
process. "I'd call the day a big success. The club 
gained nine new members, and four of the students will 
be participating in a pistol match this Saturday," said 
George Hood, club secretary. "Everyone had a great 
time learning about firearms and enjoying their First 
Shots." Success stories like this continue to be heard at 
ranges across the country that have utilized NSSF's 
First Shots program. Learn more about First Shots and 
how to host a seminar at your range.  
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Legal & Legislative 
• NSSF RESPONDS TO MEXICAN 

PRESIDENT'S CALL TO REINSTATE BAN . . . 

Following calls by Mexican President Felipe Calderon 
that the United States re-institute a ban on modern 
sporting rifles, or so-called "assault weapons," NSSF 
issued this statement.  

• HIGH COURT REFUSES TO HEAR 

APPEAL IN ILETO V. GLOCK . . . Today, the 
U.S. Supreme Court refused to hear the appeal in Ileto 

v. Glock (09-812). Ileto stems from the August 1999 
crime spree by Buford O. Furrow, Jr., a white 
supremacist, who shot several children at the North 
Valley Jewish Community Center and then gunned 
down U.S. postal carrier Joseph Ileto. Lawrence G. 
Keane, NSSF Senior Vice President and General 
Counsel, applauded today's Supreme Court rejection 
of the Ileto appeal stating "Today, common sense and 
fairness prevailed over misguided attempts to blame 
members of the firearms industry for the criminal acts 
of others." Read more.  

• BILL GIVES STATES FLEXIBILITY IN 

SPENDING P-R DOLLARS FOR RANGES . . . 

The Target Practice and Marksmanship Training 
Support Act (HR3781) would give state agencies 
more flexibility in spending Pittman-Robertson dollars 
for the development of new sites for shooting ranges. 
The bill, supported by NSSF, would give states the 
ability to use excise tax revenue to purchase land for 
new ranges for the first time and increase federal 
dollars for range construction and improvement. 

• BRITISH GUN LAWS COULD CAUSE 

CHAOS AT 2012 OLYMPICS . . . London 2012's 
shooting events could be heading for chaos because of 
Britain's stringent firearms laws for athletes from 
European countries, The Guardian reports. Organizers 
say action needs to be taken to ensure the events are a 
success.  

• NSSF ADDRESSES NO-FLY, NO-BUY 

MISINFORMATION . . . A recent letter to the 
editor from NSSF to the San Antonio Express-News 
drives home the message that depriving law-abiding 
Americans of a constitutional right without due 
process is unacceptable. "If those on the terrorist 
watch list are so dangerous, why aren't they in 
custody? Because being on an error-filled list for 
unknown reasons does not negate one's Fourth and 
Fifth Amendment rights. It also doesn't negate one's 

Second Amendment rights." Read the full letter to the 
editor. 

 

5/17/2010 

Legal & Legislative 
• SUPREME COURT NOMINEE ELENA 

KAGAN ON GUNS . . . During a meeting last week, 
Sen. Orrin Hatch (R-Utah) showed Supreme Court 
nominee Elena Kagan the flintlock rifle he received as 
NRA's "Man of the Year," to which Kagan responded, 
"It's beautiful . . . It's gorgeous," reports ABC News. 
Despite that friendly exchange, Kagan's record on gun 
rights is sparse. Never having been a judge, she has not 
written a judicial opinion about the constitutional right 
to keep and bear arms. What little she has written on 
the subject has been discussed in recent news stories 
and blog posts, as the media and firearm owners look 
for indications about how strongly she would support 
the Second Amendment if confirmed to serve on the 
high court. Read more on Kagan's record on guns and 
why senators should push Kagan to explain further her 
views on the right to keep and bear arms. The National 
Rifle Association has raised concerns about 
Kagan. 

• SENS. NELSON, ISAKSON SUPPORT 

EXCISE TAX MODERNIZATION BILL . . . Sens. 
Ben Nelson (D-Neb.) and Johnny Isakson (R-Ga.) 
have become the latest co-sponsors of S.632, 
legislation to rectify a longstanding inequity in the 
frequency with which firearms and ammunition 
manufacturers pay a federal excise tax on the products 
they sell. It is important that members of the firearms 
and ammunition industry continue to urge their 
senators and representatives to support S.632 and the 
House version of the bill, H.R.510. This is legislation 
that is pro-conservation, pro-business and bi-partisan. 
Learn more.  

• BLOOMBERG MOVES TO STREAMLINE 

FIREARMS PERMIT PROCESS . . . New York 
City Mayor Michael Bloomberg announced that his 
administration will seek to simplify the process by 
which New Yorkers obtain gun permits. Though the 
mayor's office claims the move is to "allow for better 
investigation of applicants who might not qualify for a 
gun while more swiftly satisfying those fit to have 
them," pro- and anti-groups recognize the action as a 
political ploy to ward off litigation following the 2008 
Heller decision that struck down gun-control laws in 
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other cities and subsequent challenges that the High 
Court is preparing to rule on.  

• CALIFORNIA GROUPS CONTINUE TO 

MISLEAD ON TRADITIONAL AMMO . . . With 
legislation working its way through the California 
Assembly (AB 2223) that would expand California's 
ill-advised ban on traditional ammunition into all 
wildlife management areas of the state, anti-hunting 
groups are continuing to stoke the flame of emotion in 
hopes that legislators will forget about science. Read 
more.  

• WISCONSIN DNR AND THE HUMANE 

SOCIETY OF THE UNITED STATES . . . The 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources has 
partnered with the Humane Society of the United 
States, a group dedicated to eradicating hunting, 
fishing and trapping. Read NSSF's response.  

News of Note 
• HEARING HEARD ON FIRST NEW 

JERSEY BEAR HUNT IN FIVE YEARS . . . More 
than 100 speakers aired their views at the last public 
hearing before officials take final administrative action 
on a black bear management plan in New Jersey. The 
plan, put forward by the state Fish and Game Council 
and approved by acting New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection Commissioner Bob Martin, 
calls for a hunting season for black bears as well as 
continued efforts to educate people on ways to 
minimize bear confrontations and nuisance situations. 

 

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

** 

USSA News Alerts: 

U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 

 

6/10/2010 

PETA to Al Gore: Go Vegan and Save the World, Get 

Dates 
PETA continues finding the most inventive ways to push its 

animal rights, pro-vegan and anti-hunting message.  The 

headline junkie group is now offering Al Gore advice on how to 

save the world and get more dates in the wake of the former 

Vice President’s pending divorce.  What great advice does the 

group offer?  “Go vegan.” 

New Report Indicates Access a Problem for Anglers  
A new report sheds light on the declining number of 

recreational anglers by finding that a lack of access, in 

particular boating access, is identified as a problem for many 

who fish.  The report also outlines the need for better 

communication between policymakers and anglers in order to 

improve programs that enhance access to prime fishing areas. 

Bullseye Blog:  A Blog a Day to Keep the Antis Away?  
Editor’s Note:  According to a recent online survey conducted by 

AnglerSurvey.com and HunterSurvey.com, 64 percent of hunters 

and anglers report they are not using social networking sites, 

like blogs, Facebook, Twitter and MySpace to obtain outdoor 

information.  While these numbers may be slightly different 

depending on the polls and surveys taken, there is one clear 

thing to take away from this, the outdoor sports community 

should have a more active role in the new media environment in 

order to share experiences and fight back against the loud voices 

of the anti-hunting/animal rights community. 

 

6/3/2010 

PETA Proposes a “Slaughterhouse of Horrors” 
Group Seeks to Rent Famous Real-Life Haunted House for 

Exhibit 

PETA wants to turn a real “haunted house” into a “slaughter 

house” theme park in yet another of the animal right's group PR 

stunts. 

No ESA Listing for Prairie Dogs  
After much scientific research and despite litigation threats from 

animal rights groups, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 

announced that it does not plan to place white tailed prairie dogs 

on the Endangered Species List.  This is the culmination of a 

long simmering battle between groups including sportsmen and 

ranchers and animal rights interests.  The decision also validates 

the idea that the Endangered Species Act (ESA) should only be 

invoked when the scientific evidence supporting a listing is 

clear. 

Bullseye Blog: Possible Supreme Court Justice Kagan: 

Against Gun Rights? 
By Greg R. Lawson, Director of Communications 

Whenever the President nominates someone to serve on the U.S. 

Supreme Court, the highest court in the land, it is inevitable that 

everything they ever wrote or said will be reviewed with a fine 

tooth comb.  Simply put, these lifetime appointments to a 

position that will determine whether or not laws are 

constitutional are too important not to take time and caution 

when reviewing. 

 

5/26/2010 

Vermont Becomes 30th State to Join Families Afield 

Ranks 
Today, Vermont became the 30th state to pass Families Afield 

legislation aimed at reducing barriers for the next generation of 

sportsmen. 

FWS Heeds Calls to Protect Big Horn Sheep in Refuge 
Plan Will Avoid Over Predation of Big Horn Sheep 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) responded to calls by 

the U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance Foundation (USSAF) and others 

to protect Big Horn Sheep in an Arizona Wildlife Refuge 

helping to ensure that reasonable wildlife management plans 

must be implemented when predators threaten a major animal 

population. 

Bullseye Blog: The Big Oil Mess: Anglers and other 

Sportsmen Help 
By Doug Jeanneret, Vice President of Marketing 
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Sport anglers throughout the nation are worried about what 

could be one of the worst ecological disasters in American 

history.  To none of our surprise, they have “rolled up their 

sleeves” and are trying to help. Already, thousands of hunters 

and anglers have been participating in actions like a virtual 

town hall  

 

5/25/2010 

Jeff Foxworthy Becomes a Sentry for USSA  

(Columbus) - Jeff Foxworthy, one of America’s 
leading entertainers, is the latest celebrity supporting 
the U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance (USSA) Sentry 
Program. The USSA developed the program to build 
an army of volunteers from coast to coast to promote 
and protect America’s outdoor heritage for future 
generations.  There is no cost to become a Sentry.  

By becoming a Sentry, sportsmen and sportswomen receive 

instant information about local and national threats to their 

outdoor rights, organizing more quickly and efficiently than 

ever before.  They will also act as USSA’s “eyes and ears” in 

locales across the country helping protect and promote 

conservation programs – something Jeff Foxworthy feels 

strongly about.  

 “I am a lifelong sportsman, hunter and fisherman and have 

a deep respect for conservation and the outdoors,” said 

Foxworthy.  “I am glad to be able to help an organization like 

the USSA that is on the front lines every day defending our 

rights to be in the field.  I encourage every sportsman and 

woman in this country to join with me and become a Sentry.” 

Again, there is no cost to be a Sentry and requires only a 

minimal amount of information from those interested.  To sign 

up or for more information, contact the USSA at 614-888-

HUNT, visit www.ussportsmen.org/BeASentry, or e-mail 

info@ussportsmen.org. 

“We could not be more grateful that Jeff has stepped up to 

the plate to help us continue our mission of advancing 

America’s heritage of hunting, fishing, trapping and shooting,” 

said Bud Pidgeon, USSA president and CEO.  “By coming 

together under the Sentry Program, sportsmen will enhance our 

ranks and collectively stand tall for our heritage.” 

Click here to listen as Jeff describes the Sentry Program. 

Click here for a video with more information on the Sentry 

Program.  

Jeff Foxworthy is one of the most respected and successful 

entertainers in the country. He is the largest selling comedy-

recording artist in history, a multiple Grammy Award nominee, 

and best selling author of 11 books.  He has starred in numerous 

television shows including his current hit series “Are you 

smarter than a Fifth Grader?” 

The U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance is a national association of 

sportsmen and sportsmen’s organizations that protects the rights 

of hunters, anglers and trappers in the courts, legislatures, at the 

ballot, in Congress and through public education programs. 

 

5/19/2010 

Survey Highlights Access Problem for Sportsmen 
A recent poll conducted by a well known research firm indicates 

that access to hunting land is an important issue to many 

sportsmen and that restriction on private land in particular is 

having a negative impact on the amount of time spent in the 

field. 

Bullseye Blog: “Big Apple” Kids Get Taste of Outdoors 

with Trailblazer  
By Derrek Shively, USSA Director of Education 

You might not think of folks from New York City being too 

deeply involved with the outdoor lifestyle.  After all, the most 

common images conjured up of the “Big Apple” are skyscrapers 

and the Statue of Liberty, not muzzleloaders or archery 

equipment.  However, despite this conventional wisdom, the 

U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance Foundation (USSAF) found out that 

Big Apple kids like to get outside and learn about wildlife, 

conservation, and outdoor sports just as much as any others.  

Bullseye Blog: The Psychology of PETA  
By Greg R. Lawson, USSA Communications Director 

For most, trying to understand a PETA activist is a lot like 

trying to do some repairs on a new car – it is confusing, not 

much fun at all, and it might even seem scary.  However, 

sportsmen, along with farmers, scientists and practically anyone 

who is part of mainstream society should at least get a little taste 

of what makes these whackos tick. 

YOUR Shot: A Natural Tradition 
By Carlotta Cooper 

My dad was born in western Kentucky in 1907.  It’s because of 

him that I have English Setters today.  Growing up, he would 

tell me stories about the great dogs he’d hunted with as a boy — 

Pointers, Llewellyns, Red Setters, Spaniels.  His favorite dog 

had been a Ryman Setter he’d had in the 1930s.  As soon as I 

saw a picture of a Ryman I too fell in love. 

 

5/18/2010 

USSA and Others Seek Great Lakes Wolf Delisting  

 (Columbus) - Today, the U.S. Sportsmen’s 
Alliance (USSA) and other national and state based 
groups filed a formal petition with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (FWS) to remove the Western Great 
Lakes wolves from the Endangered Species List. 

The petition incorporates information regarding the wolves’ 

population status from similar petitions filed by the Departments 

of Natural Resources in Minnesota and Wisconsin in March and 

April, 2010.  This information includes population numbers of 

3,000 wolves now present in Minnesota, 460-500 in Wisconsin 

and 430 in Michigan’s Upper Peninsula.  This is a significant 

increase in wolf population from the 1970s, when they were 

placed under Endangered Species Act (ESA) protection. 

Once removed from ESA list, the wolves would still be 

protected under the management plans of each state.  

“The numbers of wolves throughout the region have clearly 

recovered and it is time for the states to regain their rightful 

management authority,” said Rob Sexton, USSA vice president 

for government affairs.  “Though it’s already been a long road, 
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the USSA and our partners remain committed to ensuring that 

this delisting happens.” 

Joining the USSA in filing the petition are the Wisconsin 

Bear Hunters Association, Dairyland Committee of Safari Club 

International Chapters of Wisconsin, National Wild Turkey 

Federation of Wisconsin, Whitetails of Wisconsin and 

Wisconsin Firearms Owners, Ranges, Clubs and Educators Inc. 

Two previous efforts by FWS to delist the Western Great 

Lakes gray wolves were reversed as a result of lawsuits filed by 

anti-hunting groups and some procedural mistakes made by the 

FWS in the waning days of the Bush Administration.  

The U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance is a national association of 

sportsmen and sportsmen’s organizations that protects the rights 

of hunters, anglers and trappers in the courts, legislatures, at the 

ballot, in Congress and through public education programs.  

 

5/13/2010 

PETA’s Sea Kittens: Coming to a Dictionary Soon? 
Instead of simply embracing silly PR stunts, PETA, the nation’s 

most outrageous animal rights group, is now attempting to get 

its preferred term for fish, “sea kitten”, used as a synonym in the 

dictionary. 

Great Lakes Wolf Management Issue Continues  
The ability of Great Lakes states to resume management of wolf 

populations continues to be an issue.  Following in the footsteps 

of Minnesota, Wisconsin recently petitioned the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS) to remove the region’s wolves from 

Endangered Species Act (ESA) protection, allowing the state to 

resume management. 

Looking To Tell Your Story?   
“YOUR Shot” Column Will Let You  

Ever wanted to share your favorite story from the field such as a 

favorite tip for bow hunting?  Ever wanted to say what you 

really think about the antis who want to stop hunting, fishing 

and trapping?  The U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance (USSA) is giving 

you a chance to do it by handing you a chance to have your voice 

heard on our website. 

YOUR Shot: The Gobbler I’ll Never Forget 
By Paula Hamilton, USSA Indiana Local Field Director 

First off even though my bird is not a monster he means a lot to 

me. 

 

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

** 

News links  
 

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 
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   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 

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/Cumbr

ia-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 

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 
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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/9568

9144.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 

  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 
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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.html 

 

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. 

   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, 
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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. 

   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.england.

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 Sinai   Hospital, 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. 
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     A department spokesman did not respond Thursday to 

questions regarding those decisions. 

http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2...ban-possession 

 

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/9548

5479.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 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 
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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=74719
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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 Michael    Bloomberg 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 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. 
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http://www.poconorecord.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20100

601/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&publica

tionSubCategoryId=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 

    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 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. 
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   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 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 
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    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. 

    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 not 

necessary." 

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

s_683416.html 
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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 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=15948

5 

 

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 
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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&ut

m_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 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. 
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     "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.terror

/ 

 

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. 

     "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 
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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.whistleblowers

/index.html?section=cnn_latest 

 

10-05-26 Charges withdrawn against two in killing of 

Firecracker the horse 

   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/doc4bfc

ed857c46f077480234.txt 

 

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. 
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     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 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 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 
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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."  

     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 the   Assembly 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. 
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Pehrson says he drew his firearm, never 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 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. 
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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. 

S    omeone 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 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 
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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. 

   “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  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 superaccurate 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 
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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  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." 
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    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 

     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 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.  
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     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. 

  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: 
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   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. 

   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. 
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   "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/srv0000008

349147.txt 

 

10-05-23 Wrestling with gun rights 

  Chicago's handgun ban, before U.S. Supreme Court, should be 

voided. 

is a professor of law at George Mason University School of Law  

   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 as    McDonald 

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 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_Wrestling_

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. 
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  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. 

     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. 
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   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/srv0000008

324766.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 

   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 the   UK 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. 
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    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-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=Switchblade

+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=/20100

519/NEWS/100519797 

 

10-05-19 Pa. gun shop owner faces federal charges 
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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=/20100

518/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.2.1699788.ht

ml 

 

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. 

    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+prohibi

tion/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 
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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. 

   "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 
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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.  

   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 

 
 

 


