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Local Governments 
Continue Vigilante Acts in 

Defying State Law 
 Pennsylvania continues to be a major focal point of the 
national gun control debate and as an example the issue of local 
municipalities defying Pennsylvania law in the enactment of "lost 
or stolen" gun legislation.  Behind the scenes the manipulation of 
these issues is the group called cease-fire PA and Mayor 
Bloomberg's anti-gun mayors against guns coalition. 
In Joining the ranks of previously lawless acts against 
Pennsylvania law and the home rule charter is Harrisburg and 
Lancaster which both recently enacted lost or stolen legislation.  
Despite the fact that the Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
debated this issue and found it to be lacking in its value to 
societal safety the same rhetoric is being used as an excuse to 
justify the worth of having this as a tool and yet when you 
examine this rhetoric you can see what the true purposes.  The 
quote below is from a recent article about the enactment of this 
legislation in Lancaster: 

• After the unanimous vote, Brown said, "Handguns and 
the illegal use of guns has been responsible for an 
exorbitant amount of crime . . .   

• So we thought that, since our city was considering 

passing this legislation to make gun owners more 
accountable, it was important for our young people to 
speak." 

• Joe Grace, executive director of the Philadelphia-based 
CeaseFirePa, commended Council for its action, calling 

it "another step forward for sanity in terms of a 
simple handgun safety reform." 

• "This is not about the lawful possession of a gun," 
Grace said. "This is about reporting a stolen gun to the 
police. It's a simple question of responsibility." 

• Grace said 13 police officers have been shot and killed 

in Pennsylvania in the last four years by criminals using 
illegal guns, with the most recent being state Trooper 
Joshua Miller, who died in a gun fight near Easton on 
Sunday. 

 
As you can see from the above they are using the emotional 

heartstrings approach to try and obfuscate the real issues and are 
ignorant of the ramifications to the average gun owner.  The 
conflicting points about "making gun owners more accountable" 
and then saying that this measure is not about the lawful 
possession of a firearm undermines the entire approach as well as 
justifying the fact that the state has withheld any authority in this 
area from local municipalities who are easily manipulated. 

The facts are that enacting this legislation is a crime and the 
old saying that the road to hell is paved with good intentions is 
truly applicable however it is time to recognize these acts for 
what they are and hold those accountable who have sworn oaths 
to abide by the very laws they're breaking. 

 

Harrisburg Happenings 
 Pennsylvania is not just gripped by the machinations of local 
politicians but by an air of legislative and difference, arrogance 
and elitism.  The recent gunowner rally in Harrisburg 
demonstrated in convincing terms that gun control was not an 
issue that should be pursued.  However there are many issues 
currently in law that cry out for justice and correction but there 
are those in government who are paralyzing the open discourse in 
these areas. 
 Take for example the house judiciary committee or 
Representative Caltagirone is bottling up house Bill 40 (Castle 
doctrine) for the fifth year in a row.  This legislation has at this 
point 104 cosponsors in the House alone and 30 more in the 
Pennsylvania Senate and yet this commonsense measure remains 
at a standstill. 
 We currently have embarrassing situations throughout 
Pennsylvania such as the Pennsylvania instant check system and 
the Pennsylvania State police not complying with the law 
requiring them to provide all documentation to individuals that 
are denied the purchase and possession of a firearm.  These 
changes were in house Bill 1845 from last session and yet the 
foot dragging continues unabated with no seeming accountability 
for those in positions of authority.  All of this comes as a 
backdrop to the recent release of new data showing that over 
100,000 Pennsylvanians have been denied by the pics system 
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with only 1% of the supposed criminals being successfully 
prosecuted. 
 This paralyzed and prejudiced debate on gun ownership is 
coming to the attention of leaders in Harrisburg where in even 
college students are being denied the ability to even discuss these 
issues, as has recently happened in the community college of 
Allegheny County. 
 The future for gun owners is full of uncertainties and we 
strongly urge every gun owner to pay close attention to these 
issues as the outcome could have devastating impact on your 
ability to protect your family and exercise your freedoms as 
guaranteed by the Constitution. 

 

Sotomayor Choice Worries 
Gunowners 

by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

Quickly branded a "liberal judicial activist of the first order" 
by the Judicial Confirmation Network, President Obama's 
Supreme Court nominee Judge Sonia Sotomayor also came under 
fire from the gun rights community for serving on a 2nd Circuit 
panel that ruled the Second Amendment is not incorporated under 
the Fourteenth Amendment. 

That could set up a Supreme Court confrontation due to a 
ruling in the 9th Circuit in San Francisco that the Second 
Amendment does apply to the states under the Fourteenth 
Amendment. 

That prompted Alan Gottlieb, founder of the Second 
Amendment Foundation, to ask whether Sotomayor, if confirmed, 
would recuse herself from high court deliberations on the 
incorporation issue. 

Sotomayor, 54, was born in the Bronx and grew up in a poor 
family. Her father died when she was a child, and she was raised 
by her mother, a nurse. Sotomayor is divorced with no children. 
She has made some noticeable gaffes, including the assertion that 
the appeals court is "where policy is made," and that "I would 
hope that a wise Latina woman with the richness of her 
experiences would more often than not reach a better conclusion 
than a white male who hasn't lived that life." 

That second statement, according to The New York Times, 
was made during a 2001 speech in which she challenged the 
suggestion that "a wise old man and a wise old woman would 
reach the same conclusion when deciding a case." 

Gun rights chat groups and forums on the Internet quickly 
filled with speculation and opinion on whether Sotomayor would 
be good or bad news for gunowners, or is even fit to serve. 

Gottlieb issued a statement that not only questioned 
Sotomayor's apparent bias, but also seemed to pit Congressional 
Democrats against the White House. 

"While Democrats in Congress have been making great 
strides in the gun rights arena, refusing to consider a renewal of 
the Clinton gun ban, and offering overwhelming bipartisan 
support for legislation allowing citizens to carry firearms in 
national parks, President Obama just demonstrated that he prefers 
judges who oppose Second Amendment rights," Gottlieb said. 

Obama had signed the guns-in-parks legislation 
only days before he announced the Sotomayor nomination, and 

he did so reluctantly, only because it was attached to a credit card 
reform measure that he desperately wanted to pass. 

On another issue, Gottlieb noted that Sotomayor had written 
an opinion supporting privacy rights over public interest. He 
questioned whether the judge's support for privacy would extend 
to protecting the identities of citizens with concealed carry 
licenses from newspapers that want to print that information. 

"We hope that during Senate confirmation hearings," he said, 
"someone asks about her positions on incorporation and the 
privacy rights of gunowners. The Second Amendment needs to be 
expanded, not eviscerated." 

Sotomayor is a graduate of Princeton University and Yale 
Law School. She served as a prosecutor and worked as a private 
attorney before being appointed to the Southern District of New 
York court in 1992 by then-president George H.W. Bush. 
President Bill Clinton subsequently named Sotomayor to the 
appeals court in 1997. 

During her 1997 Senate confirmation hearing, Sotomayor 
stated, "I don't believe we should bend the Constitution under any 
circumstance. It says what it says. We should do honor to it." The 

New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Coburn gun rights proposal restores national parks carry 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

With overwhelming bipartisan support in both houses of 
Congress, legislation sponsored by Sen. Tom Coburn (R-OK) 
that makes it legal to carry loaded firearms in national parks and 
wildlife refuges under the provisions of the laws in the states 
where the park is located has passed on Capitol Hill, and is has 
been signed by the President. 

The Senate vote to adopt the Coburn amendment to a House-
passed credit card bill was a lopsided, bipartisan 67-29 (See 
rollcall vote tally). 

It was a blistering defeat for gun prohibitionists who had filed 
a lawsuit against an Interior Department rule earlier this year to 
prevent armed citizens from carrying in parks under a National 
Park Service (NPS) rule enacted late last year. While the Obama 
White House chose not to challenge a preliminary injunction 
against that rule, which was adopted during the waning days of 
the Bush Administration, the President also did not attempt to 
veto the Coburn legislation. 

The National Rifle Association (NRA) had joined the case as 
a defendant, but passage of the Coburn amendment to the credit 
card reform bill, seems to make that case moot. 

Anti-gunners quickly blasted Congress. Josh Horwitz, 
executive director of the Coalition to Stop Gun Violence, argued 
that the Coburn measure "would override a longstanding and 
sensible regulation...that requires visitors to keep guns stored and 
unloaded when traveling through the parks." 

Paul Helmke, president of the Brady Campaign to Prevent 
Gun Violence, declared that "Families should not have to stare 
down loaded AK-47s on nature hikes." 

"This is a great victory for gun rights and common sense," 
countered Alan Gottlieb, chairman of the Citizens Committee for 
the Right to Keep and Bear Arms. 

"This step brings clarity and uniformity for law-abiding 
gunowners visiting our national parks and wildlife refuges," 
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noted Chris Cox, executive director for the NRA's Institute for 
Legislative Action. 

Gun Owners of America (GOA), which had worked with 
Coburn on the language, issued a statement noting "Americans 
should not be forced to sacrifice their Second Amendment rights 
when entering NPS land and wildlife refuges." GOA's website 
also quoted Coburn lauding their organization's efforts on the 
issue. 

All three gun rights groups supported relaxing the park rule 
on guns, and the Coburn amendment goes beyond what the Bush 
Administration had adopted late last year. 

According to the NRA, in 2006 there were 11 murders, 35 
rapes, 61 robberies and 261 aggravated assaults on parklands. In 
the years between 2002 and 2007, there were 63 homicides in 
national parks, 240 rapes or attempted rapes, 309 robberies, 37 
kidnappings and 1,277 aggravated assaults, according to NPS 
data. 

Parks have also become havens for methamphetamine 
producers, marijuana growers and—especially in the South-
west—smuggling routes for illegal aliens. 

Adding to that are natural dangers. The NRA noted that 
between April and December 2007, "there were at least a dozen 
grizzly bear attacks reported by park visitors." 

The new statute takes effect nine months after it was signed, 
essentially putting off implementation until February 2010. 

Dismissing the argument that this new law will open up the 
parks to poachers, NRAs Cox stated, "The NRA is opposed to 
poaching and always has been. We've supported enhanced 
penalties for illegal activities including poaching." 

"Those who portray this measure as an attack on public safety 
will soon be proven wrong, as they have been in the past when 
they opposed concealed carry legislation in state after state," 
Gottlieb predicted. "This new law, which takes effect nine 
months after the president signs it, restores the Second 
Amendment to national parks and wildlife refuges. 

"Public land, including national park and refuge land, belongs 
to all of the people," he continued. "Armed citizens have just as 
much right to enjoy these - parks as anyone, and their presence 
will make parks safer." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 

 

Crist vetoes raid on Florida CCW trust fund 
Florida Gov. Charlie Crist's veto of legislation that would 

have taken $6 million from the state's Concealed Weapons and 
Firearms Licensing Trust Fund was being hailed by gun rights 
activists while the press said he had flip- flopped on the issue. 

The Miami Herald reported that Crist's veto came three 
months after he had asked state lawmakers in Tallahassee to 
actually take $8 million out of the special fund. The Sunshine 
State is in financial straits, and Crist signed a budget that raises 
some taxes and fees. 

Former National Rifle Association President Marion Hammer 
said Gov. Crist "deserves our profound appreciation for his veto." 

In a message to gun rights activists, Hammer said the $6 
million grab would have been a "defacto tax on gunowners." 

According to The Herald, Crist explained his turnabout as the 
result of a discussion with Agriculture Commissioner Charles 
Bronson. That discussion convinced the governor that stripping 

the money from the fund would have created a "safety issue." The 

New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

DC reports 5% drop in violence since gun change 
Don Surber, writing in The Charleston Daily Mail on May 28 

may have been the first to note that now that guns are up in the 
District of Columbia, crime is down. 

Surber noted that since the Heller decision struck down 30 
years of social experimentation in Washington, DC, by declaring 
that the district's de facto ban on gun ownership is 
unconstitutional, the city has been forced to allow at least some 
residents to have arms for personal protection. 

With the ban gone, DC Mayor Adrian Fenty was forced to ask 
the City Council to change the law and crack down on illegal gun 
ownership, said Peter Nickles, attorney general for the district. 

Writing in The Washington Post in March, Nickles bragged 
about cracking down on gun violations. This, he said, led to a 5% 
decrease in violence in the city. 

"Which is nice," Surber wrote, "but the city still needs to 
answer the question: Instead of giving security guards and little 
old ladies a tough time in seeking a gun legally, why was the city 
not going after the gangs all along?" The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 

2009 
 

500-pound moose `fell out of the sky' 
Police in Maine said a 500-pound moose fell 18 feet to its 

death when it apparently leaped a guardrail on Interstate 95 and 
landed on Hinckley Road. Officials learned of the incident when 
a motorist called the town office shortly after 8 a.m. Tuesday and 
told assistant town clerk Shirley Bailey that "a moose just fell out 
of the sky." 

Bailey said the driver, who was under the bridge when he 
spotted the falling moose, was "pretty excited about it." 
Police Chief Charles Runnels said the yearling bull probably 
panicked because of the noise and traffic along I-95 and began 
running. He said it just picked the wrong spot to jump the 
guardrail, falling onto a road instead of landing in a field. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Tiahrt amendment may survive as White House trims 
opposition 

by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

Newsmax.com claimed that the National Rifle Association 
(NRA) and big- city mayors, which have often been at 
loggerheads on gun issues, both approve of the Obama 
Administration's recent proposal for a "middle-ground" position 
on the Tiahrt amendment, but some antigun groups were 
positively livid. 

The White House, which had previously opposed the 
provision restricting the use of gun trace data collected by the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) 
now seeks only a partial rollback. The restriction was first 
adopted 'iii-2003 in a budget amendment sponsored by Rep. 
Todd Tiahrt (R-Kan) and has been renewed by Congress every 
year since. 

The White House responded to anti- gunners' claims that the 
amendment blocked law enforcement access to the data by 
proposing that ATF be allowed to share gun-tracing information 
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with federal, state and local law enforcement agencies. 
Prosecutors also could receive the information. 

While the amendment already allows ATF to release gun 
tracing information from its database to a law enforcement 
agency or prosecutor in connection with a criminal investigation, 
some anti-gun mayors, who would like to use the data to beef-up 
legal claims against the firearms industry and marketers, have 
repeatedly claimed the amendment restricted police officers' 
access to vital information. 

While the mayors and the NRA aren't in complete agreement 
on the measure, their loose accord certainly boosts the chances 
for it to pass muster in Congress, Politico news service pointed 
out. 

Newsmax.com noted that the NRA's endorsement is 
lukewarm. 

"While we do not believe any change is necessary, we 
appreciate the President's decision to support law enforcement 
and not gun control activists," NRA spokesman Christopher Cox 
told Politico, according to Newsmax. 

Mayors such as New York's Michael Bloomberg support the 
idea with more gusto. They argue that lifting restraints on the 
access of local police to gun information will lessen crime in their 
cities. 

However, the Obama Administration has disappointed some 
gun control activists, many of whom were staunch supporters of 
his presidential campaign, by not taking a more extreme position 
on the issue. For example, the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 
Violence wants full repeal of the Tiahrt Amendment, but 
Congress may not share that view. 

New Yorkers Against Gun Violence (NYAGV) issued a press 
release on May 13 claiming President Obama "broke a campaign 
promise to the victims of gun violence" when his detailed budget 
request issued (in early May) retained NRA-backed language to 
ban the release of comprehensive crime gun trace data previously 
available to the American public under the Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA). The NYAGV bemoaned the fact that 
under the Obama budget proposal the ATF can share gun trace 
data with law enforcement, but continues to ban its release to 
anyone else including elected officials, researchers, and the 
general public. 

NYAGV said the Administration added specific and 
restrictive language to the Tiahrt appropriations language, stating 
that law enforcement cannot "knowingly and publicly disclose" 
any data they receive from ATF. 

Jackie Hilly, executive director of NYAGV, stated, 
"President Obama has compromised on his campaign promise to 
repeal the Tiahrt restrictions and broken his pledge of 
transparency and open government. The President comes from a 
city that has lost 33 schoolchildren to gun violence since last 
September. He knows the tragedy of young lives cut short and 
families devastated by gun violence. Good policies to reduce gun 
violence require solid data. President Obama's proposed budget 
language has shut the door on this information and we are deeply 
disappointed. Some compromises can have deadly 
consequences." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Waffle House breakfast 'beef' 

From the "Better Stick with Cheerios" file comes the story out 
of Clarendon County, SC, involving a waitress at the local Waffle 
House, a hungry customer, an "All-Star" breakfast and a loaded 
handgun. 

Enter the waitress, identified by WLTX news as Yakeisha 
Ward, 29, and her customer, identified as Crystal Samuel. The 
station reported that Samuel showed up hungry one morning, 
with her taste buds ready for grits, sausage, toast, eggs and a 
waffle. 

Now, this is where the syrup gets spilled. Samuel was waiting 
for her meal while her friends began eating from their takeout 
trays. Samuel was told that her friends couldn't eat from their 
trays inside the restaurant. 

"I said what is your fuss about," Samuel told the reporter. "I 
said we haven't paid for our food. She (Ward) said well you all 
got to leave. How you want us to leave and we ain't paid for the 
food yet?" 

Apparently to underscore her point, Samuel tossed a waffle at 
Ward, but claims that she missed. The waitress reportedly 
jumped across the counter, and the fight was on. The two women 
took their dispute outside, and Ward ran to her car, grabbed a 
pistol, and then pulled a loaded magazine from the trunk. After 
that, as the altercation continued, the gun went off. 

Clarendon County Sheriff Randy Garrett said that Ward 
exercised "poor judgment" by getting her gun and trying to settle 
the dispute. 

Samuel was hit in the arm by a bullet fragment, and then was 
struck on the head by Ward, who used her gun to whack Samuel. 

Ward was reportedly bonded out of jail and was back at the 
Waffle House. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Darwin Award for BB gunner 
Say hello to Terry Hayes, a Louisiana man whose arrest 

record includes charges of armed robbery, burglary, theft, illegal 
possession of stolen goods and illegal carry of a firearm. 

Now, say goodbye to Hayes, because he's become a candidate 
for the 2009 Darwin Award, having taken a BB gun on a caper, 
only to wind up confronting a would-be victim who had a real 
gun. Not hard to guess how that one turned out. 

According to The Houma (LA) Courier, Hayes and another 
man, identified as Charles Mouton of Thibodaux, showed up at 
the home of Chris Derocher in Houma. Derocher's brother, 
Bryan, who also lives on the property in a separate home, called 
Chris to advise him that the two guys were walking around his 
property. 

Bryan prudently armed himself and went to investigate 
because Chris was not at home. Bryan found the garage window 
damaged about the time Chris showed up, and the two opened the 
garage door. There they confronted Hayes and Mouton. 

It was then that Hayes reportedly brandished the BB gun, 
which looked like a real firearm. Bryan responded by pulling his 
gun, which was a real firearm. Two shots rang out, one of them 
hit Hayes, who died at the scene. Mouton was in no mood to run, 
since he was being held at gunpoint by the guy who had just 
capped his buddy. 

Terrebonne Parish Sheriff's deputies arrived and carted him 
away. 
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Lawmen were investigating to determine whether Hayes and 
Mouton were involved in any of about 15 other burglaries that 
had been reported in recent days. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Car hood lust brings gun charge 
From the "We don't make this stuff up, honest" file comes the 

story of Mohammed Shakil Khan, who found out that making 
whoopee on the hood of a BMW in Vancouver, BC—especially 
when there's a gun in your pocket—is a really bad habit to 
develop. 

According to The Vancouver Sun, Khan is in huge trouble, 
and not for what you think. Seems our car hood Casanova had 
been barred for life from possessing firearms in British 
Columbia, and now he's facing six firearms charges. 

He's been popped for unauthorized possession of a firearm, 
knowingly possessing a prohibited weapon without a license, 
possessing a prohibited weapon with ammunition, carrying a 
concealed weapon, careless use of a firearm and possessing a 
firearm contrary to a court order. 

The 30-year-old Khan is "well known to police," the 
newspaper said. 

The story does not say much about the lady with whom Khan 
was entangled at the time of his arrest, but it did note that she was 
released at the scene. 

Advice to tourists: If you're in Vancouver, and somebody asks 
"Is that a gun in your pocket or are you just happy to see me," it 
better be one or the other, and not both. The New GUN WEEK, June 

15, 2009 
 

Woman 'chills' invaders 
Wanda Bray of Claiborne, TN, didn't submit easily to a home 

invasion robbery on May 12. When two men broke into her home 
to rob her, she fought back, according to knoxnews.com. 

"The woman fought them off," said Capt. David Honeycutt of 
the Claiborne County Sheriff's Department, of the 58-year-old 
Bray. "She threw a bowl of homemade chili and got after them 
with a broom." 

After Bray threw "household objects" at the robbery suspects, 
they fled the scene, a Sheriff's Department press release states. 

The victim told deputies the robbers ran into her home and 
demanded her medication. "They probably got away with some 
blood pressure pills," Honeycutt said. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 

2009 
 

In running for Darwin Award 
Joining a list of candidates for a 2009 Darwin Award, Samuel 

Benally Jr. of Phoenix, AZ, will not be around to personally 
accept the prize, should he be named a winner. 

According to The Arizona Daily Star in Tucson, the 26-year-
old Benally was demonstrating gun safety to some friends at an 
apartment. He told them that guns should be kept unloaded to 
prevent tragic mishaps in which people aim guns at their heads. 

At that point, he aimed his own 9mm semi-automatic pistol at 
his head and pressed the trigger. Benally evidently thought the 
gun to be empty, but it was not. He was pronounced dead at 
University Medical Center. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Hindsight 

The need for bearing arms in public is all about insurance 
by Joseph F. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

The Supreme Court's decision in District of Columbia v. 
Heller finally put some real legal meat on at least part of the 
Second Amendment. The 54 decision made it clear that Ameri-
cans have a right to keep commonly- owned arms in their homes 
for personal defense. 

However, that ruling fell short of clearly parsing the right to 
bear arms in public. 

As more and more suits are filed raising the issue of self-
defense in public, perhaps the courts will offer more guidance. It 
sure is needed. In some states the issue is clearly spelled out with 
open carry or concealed carry licensing laws, and in several, by 
laws clearly allowing both. 

But anti-gun theoreticians, stung by the Heller decision and 
the recent 9th Circuit Appellate Court decision in the Nordyke 
case incorporating the high court's individual right ruling to at 
least those states within its jurisdiction, still insist that there is no 
reason to bear arms in public, either openly or concealed. They 
insist that police should be the only ones armed in, on or around 
public thoroughfares, never addressing the fact that the police 
cannot be everywhere and that they have no duty to protect any 
individual no matter how threatened the public may be. 

In state after state where the right to carry has been under 
public debate in the legislatures, the anti-gunners keep arguing 
for prohibitions on arms in public, or at least in specific places, 
such as schools, churches, businesses, restaurants, saloons, sports 
venues, etc. Yet, as has been proven on more than one occasion, 
these are precisely the areas where good and decent people may 
suddenly have to defend themselves. You will find examples of 
successful defensive action with arms in newspapers, television, 
radio and Internet on almost any given day—on almost any day. 

Surprisingly, these often come from foreign countries that 
aren't supposed to a have a "gun culture," which only shows that 
the need for armed, honest citizens in public is universal. For 
example, a Gun Week reader recently sent me a clipping from 
The Louisville Courier Journal that had three short paragraphs 
about a Palestinian who attacked a police car with a bulldozer in 
Jerusalem, Israel, in March of this year. Two statements in the 
brief story induced me to do some more thorough research. 

The first was that the terrorist-type 
attack was thwarted in part with the held of bystanders on the 

street opening fire on the driver of the front-end loader with their 
personal arms before a policeman arrived and was able to kill the 
attacker. The second was that this was the third such attack with a 
bulldozer or front-end loader in Jerusalem within the past year. 

When I searched further, I discovered that in at least one of 
the other two incidents that occurred in July 2008, armed 
civilians again played a role in ending the deadly attack. It is 
worth repeating for those who oppose the bearing of arms in 
public by private citizens that in two of the three such bizarre 
incidents, citizens armed, able and willing to intervene 
contributed to public safety. 

In the most recent attack reported by The Courier Journal in 
March of this year, a Palestinian commandeered a front-end 
loader on a major road and swung a police car into the air, 
smashing it against a bus before bystanders opened fire on him 
and police finally shot him. Two of the policemen in the patrol 
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car were injured and sent to hospital; many in the bus were 
injured. 

The man—later identified as Mar'i alRdaidah, 26—reached 
the intersection near Teddy Stadium and managed to push the 
police patrol car for about 30 meters, police said. 

"We stopped the police car and I ran toward the bulldozer, 
firing several shots at the driver from the vehicle's left side until 
he slumped to the right. I then ran to the bulldozer's other side 
and noticed (the terrorist) was trying to sit up, so I fired at him 
again. Several moments later another policeman arrived, and he 
fired three more shots at the driver with an M-16 rifle," said one 
of the civilian interveners, according to a BBC report. 

Of special note is the reported comment from Jerusalem 
District Deputy Police Chief Nisso Shaham at the scene of the 
most recent attack that, following the previous attacks in the 
capital, police had compiled a list of bulldozer drivers and 
owners in the city in order to identify possible attackers. But, he 
said, "this kind of attack cannot be anticipated and therefore it is 
impossible to prepare for it." But apparently, the government did 
try to register bulldozer drivers and owners rather than 
gunowners, anyway, and still a third such attack occurred. 

There were higher casualty tolls in the July 2008 attacks. 
The first was on July 2 when a Palestinian man drove a 

bulldozer into a bus and several cars in Jerusalem, killing three 
people, before being shot dead. 

Dozens of people were hurt, at least seven critically, in the 
rampage in the populous city center. 

In that incident, a police officer shot the driver of the 
bulldozer dead after a struggle in the vehicle's cab. Police told the 
BBC that the attacker, Hussam Dwayat, 30, had no known 
affiliations to militant groups. 

The other 2008 bulldozer attack occurred a few weeks later 
on July 23. The Jerusalem Post reported that, once again, an Arab 
bulldozer driver from east Jerusalem rammed his construction 
vehicle into a city bus and several cars on a central thoroughfare 
in the capital, wounding 15 people before being shot dead by a 
Druse border police officer and a civilian passerby (italic is my 
emphasis). 

That's Israel, some might say, where constant conflict with 
Palestinian extremists is considered fairly common. That's not 
what happens in the USA, they say, despite the constant stream of 
media reports of legally armed citizens defending themselves, 
family, friends and neighbors from criminal attacks. Prof. Gary 
Kleck of Florida State University and other academics have 
calculated that legally armed American may terminate as many of 
2 5 million criminal encounters by displaying or firing guns. 

Those are statistics, but from The South Bend Tribune and 
other Midwest media comes yet another report of successful 
armed intervention by a citizen. It involved a tragic incident that 
occurred in the city of Mishawaka, IN, in early. 

Two sisters, aged 4 and 6, were run down as they crossed an 
intersection near their home hand-in-hand in the early evening 
after playing with neighborhood friends. The two were critically 
injured by a man driving a Chevrolet Lumina "at about 40 mph." 

After the car struck the two little girls, several neighbor 
witnesses reported that the driver accelerated as if to flee the 
scene. 

However, that's when another neighbor just down the block 
who had witnessed the event, Alan Knepp, drew his legal 
handgun and stepped into the path of the departing Lumina Point-
ing his gun directly at the windshield, he forced the driver to stop. 

"Approached by Knepp," The Tribune reported, "the driver 
reportedly said the girls had jumped out in front of him. He then 
handed his keys to Knepp and stood silently next to his vehicle 
until police arrived." 

Two days later, 4-year-old Shyla Aston died and her 6-year-
old sister was still in critical condition recovering at Memorial 
Hospital. 

The driver was later identified, but all reports indicated that 
he would probably have "hit and run" unless Knepp had 
prevented him from doing so with his legal handgun. 

These are just two more of a continuing string of reports that 
illustrate why good people need to be armed in public. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Home invader in Georgia slain by armed victim 
A 23-year-old College Park, GA, man identified as Calvin 

Lavant Jr. was fatally shot May 3 during what appears to have 
been an attempted home invasion/robbery/ rape and perhaps even 
mass killing. 

According to accounts in The Atlanta Journal Constitution 
and WSB news, Lavant and another man forced their way into an 
apartment at slightly before 3 a.m. where 10 people were 
celebrating a birthday. Everyone at the party apparently was a 
college student. 

The two men separated the males from the females, took 
everyone's wallet and cell phone, and according to one account, 
may have planned to execute everyone. The two robbers talked 
about how many cartridges they had, with one asking the other, 
who replied that "he had enough." 

Whatever their plan, it abruptly came to an end when one of 
the intended victims pulled a handgun out of a backpack and 
opened fire. The newspaper quoted student Charles Bailey, who 
said that "Apparently, his (Lavant) intent was to rape and murder 
us all." 

When the student opened fire, the robber who had been 
watching the males ran out of the apartment. The armed student 
then went to the room where Lavant was holding the females, and 
was reportedly preparing to rape the armed student's girlfriend. 
The student yelled for the girls to get down and then shot Lavant. 

Wounded, Lavant jumped out of the apartment window and 
was found a short time later, dead. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Detroit teen killed during robbery attempt 
A 19-year-old Detroit, MI, man made a fatal error in the 

burglary selection process when he tried to break into the home 
of a 39-year-old man who did not want to be robbed. 

According to The Detroit Free Press and WDIV News, Donte 
Holmes was trying to crawl through a window at about 3:30 a.m. 
on May 5 when the homeowner opened fire. Holmes was hit in 
the head and chest, and ran back toward his own home through an 
alley, staggering all the way. 

When he reached his residence, his brother, identified as 
Lomnil Jackson, told a reporter that Holmes asked to be taken to 
a hospital. However, he died enroute. 



 

 
Page 7

Perhaps not so surprisingly, neighbors appeared to support 
the shooting One unidentified woman said she was "glad" that the 
homeowner had fired. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Bellingham, WA, proposed ban might violate state 
preemption Co-ed's killing tied to potential campus massacre 

Connecticut police now have in custody 29-year-old Stephen 
Morgan, who turned himself in a day after Wesleyan University 
student Johanna Justin-Jinich was shot dead in a bookstore. 

In 2007, Justin-Jinich had filed a harassment complaint 
against Morgan when they were both attending Summer classes at 
New York University. According to MSNBC, the victim, from 
Timnath, CO, had complained to police at the time that Morgan 
was harassing her because he reportedly had sent her several 
"insulting e-mails" and had called her repeatedly. 

Jump ahead to May 6 in Middletown, CT, when Justin-Jinich 
is at an off-campus bookstore-café. Security cameras caught 
images of a man with a gun in his hand. 

MSNBC quoted WVIT news, which reported that the gunman 
used a pulley system "similar to a dumbwaiter" to escape. He 
discarded the gun and a wig in the process. 

Police had stopped the suspect soon after the shooting, but 
only took his name and contact information, and then released 
him. 

Cops found his car parked near the bookstore, and inside was 
a journal which, according to The Hartford Courant, contained a 
plan to rape and murder Justin-Jinich before "going on a campus 
shooting spree," MSNBC reported. 

Morgan has been charged with murder. 
A proposal to ban gun sales within 500 feet of public and 

private primary and secondary schools in Bellingham, WA, has 
Evergreen State gun rights activists alarmed, and they claim such 
a ban would violate the state's longstanding preemption law that 
prohibits local gun control ordinances. 

According to The Bellingham Herald, the city council has 
been considering an ordinance for some weeks, and in mid-May, 
they amended the plan to exclude college campuses and day care 
centers. Western Washington University is in Bellingham, along 
with smaller colleges and universities, and the newspaper said 
there are 50 licensed day cares inside city limits 

The newspaper quoted City Attorney Joan Hoisington 
advising the council that to include colleges and day care centers 
would put the city in jeopardy for going beyond the limits of state 
law. Cities and counties may only adopt gun regulations that 
comply with state statute. 

"It would be an unreasonable risk for the city to expand the 
definition beyond what's provided in state law," she said. 

A local pawn shop applied for a license to open a new store 
near Shuksan Middle School in 2008. The city tried to block the 
sale of guns in that location, and ultimately the planned store 
never opened, even though an appeal to the city hearing examiner 
was successful. 

Under the plan, eight existing gun shops in the city that are 
located near schools would be grandfathered. 

One member of the city council, Terry Bornemann, was 
candid about her feelings regarding firearms. Quoted by the 
newspaper, she stated, "Shouldn't we be able to protect our own 
people? Some of us, me included, would much prefer a society 

where there are fewer guns and fewer murders and less chance of 
Columbines, but maybe we're not the place to start the fight." 

The newspaper said some members of the council are 
considering lobbying the legislature to give back more authority 
to the cities to ban gun sales. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

New York posts spike in violent street crime 
New York City is reportedly experiencing a spike in violent 

street crime, and according to The New York Post, the "danger 
zones" include parts of Manhattan, Greenwich Village, the Lower 
East Side, Gramercy and TriBeCa. 

Assaults are up 43% in Greenwich Village, and 24% in 
Gramercy, the newspaper said. The trend is up everywhere but 
Chelsea, where the newspaper reported a 17% decline in assaults. 

Deputy Police Commissioner Paul Browne reportedly blames 
much of the crime on the presence of neighborhood bars and 
restaurants, and "late night revelers." Additional police patrols 
and undercover cops are being assigned to those areas to bring 
the crime rate down. 

Thugs appear to be rather brazen. In one attack reported by 
the newspaper, four hoodlums viciously beat a man from Buffalo, 
and one was overheard stating, "I hit him good." The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Tennessee governor's veto fuels debate on guns in bars  
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

Tennessee Gov. Phil Bredesen on May 27 vetoed House Bill 
962, a measure that would enable a person who has a valid Right-
to-Carry license to carry a firearm into restaurants where alcohol 
may be served, as long as the permit holder is not consuming 
alcohol or is not otherwise prohibited by posting provisions. 

Now the prospect of a veto override vote looms in the state 
legislature and the public debate has gone into overdrive. 

An editorial on Tenesean.com immediately advised state 
lawmakers to abandon what it called "a wrongheaded bill" so that 
firearms could continue to be banned in restaurants that serve 
alcohol. 

"Now that Gov. Phil Bredesen has had his say, vetoing a 
wrongheaded gun bill that blew its way through the legislature 
this year, it is time for safety-minded Tennesseans to let their 
legislators have it with some fully loaded common sense," the 
editorial advised. 

Lacing the commentary with lots of emotion and little 
common sense, the writer went on to praise the governor and 
damn HB-962's supporters in and out of the legislature. 

"Bredesen admirably vetoed the shameful bill ... that would 
allow people to carry guns into restaurants that serve alcohol as 
long as the gun-toter isn't drinking. The veto was not a foregone 
conclusion. Bredesen has never exactly been hostile to the gun 
lobby. He made sure to be photographed with a firearm when he 
ran for the governor's office to show his enthusiasm for hunting. 
So this governor can't be branded as someone who's interested in 
wiping out Second Araendment rights, as gun enthusiasts often 
claim of those who are simply concerned about safety. ..." the 
editorialist continued. 

As someone who has been licensed to carry in New York 
State for some 40 years, I have never really understood why some 
states have perpetuated the prohibition on guns in saloons, 
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taverns and restaurants that serve alcohol. Maybe it's a carryover 
from the old Prohibition days. After all, many counties in the 
Volunteer State are still as dry as they were during the Prohibi-
tion era. 

Here in New York, if you are licensed to carry concealed for 
self-protection you can not only carry in churches, banks and 
other businesses, but in any establishment that serves alcoholic 
beverages—with or without food. It's been that way almost from 
the beginning of the Sullivan Act, and there has been no special 
call to change existing law. The only way you get into trouble 
with the law while carrying where liquor, wine or beer is served 
is if you use or display the firearms without a legal defensive 
justification. The gun is there is you need it to defend yourself or 
come to the aid of another patron who is in reasonable danger of 
bodily harm or threatened with a serious crime. 

Of course, not everyone in Tennessee would oppose a veto 
override. 

One of those who want HB-962 to pass is a Nicole Goeser, 
widow of Benjamin Felix Goeser, who wrote on op-ed column 
published in several papers immediately after the governor's veto. 

Goeser may be the Tennessee version of Suzanna Gratia-
Hupp of Texas. 

Nicole Goesser wrote: "...(my) husband was gunned down on 
April 2 right in front of me at Jonny's Sports Bar on Nolensville 
Road here in Nashville. 

"I support this bill (HB-862). I am a permitted gunowner here 
in the state of Tennessee. If I could have been allowed to carry 
my gun that night, perhaps I could have saved my wonderful 
husband (Metro Police have charged Hank Calvin Wise, 43, of 
W. Main Street in Hendersonville with Benjamin Goeser's death). 

"I can tell you that the odds would have been more in our 
favor. I had to leave my gun locked in my car in the parking lot 
that night because we have a law in place right now that makes 
innocent people "helpless" and at the mercy of people with 
horrible intentions. People who have gone through proper 
training, a complete background check and have the permit 
should be allowed to carry a concealed gun for their own 
protection and protection of loved ones as long as they are not 
under the influence of alcohol. 

Goeser continued, "Just remember, when seconds count, the 
police are minutes away. I am proud of all police officers and 
respect them for the risk they face every day but those officers 
cannot be everywhere at any time and every time. I have heard 
people talk about, 'Oh, those people that carry guns just want to 
be a hero.' 

"I can tell you that the last thing in the world I want to do is 
actually use my gun to take someone's life. But if I am forced to 
because my life or another's life is in danger of being taken, I 
will." 

Goeser said that if HB-962 became law, it would, 
"Unfortunately, (be) coming too late for Ben and I," but she 
urged her fellow Tennesseans to demand a veto override. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 
 

Senate roll call vote on guns in national parks, refuges 
The 67-29 roll call by which the Senate on May 12 approved 

an amendment sponsored by Sen. Tom Coburn (R-OK) that 
would allow people to carry loaded guns in national parks and 

wildlife refuges if state law generally allows it. On this vote, a 
"Yes" vote was a vote to support the amendment, and a "No" 
vote was a vote against it. 

Voting "Yes" were 27 Democrats, 39 Republicans and 1 
independent, according to Associated Press. Voting "No" were 
27 Democrats, 1 Republican and 1 independent. 

Democrats voting Yes: 
Baucus, MT; Bayh, IN; Begich, AK; Bennet, CO; Byrd, WV; 

Casey, PA; Conrad, ND; Dorgan, ND; Feingold, WI; Hagan, NC; 
Klobuchar, MN; Kohl, WI; Landrieu, LA; Leahy, VT; Lincoln, 
AR; Merkley, OR; Nelson, FL; Nelson, NE; Pryor, AR; Reid, 
NV; Shaheen, NH; Specter, PA; Tester, MT; Udall, CO; Warner, 
VA; Webb, VA; Wyden, OR. 

Democrats voting No: 
Akaka, HI; Bingaman, NM; Boxer, CA; Brown, OH; Burris, 

IL; Cantwell, WA; Cardin, MD; Carper, DE; Dodd, CT; Durbin, 
IL; Feinstein, CA; Gillibrand, NY; Harkin, IA; Inouye, HI; 
Johnson, SD; Kaufman, DE; Kerry, MA; Lautenberg, NJ; Levin, 
MI; McCaskill, MO; Menendez, NJ; Murray, WA; Reed, RI; 
Schumer, NY; Stabenow, MI; Udall, NM; Whitehouse, RI. 

Democrats Not Voting: 
Kennedy, MA; Mikulski, MD; Rockefeller, WV. 
Republicans voting Yes 
Barrasso, WY; Bennett, UT; Bond, MO; Brownback, KS; 

Bunning, KY; Burr, NC; Chambliss, GA; Coburn, OK; Cochran, 
MS; Collins, ME; Corker, TN; Cornyn, TX; Crapo, ID; DeMint, 
SC; Ensign, NV; Enzi, WY; Graham, SC; Grassley, IA; Gregg, 
NH; Hatch, UT; Hutchison, TX; Inhofe, OK; Isakson, GA; 
Johanns, NE; Kyl, AZ; Lugar, IN; Martinez, FL; McCain, AZ; 
McConnell, KY; Murkowski, AK; Risch, ID; Roberts, KS; 
Sessions, AL; Shelby, AL; Snowe, ME; Thune, SD; Vitter, LA; 
Voinovich, OH; Wicker, MS. 

Republicans voting No: Alexander, TN. 
Independents voting Yes: Sanders, VT. 
Independents voting No: Lieberman, CT. 
Because the measure was passed as an amendment to a 

broader bill seeking reform of the credit card industry, the move 
jeopardized the reform bill, whose lead sponsor, Sen. Chris Dodd 
(D-CT), opposed the firearm amendment. 

Dodd voiced concern that, as amended, his credit card reform 
bill could meet the same fate as the DC voting rights bill, which 
was sidelined in the House when it was amended to allow 
residents of the District of Columbia to carry guns. 

The Coburn amendment to the credit card bill allows states to 
determine whether or not legal gunowners can carry guns in state 
and national parks. It prohibits the Department of Interior 
secretary from making any rule or enforcing any regulation that 
goes against that determination. 

Coburn cited statistics, including 41 rapes, 92 robberies, 16 
kidnappings and 5,944 other felony violations taking place in 
national parks last year. 

"Even though parks are relatively safe, oftentimes the best 
deterrent is for criminals to know someone else might also have a 
gun," Coburn said. 

The House agreed to the Senate version of the credit card bill 
and President Obama signed it into law. The New GUN WEEK, June 

15, 2009 
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Paterson files his proposal for NY gun law changes 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 
With the usual tinsel wrapping about "gun safety," New York 

Gov. David A. Paterson's (D) office on May 28 announced that 
he has proposed legislation that would help ensure that "only law- 
abiding individuals are able to obtain and retain firearms 
licenses." 

His two-pronged legislative package was delivered to the 
state legislature the same day and, if it successfully moved in 
both the Assembly and the Senate in place of the slew of anti-gun 
bills previously approved by the Assembly, gunowners in the 
state may have dodged some serious bullets. 

As his party's leader in a state where Democrats control both 
houses of the state lawmaking process, Paterson may be able to 
get his way. 

His proposal bypasses the Assembly- approved bill that 
would make lifetime licenses to carry issued by most counties in 
the state renewable every five years. It would perhaps avoid a 
fight within his own party because the narrow Democrat control 
of the state Senate doesn't guarantee passage of the Assembly's 
anti-gun smorgasbord. 

Just recently, the state Assembly passed a package of bills 
that could now require handgun licenses to be renewed every five 
years, would further expand the CoBis data base (Combined 
Ballistic Identification System), and ban the sale of .50-caliber or 
larger firearms. 

Another piece of legislation will require any semi-automatic 
pistols manufactured or sold in the state to be capable of 
microstamping ammunition. 

Instead, the governor proposes that lifetime and renewable 
licensees be subject to a National Instant Criminal Background 
Check System (NICS) check at the time of renewal or every five 
years for lifetime licensees. 

"The overwhelming majority of gun licensees are responsible, 
law-abiding individuals, and I have no interest in 

—preventing those New Yorkers from lawfully possessing a 
gun or in making their permanent licenses expire. But we know 
that a loaded firearm in the wrong hands can create devastation in 
our communities and in our families," said Paterson. "This bill 
serves the dual roles of protecting our communities from those 
who try to obtain guns illegally without putting an undue burden 
on New York's legitimate gunowners." 

Paterson's program bill includes two central provisions: 
— Employees of gunsmiths and gun dealers would have to 

undergo a NICS check if their job required them to handle 
firearms. This will correct an anomaly in State law that now 
permits a pemon who is otherwise disqualified from purchasing 
or possessing a firearm to handle, possess and sell such weapons 
as an employee of a gun dealer. 

—Any person holding a New York firearm, gunsmith or 
firearm dealer license would have to undergo a NICS check at the 
time of renewal or every five years in the case of a permanent 
license. Currently, most jurisdictions in the State issue permanent 
gun licenses; others issue licenses that require renewals. 

The governor's office claims the bill would not change 
licensing officials' authority to issue permanent licenses, nor 
would it make existing permanent licenses expire. By requiring a 
periodic NICS check, it would, however, ensure that licensing 

officials have information necessary to assess whether the license 
holder is still lawfully entitled to possess a handgun. 

These proposals to enhance the use of information in the 
NICS index build on legislation proposed by Paterson and 
enacted by the state legislature last year that has significantly 
increased New York's contribution to the NICS index. As a result 
of that law, the state Office of Mental Health (OMH) has 
transmitted to NICS approximately 150,000 records of 
approximately 75,000 persons who are disqualified from 
possessing firearms as a result of an involuntary commitment to a 
mental health facility. Periodic NICS checks on "permanent" 
license holders will ensure that someone who has suffered an 
involuntary mental health commitment or been convicted of a 
disqualifying offense in any state after obtaining his or her license 
will no longer be authorized to possess a firearm. 

The Paterson proposal also contains two additional measures: 
— The bill requires the Administrator of the Courts to 

establish procedures to ensure that convictions for misdemeanor 
crimes of domestic violence are reported to the NICS index. 

— In order to prevent thieves from learning locations where 
firearms may be stored, the bill also would remove the street 
addresses of gun licensees from the category of public records. 

New York State Police Superintendent Harry J. Corbitt 
claimed the Paterson proposal will allow the State Police to aid 
local law enforcement in tracing and seizing guns unlawfully 
possessed. The recertification process will also identify instances 
where outstanding pistol permits are still registered to persons 
who have died. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 

 

Federal judge dismisses most claims against shooting park 
The legal battle over what had only recently become a 

controversial 2,900-acre shooting park under construction in Las 
Vegas, NV, by the Clark County Department of Recreation 
appears to be over. 

Construction had been proceeding even as some recent 
homeowners' claims against the county and the range were being 
argued in a federal courtroom and the nation's largest public 
range appears to be likely to meet the date for opening its first 
phase later this Summer or Fall. 

Senior US District Court Judge Lloyd George in May 
dismissed most of the claims lodged by residents who filed a 
lawsuit in an attempt to stop construction of the park north of Las 
Vegas, which has been subject to public discussion and planning 
for almost 20 years. 

Homeowners argued they were not properly informed of the 
proposed use of the land, that a shooting range would violate 
county noise ordinances and that the appropriate environmental 
impact studies were never performed on the land. 

The judge tossed out all but one claim. He declined to dismiss 
the argument concerning the environmental impact because the 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is in the midst of its own 
study. The BLM, which conveyed the land to the county, is 
analyzing whether the range would significantly and adversely 
affect the land, a ruling that could require further studies. That 
report is expected to be released Aug. 3. 

The Las Vegas Review-Journal reported that Deputy District 
Attorney Rob Warhola said he believes George's ruling marks the 
end of the legal wrangling. Residents may file an appeal with the 
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9th US Circuit Court of Appeals, but by the time that process 
runs its course the park probably will be done. 

Even if the BLM decides that more environmental work needs 
to be done, the county would complete the required work and 
finish the park. 

"We did so much out there already, I can't imagine they'd find 
any (additional work) anyway," Warhola said, according to the 
newspaper. "If they do, we'll just do it." 

The county began planning the park in the early 1980s and 
the land was transferred to the county in 2003. Between the time 
the park was designed and the time the construction began, 
development in the Las Vegas Valley crept up to its border. 

Warhola said master plans outlining future projects are 
available at the county. The designation for the shooting park 
land was "public facility." 

"Most of them (residents) moved out there after the zoning 
was approved for the shooting park," Warhola said. "If they 
would have just looked and asked to see what public facility 
meant they would have seen it was a shooting park." 

The judge sided with the county in ruling that the sellers of 
homes are required by law to disclose 

master plan designations of property within a one-mile radius 
of the property being sold. 

Homeowners also unsuccessfully argued that the county failed 
to provide adequate notice of its intent to build the range or keep 
residents posted about Shooting Park Advisory Committee 
meetings. George also rejected the argument that the county 
improperly zoned the land. 

The first phase of the park will cover 900 acres and cost 
around $64 million. The park, which ultimately will include a 
1,200-yard high-power rifle range, 125 trap ranges and 24 skeet 
ranges. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 

 

Attempted Florida car theft ends in death for accomplice 
A 21-year-old woman identified as Nikki McCormick was 

helping her pal, 29-year-old Tony Curtis Phillips steal a Toyota 
Land Cruiser from a barn in central Florida but took a bullet in 
the head instead, according to various published reports. 

This caper unfolded in Polk County near Winter Haven in the 
Wahneta area, and the man who fired the shot likely will not face 
charges, news agencies said. 

Jamie Jones was at his property when he heard someone fire 
up his vehicle. He grabbed a 9mm pistol and went out to 
investigate just in time to see his rig coming out of the barn. He 
reportedly yelled at the driver, who turned out to be Phillips, but 
the vehicle moved forward and Jones opened fire, putting several 
rounds through the windshield. 

One of those bullets hit McCormick in the head and Phillips 
ran from the scene, joining two other friends at a nearby store. 

Phillips later was arrested and reportedly confessed to his part 
in the crime after being advised that the woman was dead. He 
initially told investigators that he thought she had run away in a 
different direction. 

According to The Ledger newspaper, Phillips has an 
extensive record, having been in and out of the Polk County Jail 
11 times. He has convictions for burglary. McCormick had also 
been in jail for assorted crimes including possession of a 
prescription drug without a prescription. 

Polk County Sheriff Grady Judd told a television station that 
"The word to the criminal is first, quit being a criminal, quit 
stealing." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2009 

 

Gun Poll-Parade Magazine 
Despite Recent Violence, Gun Laws Are Softening--Thirteen 
killed at an immigration center in New York. Eight at 
a nursing home in North Carolina. Five in a house in 
California. These were among the 57 people killed in 
mass shootings in a 30-day period this spring in the 
U.S. Meanwhile, new laws are easing restrictions on 
guns. . . . 
 
Example of one comment on this poll and article: 

Soften "gun laws"? 
by excop23260  posted: 06/08/2009 10:38:PM 
You betcha.  Speaking as a 26+-year law enforcement 
professional, I think I should know.  I was decorated 16 times, 
taught in 2 different law enforcement academies, and served in 
various leadership and management capacities including Chief 
Investigator, Chief Recruiter, and Acting Division Commander.  
Interviewing thousands of career criminals taught me that 
"restrictive gun laws" usually caused a definite rise in violent 
crimes, mostly with guns. Criminals DO NOT generally buy 
firearms from licensed or regulated sources. They get guns easily 
and abundantly and look for unarmed victims.  Now, some 
people (including criminals) should not be armed, but many 
others could and probably should be.  The writers of our 
Constitution believed we had a "God-given" INDIVIDUAL right 
to carry firearms, and the Constitution merely stopped the 
national government from interfering.  That individual right was 
ours before the Constitution, so the document only affirmed it 
once more.  The "militia" was every able-bodied man, NOT some 
"National Guard" or standing army., and not a bunch of goofs 
running through the woods shootinig at shadows. Vermont has it 
right..  A law-abiding citizen there needs no "permit' for legal 
concealed carry.  As a result, there's very little violent crime in 
Vermont.  Get the message?  I did. 

 
SAF, Calguns file CCW, roster suits in CA 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

The Second Amendment Foundation (SAF) and Calguns 
Foundation have filed back-to-back lawsuits in California, one 
challenging the state's approved handgun roster and the other 
challenging what the groups contend is the arbitrary manner in 
which county sheriffs issue concealed carry permits. 

Both cases have been filed in US District Court for the 
Eastern District of California. 

Representing both organizations, and several private citizens 
in the cases are attorneys Alan Gura, who successfully argued the 
landmark Heller case before the Supreme Court last year, and 
Donald Kilmer, who represented the plaintiffs in the recent 
Nordyke case, in which the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals ruled 
that the Second Amendment is incorporated to the states through 
the 14th Amendment. Joining them on the handgun roster lawsuit 
is attorney Jason Davis. 
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In the roster case, SAF and CalGuns are joined by California 
residents Ivan Peiia, Roy Vargas, Dona Croston and Brett 
Thomas, who are all SAF members. The lawsuit challenges the 
state's handgun roster for arbitrariness, and the fact that handguns 
are omitted from the list not only because they do not meet 
specific criteria, but also allegedly because the manufacturers do 
not pay a special annual fee to the state. 

"Americans are not limited to a government list of approved 
books, or approved religions," Gura said. "A handgun protected 
by the Second Amendment does not need to appear on any 
government-approved list and cannot be banned because a 
manufacturer does not pay a special annual fee." 

"The California Handgun Roster has always been about 
making the possession of handguns for self defense more 
difficult," Davis added, "by imposing arbitrary and 
unconstitutional restrictions that limit choice and increase the 
cost of exercising a fundamental right." 

Kilmer went a step farther in his criticism of the state's 
handgun roster. 

"The so-called 'safe' gun list is just another gun- grabbing 
gimmick," Kilmer asserted. "California can't get around the 
Second Amendment, as incorporated, by declaring most normal 
guns 'unsafe,' and gradually shrinking the number of so-called 
'safe' guns to zero." 

SAF founder Alan Gottlieb said both cases represent serious 
infringements on the right to keep and bear arms, which the 9th 
Circuit Court—which covers California—recently said applies to 
the states. 

In Pena's specific case, the Para Ordnance P-13 that he wants 
to purchase was once on the approved roster, but has been 
removed because Para Ordnance apparently did not pay the 
annual fee. 

"Now that a manufacturer didn't pay a yearly fee," he said, 
"California claims the gun I want to own has somehow become 
`unsafe'." 

Croston also faces an apparently arbitrary situation because 
the pistol she wants to purchase is a two-tone version of an 
identical handgun that is on the approved list. But her pistol is 
not, and she is arguing that it is merely the pistol's color scheme 
that keeps it off the roster. 

Croston sought to purchase a Springfield Armory XD-45 Bi-
tone stainless/blue pistol, but California refuses to put the gun on 
its roster, even though it is mechanically identical to XD-45 
models in black, OD Green and "Dark Earth" that are on the 
approved list. 

Vargas has the most unusual complaint, in that he was, born 
with only a full left arm. His right arm is missing below the 
elbow. However, he wants to own a Glock 21 with an 
ambidextrous magazine release, and that pistol is not on 
California's approved roster. For Vargas, it is a safety issue that 
cannot currently be reconciled. 

In the other case, SAF and CalGuns are joined by three 
private citizens, Deanna Sykes, Andrew Witham and Adam 
Richards. All three are challenging the policies of the sheriffs in 
Yolo and Sacramento counties that restrict, citizens from 
obtaining concealed carry permits. 

Sykes is a state scientist who believes that her small stature 
and sexual orientation leave her vulnerable to criminal attack. 

She is a firearms instructor and competitive shooter, and often 
transports firearms to gun ranges or gun classes. 

Noting that the state of California "has recognized that violent 
crime directed at gay and lesbian people is a problem requiring 
specific legislative attention" the lawsuit contends that 
Sacramento County Sheriff John McGinness refuses to issue 
concealed carry permits, contending that "mere fear of 
victimization, or desire to carry a firearm" is "insufficient good 
cause" for issuing the permit. 

Witham is a naturalized citizen who came to California from 
his native Great Britain, where he spent almost 16 years as a 
British Reserve sworn police officer. He earned the Queen's 
Medal for Long Service and Good Conduct. From 2000 to 2004, 
he served as a non-sworn Community Service Officer with the 
Redding Police Department, and in late 2006 he completed a 
basic course required to obtain a carry permit in Shasta County. 

A licensed private investigator, Witham has an Exposed 
Firearm Permit, which allows him to carry a handgun openly, but 
only while he is on the job as a private investigator. In 2004, 
according to the lawsuit, he was working as a security and 
surveillance manager at a tribal casino in Shasta County, and 
after receiving death t'iireats for his role in reporting embezzle-
ment by several tribal members, he was issued a carry permit. 

In July 2007, Witham moved from Shasta County to Solano 
County, and he notified the Shasta County sheriff of the move. In 
January 2008, he took a job with the McGeorge School of Law, 
University of the Pacific as a public safety officer and six months 
later, he relocated to Sacramento County from his former 
residence in Solano County. He again notified the Shasta County 
sheriff, and at that time, McGinniss requested that his carry 
permit be revoked. 

When he contacted McGinniss' office about the revocation, 
the lawsuit states, he was advised that a carry permit in 
Sacramento County would have to be issued by McGinniss' 
agency, and that he would have to wait a year for that permit if he 
could not get a letter from the Shasta County sheriff attesting to 
his good character. The Shasta County sheriff does not issue such 
letters. 

"It's a shame that these sheriffs don't think that self-defense is 
a 'good cause' to exercise the right to bear arms, but we're 
confident the Second Amendment reflects a better policy," Gura 
observed. 

Richards had applied to city of Davis for a carry permit after 
being told by the Yolo County Sheriff's Department that his 
desire to have a handgun for personal protection "would not 
constitute good cause." After he applied with the city of Davis, 
Police Chief Lanny Black sent him a letter explaining that his 
department had discontinued the process for issuing concealed 
carry permits. He suggested in the letter that Richards apply for a 
permit with the Yolo County Sheriff's Department. 

"The Supreme Court's decision last year in the Heller case 
shows that there is both a right to keep arms and a right to bear 
arms," said Gottlieb. "In most states, authorities do not deny a 
license to carry an operable firearm to any law- abiding applicant 
that completes training and a background check. This is also the 
practice throughout much of California. These two sheriffs must 
respect the constitutional rights of their citizens to bear arms." 
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"California is often a leader in so many ways, but our state 
lags badly in streamlining its firearms laws," said Gene Hoffman, 
chairman of The Calguns Foundation. "We need 21st century gun 
laws that respect our Constitutional rights, and adopt modern, 
widely accepted practices that work well throughout the United 
States. Hopefully this action will serve as a wake-up call to our 
legislators, and to those officials who stubbornly resist 
accommodating Second Amendment rights. If they don't reform, 
reform will come through litigation." The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 

2009 
 

Majority in US opposes new gun control measures 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

An April poll by CNN may have left the network moguls 
stunned because it showed that 46% of the respondents do not 
support new gun control measures, and 15% said gun laws ought 
to be relaxed. 

The combined figures overwhelmed the 39% who think the 
country should tighten its gun laws, down from 50% reported in a 
2000 poll, according to Tha Houston Chronicle. 

This revelation appeared about the same time that pro-gun 
Utah Sen. Orrin Hatch wrote in an Op-Ed published by the Main 
Street Business Journal that, "In recent weeks, there have been 
countless statements made by politicians, pundits, and even the 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) that gun ownership or 
support for the Second Amendment is connected to, if not 
synonymous with, violent behavior. Unfortunately, this false 
assumption has permeated its way into the Utah media's 
editorials, political cartoons and news stories." 

The article was headlined "Gun Owners Should Not be 
Demonized or Marginalized," and it struck at the heart of news 
organizations that have made a habit of downplaying positive 
stories about gun ownership, but highlighting and 
sensationalizing the negative stories. 

The Houston Chronicle story noted that in addition to the 
CNN poll, an April poll by NBC News and the Wall Street 
Journal revealed that support for renewal of the ban on so-called 
"assault weapons" had declined more than 20% since 1991, when 
75% of the respondents had supported the ban. Today, only 53% 
back the ban. 

Frank Newport, editor in chief of the Gallup Poll, told the 
Houston newspaper that "every bit of data is showing us that 
Americans are getting more conservative about gun control." 

Small wonder, considering the veritable land rush business 
that has been going on at gun shops and gun shows for. the past 
seven months in the wake of Barack Obama's election. Many 
observers have quipped that the gun industry seems to the only 
American industry not seeking a financial bailout from the 
government under Obama's "economic stimulus" program. 

Release of the April polling results gave the National Rifle 
Association an opportunity to crow. NRA spokesman Andrew 
Arulanandam told the newspaper that "The NRA has always been 
on the right side of this issue. There's a realization that over 
20,000 gun laws that are on the books are meaningless unless 
they are enforced. We have adequate gun laws on the books to 
address every situation." 

Newport told the newspaper that growing opposition to gun 
control efforts is "counterintuitive" in the wake of high- profile 

shootings in southern New York state, Pittsburgh, PA, and 
Oakland, CA. 

The findings of this survey seem to validate reports of other 
polling conducted last October and in April. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 1, 2009 
 

MA governor files anti-gun legislation 
Massachusetts Gov. Deval L. Patrick has filed a new anti-gun 

firearms legislation package that would ration gun purchases to 
one per month and gives the courts new power to hold suspects 
without bail for simple illegal possession of a firearm.  

Patrick's bill would give district attorneys new power to keep 
suspects locked up pending a "dangerousness" hearing and 
attempts to curb the illegal trafficking of firearms in the Bay State 
by limiting purchases by anyone in the state in an attempt to slow 
so-called straw purchasers who buy guns for convicted felons and 
other prohibited buyers. 

Patrick's legislation not only addresses a recent state high 
court ruling, but shifts the burden off prosecutors to the defense 
to prove a suspect charged with a felony involving the use of 
force and a firearm is not a threat to the public and should be 
released. 

The legislation also makes it a felony to carry a gun while 
committing crimes that might otherwise be classified as a 
misdemeanor, and removes the requirement that state prosecutors 
must prove a gun is operable to be considered a firearm. 

Though district attorneys and police approved of the 
proposed strict new laws, gun rights activists said they had 
serious concerns about the governor's proposal and considered 
some changes a slap in the face. 

"That's just ridiculous on its face. I refer to this as the lawful 
citizens imprisonment act," said Jim 

Wallace, executive director of the Gun Owners Action 
League (GOAL), according to various newspaper reports. "We're 
not going to put innocent people in jail who had no ill intent and 
no criminal record. That's not what we do in this county." 

Wallace said his organization intends to draft new language 
that would protect average citizens who might make a mistake 
such as letting their license lapse but have no history of violence. 

As for the provision that limits the purchase of guns to one 
per month, Wallace said the governor should apologize to 
gunowners in Massachusetts. 

Because of overly restrictive laws already on the books, 
Wallace said the number of licensed gunowners in the state has 
dwindled from 1.5 million to 220,000. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 

2009 
 

Tea with a bullet in the noggin? 
Years ago, one of the popular headache remedies ran a series 

of advertisements that were headlined as `Excedrin Headache" 
with a number, noting that there are more than one kind of 
headache, but nothing compares to what Tammy Sexton of 
Jackson County, MS, endured. 

And no offense to Excedrin, but we don't think that two pills 
and &glass of water would quite match up to Sexton's problem. 
Her late husband, Donald Ray Sexton, shot her in the head before 
taking her own life on Apr. 14, five days after being sentenced to 
probation for domestic violence. 
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But according to MSNBC, Tammy not only didn't die, she 
brewed up a cup of tea and asked a responding sheriff's deputy if 
he would care for something as well, when the lawman arrived at 
the bizarre scene. 

The Jackson County Sheriff's Department was looking for 
Donald Ray to serve him with papers ordering him to stay away 
from. Tammy. He showed up at their house just after midnight 
and found Tammy and a relative. The unidentified relative ran to 
a neighbor's house to call for help, and Donald Ray and Tammy 
wound up inside. 

Tammy was reportedly standing by her bed when her husband 
put one right through her forehead from a .380 ACP pistol. The 
bullet went clear through and exited through the rear of her skull, 
according to the MSNBC report. Afterward, Donald Ray went 
out to the back porch and shot himself. That bullet wasn't so 
magic, and he died on the spot. 

When the deputy arrived, he found Tammy holding a rag on 
her head. She then poured herself a cup of tea. The report said the 
bullet that went through her skull "miraculously missed" both 
halves of the brain. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 

 

Gun buy-up nets live grenade 
It was a gun buy-up of the no-questions-asked variety, but this 

time there were questions. 
Associated Press reported in late April that New York City 

police were holding a suspect who they say tried to turn in a live 
hand grenade to police at a gun buy-up program in the Bronx. 

Authorities say the NYPD's bomb squad responded to a 
church where guns were being collected at around 4:30 p.m. and 
left 15 minutes later with the grenade, carrying it out in a special 
carrier. The program offered $200 for guns. 

Police were reported questioning the unidentified man and it 
was not clear if he will face any charges. The New GUN WEEK, June 

1, 2009 
 

Man finds, hammers .22 round 
From the "Men will be boys" file comes a strange report from 

the Hoosier State. 
George Fath moved to his mobile home in rural Steuben 

County, IN, a couple of months ago. The previous owners left a 
lot of trash in the yard, so Fath was cleaning up on Apr. 23, when 
he found a .22 caliber cartridge in the yard. Fearing that his three 
young boys could be hurt from round, Fath decided to dispose of 
it. 

"My hammer was outside so I took the bullet and put it on a 
rock and smacked it with the hammer," Fath said, according to 
WANE-TV. 

"It went off and went into my belly and knocked me on my 
butt," he claimed. 

His wife called 911, but according to the police report, the 
bullet didn't actually hit Fath; he suffered a minor abrasion to the 
area of his stomach. 

Somewhat wiser, Fath said he'll never hit a cartridge with a 
hammer again. 

Sleeping with gun backfires 
A 24-year-old Northport, AL, man likely will rethink his habit 

of sleeping with a gun. Police said the 40-caliber pistol 

discharged and hit him in the shoulder, according to Associated 
Press. 

It happened the morning of Apr. 29 at an apartment complex. 
A police detective told Associated Press that the wound was not 
life threatening, and that the shooting was ruled an accident. 

Deputy quits over pranks 
Charles "Chip" Buckner, disgraced by his family's pranks, 

resigned after serving 21 years with the Polk County, FL, Sheriffs 
Office. An arrest report shows Bucker's wife, Gail, and his 
mother-in-law took his patrol car without his knowledge and 
drove around Lakeland. 

Witnesses said the cruiser was being driven erratically 
throughout Lakeland by two blonde women in the front seat and a 
man in the back seat. Another deputy followed the car to 
Buckner's home where the trio was arrested. 

Car theft, theft of a firearm and impersonating a cop are 
among the charges. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 
 
Hindsight 

Germany to curb gun rights in pointless shooting response 
Joe Tartaro, Executive Editor 

The German government has agreed to further curbs on gun 
rights for its residents, two months after a 17-yearold boy killed 
15 people with a pistol taken from his father's bedroom, 
according to various international press reports on May 7. 

The left-right governing coalition has agreed to present a 
series of measures to the German parliament in late May further 
tightening arms control laws, several dailies said. 

"We have agreed on reasonable 
changes that will mean more security without over-regulating 

hobby marksmen and hunters," the deputy head of the 
conservative Christian Union parliamentary group, Wolfgang 
Bosbach, told the Neue Osnabruecker Zeitung. 

It is interesting to note that in the German—or perhaps 
European—view of gun rights only those of "hobby marksmen 
and hunters" are considered worthy of concern. The whole issue 
of a right to arms for self-defense isn't even part of the discussion. 

The latest gun control initiative comes amid a fierce debate 
about guns touched off once more by the bloodbath in mid-March 
in which Tim Kretschmer shot nine pupils and three teachers at 
his old school in southwestern Germany plus three passersby 
before killing himself. 

The proposals on the German parliamentary table go so far as 
to include banning even paintball, a game in which players use 
airguns to shoot at opponents with ammunition filled with marker 
paint. Lawmakers say the sport "simulates killing" and should be 
outlawed. 

The draft law would also bar youths under the age of 18 from 
shooting big bore guns at target practice and would permit police 
to conduct checks at the homes of licensed gunowners to ensure 
their firearms were stored under lock and key. 

An electronic registry of firearms would also be introduced 
along with eventually, biometric security systems, to help insure 
guns are only used by their rightful owners. 

Finally, lawmakers would introduce an amnesty for owners of 
illegal firearms if they turn them in to authorities. 

None of the proposals before the German parliament is likely 
to do any more to prevent a future mass murder spree like the 
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March shooting than the many existing gun laws. They only 
provide helpless and clueless politicians with the sheep's clothing 
of "action" while further gnawing away at what little firearms 
rights remain in a country with some of the strictest gun control 
in the world. 

Germany has a long history of gun control dating back to the 
1930s, and some of their laws have been copied with an equal 
lack of success in other countries, including the US. 

All around the world, laws that focus on the law-abiding have 
proven useless when it comes to crime prevention. Here's another 
example: 

An Associated Press report from Azerbaijan, a former Soviet 
Republic on the Caspian Sea, which ran as four paragraphs in the 
May 1 issue The Buffalo News, shows how copycats of mass 
murder and suicide can strike anywhere in the world, no matter 
how strict the gun laws. 

That report said a young man armed with an automatic pistol 
and several magazines of ammunition rampaged through a 
prestigious institute in the capital city of Baku on Apr. 30, killing 
12 people and wounding at least 10 others before killing himself 
as police closed in, the government said. 

Little is known about the gunman and even less about his 
motive for the bloodshed that shook the faculty and students at 
the Azerbaijan State Oil Academy (ASOA), a noted college 
which attracts students from all over the world, and whose 
graduates have included future presidents and business magnates. 

The suspect, identified as Farda Gadyrov, a native of Georgia 
according to papers found on his body, entered the academy and 
climbed five floors of the building, shooting everyone he met 
along the way, according to a joint statement from the Interior 
Ministry and state prosecutors. "The statement did not give a 
motive for the attack," the first report concluded. 

The next day, however, police detained Nadir Aliyev, 
believed, to be from the same village as 'the suspected shooter, 
and later charged him with complicity in the crime at the ASOA, 
according to Interfax-Azerbaijan, which cited sources at the Baku 
Prosecutor's Office. 

Latest reports unearthed by Gun Week, found that most of the 
wounded were still in hospital as this column is written, with at 
least one suspect, a Sudanese student, having been discharged 
from medical care. 

Meanwhile, back on Capitol Hill, the anti-gunners are 
pushing a seemingly innocuous bill, HR-2159, labeled the 
"Denying Firearms and Explosives to Dangerous Terrorists Act 
of 2009." There is also a Senate version of this bill, sponsored by 
Sen. Frank Lautenberg (DNJ), which would add the Homeland 
Security Department's "watch list" of suspected terrorists to the 
National Instant Check System (NICS), to the "do-not-sell" or 
proscribed list. 

The measures allow the Attorney General to deny firearms or 
explosives to those he believes are or may be terrorists, or 
supporting terrorists. Maybe that might be acceptable to some, 
but not when considered in relation to some other facts. 

First, the terrorist watch list is classified. No one knows who 
is on the list, or how they got on the list, or—more importantly—
how you get off the list. 

Second, there are people at Homeland Security who have 
recently been revealed as warning of the potential for "right wing 

terrorism" among gunowners, military veterans, Republicans, and 
tax protestors. 

But it is important to note, that "conservatives" and 
"libertarians" are not the only ones who are concerned with the 
secret "terrorist watch list." 

In early May, the liberal, anti-gun New York Times reported 
that the FBI has incorrectly kept nearly 24,000 people on a 
terrorist watch list on the basis of outdated or sometimes 
irrelevant information, while missing people with genuine ties to 
terrorism. 

The Times cited a recently released Justice Department report 
in its story. 

The report said the mistakes posed a risk to national security, 
because of the failure to flag actual terrorism suspects, and an 
unnecessary nuisance for non-suspects who may be questioned at 
traffic 'stops or kept from boarding airplanes. 

By the beginning of 2009, the report said, this consolidated 
government watch list comprised about 400,000 people, recorded 
as 1 1 million names and aliases, an exponential growth from the 
days before the attacks of Sept. 11, 2001. 

The Times claimed the new report, by the office of the Justice 
Department's inspector general, provides the most authoritative 
statistical account to date of the problems connected with the list. 
An earlier report by the inspector general, released in March 
2008, looked mainly at flaws in the system, without an emphasis 
on the number of people caught up in it. 

The list has long been a target of public criticism, particularly 
after well-publicized errors in which politicians including Sen. 
Edward M. Kennedy (D-MA) and Rep. John Lewis (D-GA) 
showed up on it. People with names similar to actual terrorists 
have complained that it can take months to be removed from the 
list, and civil liberties advocates charge that antiwar protesters, 
Muslim activists and others have been listed for political reasons. 

The report, examining nearly 69,000 referrals to the FBI list 
that were either brought or processed by the bureau, found that 
35% of those people, both Americans and foreigners, remained 
on the list despite inadequate justification. 

However flawed the list, it's the one that Lautenberg and his 
allies would use as a way to keep more people from owning guns. 
Compared to the German politicians, Lautenberg may look like a 
piker, but his bill is no more practical that the banning of 
paintball. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 

 

Utica, NY, mayor pushes national gun show bill 
Utica, NY, Mayor Davi,clItoefaro urged residents on Apr. 27 

to pressure federal representatives in other states to vote in favor 
of the Gun Show Background Check Act of 2009, the measure 
sponsored by Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D-NJ). 

The Utica Observer-Dispatch reported that Roefaro included 
in a news release the name and number of senators from Virginia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia and Florida. The release 
also included statistics that showed those states as the highest 
source of illegal guns that entered New York state in 2007. 

"Each source state does not require background checks at gun 
shows, and each source state does not require unlicensed sellers 
to report anything at all when selling a handgun," Roefaro said in 
his release, claiming the legislation (S-843) would close so-called 
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loopholes in the tracing of illegal pills by requiring background 
checks on all sales at gun shows, according to the release. 

New York state is among several which already require that 
all firearms transactions at gun shows, including private casual 
sales, be processed through federally licensed dealers, who 
conduct a background check through the National Instant Check 
System (NICS). However, S-843 is much more restrictive than 
any state's background check of prospective purchasers at gun 
shows. Among other things, it requires reports of all transactions 
involving non-dealers to be separately reported to the US 
Attorney General, as well as the licensing of gun show operators 
who must all provide lists of all private sales. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 1, 2009 
 

Pennsylvania sheriff sets up remote CPL issuing stations  
The Westmoreland County, PA, county sheriff's department 

wants to make it easier for residents to get a concealed handgun 
license (CPL), according to a report in The Greensburg Tribune-
Review. 

Sheriff's department officials have started a new program to 
have five concealed gun license issuing stations at locations 
throughout the county in an effort to provide residents better 
hours and more convenient locations to buy or renew firearms 
licenses. 

The first new station located in New Kensington opened on 
Apr. 21. 

"It's going to be better for people who work, and eliminate 
hassles of coming to Greensburg (the county seat)," said Tim 
Carson, director of community affairs for the sheriff's department. 

Sheriff deputies will be on the road on five days every 
month—in New Kensington, Murrysville, North Huntingdon, 
Rostraver and Latrobe—using equipment for the remote stations 
bought last year with a $25,000 federal grant. 

Carson told The Tribune-Review that Westmoreland and 
Berks are the only counties in the state where CPLs are issued 
outside of the courthouse. 

Permits typically are issued in the basement of the sheriff's 
department office in the courthouse from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. The 
remote locations will be open from noon to 6 p.m. 

Deputies will use the new computer equipment to do instant 
background checks on applicants with the Pennsylvania State 
Police. Those who are eligible to receive a concealed carry 
license will be charged $25. 

CPLs are big business in Westmoreland County, according to 
the newspaper the number of permits issued fluctuates, an 
average of about one in 10 of the county's nearly 370,000 
residents has a license to carry a firearm. 

As of Apr. 21, there were almost 
36,200 active permits to carry a concealed handgun in the 

county, according to Carson. 
The remote stations are expected to drive up that number. 
"We estimate a 5 to 10% increase in permits," Carson said. 
Sheriff Chris Scherer was in North Huntingdon's police 

department for the opening of the first remote permitting station. 
He said the effort is intended to offer residents a convenient 
option. 

"Now people don't have to take off a day of work," Scherer 
said. 

John Sabo, 67, of North Huntingdon was one of those people 
interviewed by The Tribune-Review. Sabo was the first resident 
to sign up for a license renewal when the North Huntingdon 
location opened for business at noon. 

"This is really nice," Sabo said. "Going to the courthouse is a 
pain. You have to pay for parking, and it takes a lot longer." The 

New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 
 

Feinstein urges arming US vessels 
US-flagged vessels operating in pirate- cruised waters off 

Somalia's coast should be required to carry armed security teams, 
Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D-CA) said on Apr. 20, according to 
several news sources. 

"I believe that any US-flag shipping vessel operating in the 
Gulf of Aden or the Straits of Malacca—or in any other high 
piracy zone—should be required to have armed security teams 
aboard," said Feinstein. 

Feinstein wrote to President Barack Obama urging him to 
deploy armed teams aboard such ships "until the international 
community can implement appropriate measures to stop the 
growing threat of piracy in the area." 

In a statement, the anti-gun senator said she had heard enough 
"rhetoric" on how "a political solution to the ongoing chaos 
within Somalia" was needed to blunt the threat from piracy. She 
noted that some pirates have threatened to target US-flagged 
ships after US forces rescue the abducted captain of the Maersk 
Alabama, and shot dead three of his captors. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 1, 2009 
 

McCain facing 2010 GOP primary 
Social conservatives tolerated Republican Arizona Sen. John 

McCain as the Republican Party's presidential nominee in 2008, 
but never quite trusted him, and he now appears to be facing a 
serious primary from the right in Arizona next year. 

At least one of the challengers will be Chris Simcox, the 
founder of the Minuteman Civil Defense Corps and a prominent 
figure in the movement to clamp down on illegal immigration, 
who has announced that he's resigned from the group to run in the 
2010 Senate primary. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 

 

ATF reform bill filed in House 
A companion bill to S-941, the "Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms and Explosives (ATF) Reform and Firearms 
Modernization Act" that was introduced by Sens. Mike Crapo (R-
ID) and Patrick Leahy (D-VT) on Apr. 30 — HR-2296—as 
introduced in the U.S. House at the beginning of May. 

Sponsored by Reps. Steve King (R-IA) and Zack Space (D-
OH), HR-2296 is also a bipartisan reform measure that represents 
the culmination of efforts to address ATF abuses and problems 
highlighted in several congressional oversight hearings in 2006. 
The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 

 

NY county ammo registration law seen constitutional 
The Albany county attorney has found that a proposed local 

law requiring gun shops to register sales of ammunition is 
constitutional and is not pre-empted by state statute. 

Gun advocates have rallied against proposed Local Law A 
since it was introduced at a Mar. 9 meeting of the Albany County 
Legislature, according to The Albany Times Union. The measure 
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was sent to the legislature's Law Committee for review, and 
Committee Chairman Bryan Clenahan asked County Attorney 
Craig Denning for a ruling on its constitutionality. 

The law would require certain record- keeping by the shop 
owner. It would regulate the storage, possession and sale of 
ammunition and require dealers to record each ammo sale and the 
caliber, make and model of the firearm for which the ammo 
purchase was made. Initially, the law had required the serial 
number of the firearm, but Legislator Phil Steck, a Colonie 
Democrat and one of the sponsors, removed that requirement 
from the legislation. 

The measure is still before the Law Committee and a public 
hearing was scheduled for 7:15 p.m. May 26 at the County 
Legislature Chamber in the Albany County Courthouse. 

"This is not about an individual's right to keep and bear 
arms," Denning wrote in his three-page opinion. "State and 
federal control over licensing of firearms is based on precedent, 
and there are significant determinations holding that local restric-
tions on possession and use of firearms are appropriate under the 
Second Amendment. That debate is not the concern here. This is 
about the obligations of gun dealers and owners to follow local 
regulation of ammunition sales." 

Denning found that "the identification and record-keeping 
requirements for ammunition sales required under (the proposed 
county law) are not addressed at the state level." He said "state 
law has not pre-empted the field of ammunition regulation" and 
the local law "is an acceptable supplement to existing state 
enactments and is reasonably related to ensuring public safety." 
The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 
 

Leader of cross-border gun traffickers gets 32 years 
Ricardo Tolliver, 33, formerly of ' Cincinnati, OH, was 

sentenced in federal court in Detroit to 32 years in prison after 
having admitted to being the leader of a network which acquired 
firearms in the US, obliterated the serial +numbers and smuggled 
them into Canada in exchange for Canadian drugs, announced US 
Attorney Terrence Berg. Nine others, all from Kentucky, pleaded 
guilty to less charges and were sentenced by the same court. 

Berg was joined in the announcement by Thomas E. Brandon, 
Special Agent in Charge of the Detroit Field Division of the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF), 
Sheriff Tilman Crutchfield, Monroe County Sheriff's Department, 
Commissioner Julian Fantino, Ontario Provincial Police, Deputy 
Chief Jennifer Evans, Peel Regional Police and Marc Saltmarsh, 
Ontario Crown Attorney's Office, according to The Shooting 
Wire. 

Tolliver pleaded guilty before US District Judge George 
Caram Steeh on Jan. 5, 2009 to seven counts of various firearms 
and narcotics violations. 

The ATF investigation, dubbed "Kentucky Bluegrass" after 
the state origin of the trafficked firearms, began as a result of a 
traffic stop by deputies of the Monroe County, MI, Sheriff's 
Department in March 2005. During that stop deputies uncovered 
16 firearms, all had the serial numbers 'obliterated, hidden in the 
trunk of a car. Also during the stop, one of the occupants used his 
cell phone to call Tolliver and told him about the stop. ATF 
immediately initiated an investigation of Tolliver in cooperation 
with Canada's Provincial Weapons Enforcement Unit (PWEU) 

and ultimately identified Tolliver as the head of a group of 
firearms traffickers operating in "'the northern Kentucky area that 
traded the firearms for Canadian marijuana. 

Canadian authorities discovered that Tolliver was 
manufacturing and distributing handguns to Canadian citizens. 
Tolliver was arrested while selling one of his manufactured 
handguns. Shortly after his arrest in Canada, Tolliver admitted to 
ATF agents that he is responsible for smuggling approximately 
500 firearms into Canada. 

While held on Canadian charges in Ontario, Tolliver agreed 
to be returned to the US to face American charges. US Attorney 
Berg commended Canadian officials, particularly the Ontario 
Crown Attorney's Office, for facilitating Tolliver's return to the 
US. 

According to the indictment, from on or about November 
2004 through May 2005, Tolliver, a US citizen residing in 
Canada, received requests from marijuana traffickers in Canada 
for firearms. Tolliver would instruct co-defendant Lamarcus 
Jones to acquire specific types of handguns from gun dealers in 
northern Kentucky through the use of "straw purchasers." Once 
the guns were purchased, co-defendants would remove the serial 
numbers in Kentucky then transport the firearms through Detroit, 
MI, and smuggle them into Ontario, Canada, where they would 
be exchanged for marijuana. 

During the course of the investigation it was discovered that 
some of the guns which Tolliver was responsible for smuggling 
into Canada were recovered at crime scenes in the greater 
Toronto area. Specifically, one of the straw purchased guns was 
used in the shooting of a Canadian law enforcement officer and 
another was the primary weapon used in the killings of eight 
Bandito motorcycle gang members in Ontario. 

Berg stated, "This case demonstrates what can be 
accomplished when US and Canadian law enforcement bring 
their particular expertise to bear on a criminal organization. This 
organization was dismantled because of the coordination of law 
enforcement resources and intelligence which has increased our 
border security and awareness." 

Ontario Provincial Police Commissioner Julian Fantino 
stated, "The scope of firearms trafficking, domestic and interna-
tional, is beyond the investigative capacity of any one particular 
law enforcement agency. In Ontario, the Provincial Weapons 
Enforcement Unit (PWEU) provides a coordinated approach to 
combat illegal guns through a multi-jurisdictional approach that 
takes enforcement action against persons involved in the illegal 
movement of firearms. The decision of the court proves that this 
cooperative approach works, that it helps keep our communities 
safe and that it is here to stay until our work is done." 

The nine other defendants in this investigation who pleaded 
guilty and were sentenced include: 

Lamarcus Thrrance Jones, 29, of Covington, KY, pleaded 
guilty to two counts of use of a firearm during and in relation to a 
drug trafficking crime, and received a sentence of 140 months in 
prison. 

Anthony Deeago Lightfoot, 47 of Covington, KY, pleaded 
guilty to three felony counts, and received a sentence of 60 
months in prison. 

Phillip Walls, 47, of Covington, KY, pleaded guilty to two 
counts and received a prison sentence of 72 months. 
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Michelle Walls, 45, of Covington, KY, pleaded guilty to two 
counts and received a sentence of 30 months in prison. 

James Cramer, 53, of Covington, KY, pleaded guilty to one 
and was sentenced to time served (25 months) and two years of 
supervised release. 

Linda Mason, 54, of Fort Thomas, KY, pleaded guilty to one 
change and 

received 13 months in prison. 
Tonya Sullivan, 27, of Newport, KY, pleaded guilty to one 

count and and received 12 months in prison. 
Amanda Chambers, 27, of Newport, KY, pleaded guilty to 

one count and received a sentence of 20 months in prison. 
Lisa Moeckel, 36, of Newport, KY, pleaded guilty to one 

count and received a sentence of 2 years probation. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 1, 2009 
 

MT governor signs pro-gun, state sovereignty measures 
by Gun Week Staff 

A cornerstone of the mythical "Code of the West" was "Don't 
back down," and now it is law in the Big Sky Country, where 
Montana Gov. Brian Schweitzer has signed into law House Bill 
228, the state's new self-defense statute that citizens who are 
attacked or threatened with bodily injury or death have no duty to 
retreat. 

Schweitzer also has signed into law a "state sovereignty-type" 
measure that aims to exempt Montana-made guns from federal 
regulation, adding firepower to a battery of legislative efforts to 
assert states' rights across the nation. 

"It's a gun bill, but it's another way of demonstrating the 
sovereignty of the state of Montana," Democrat Schweitzer said. 

Supported by the Montana Shooting Sports Association 
(MSSA) and the National Rifle Association, HB-228, the "no 
retreat" legislation, was shepherded through the legislature by 
State Rep. Krayton Kerns, a Billings Republican, with key 
support from Rep. Deb Kottel, a Great Falls Democrat. 

According to MSSA President Gary Marbut, "Deb's support 
made a lot of difference and showed some other Democrats that 
HB-228 was not a partisan, party-line issue, but a people issue. 

"It's time to celebrate," he noted in an e-mail message to Gun 
Week. 

Marbut also credited NRA state liaison Brian Judy for his 
lobbying efforts. 

Under provisions of this new self- defense statute, people who 
are in a place where they have a right to be and are threatened 
with physical harm are not required to summon law enforcement 
before using force. In the new law's preamble, the legislature 
finds that "the use of justifiable force discourages violent crime 
and prevents victimization." 

The new law requires that a shooting investigation "must be 
conducted so as to disclose all evidence, including testimony 
concerning the alleged offense and that might support the 
apparent or alleged justifiable use of force." 

Montana's new self-defense law appears to be grounded on 
what is generically called the "Reasonable Man Doctrine." That 
is, according to the statute, use of lethal force is justified if "the 
person reasonably believes that such force is necessary to prevent 
the commission of a forcible felony." 

The statute is written to also prevent destruction of firearms 
when the legal owner cannot be determined. Instead, such guns 
must be sold to licensed dealers and the proceeds of such sales 
will be deposited in the general fund of the government entity of 
which the agency is a part. 

Another key tenet of the legislation is that firearms may not 
be prohibited by landlords of hotels or motels. 

The new law also codifies open carry, and further allows that 
in the event of a threat, an armed citizen may "warn or threaten 
the use of force, including deadly force, against the aggressor, 
including drawing or presenting a weapon." In the event of 
criminal charges in which the defendant is claiming self-defense 
and "has offered evidence of justifiable use of force, the state has 
the burden of proving beyond a reasonable doubt that the 
defendant's actions were not justified." 

Montana's new statute further recognizes "citizen arrest" by 
noting that "A private person may arrest another when there is 
probable cause to believe that the person is committing or has 
committed an offense and the existing circumstances require the 
person's immediate arrest. The private person may use reasonable 
force to detain the arrested person." 

Anyone making a citizen's arrest is required to immediately 
contact the nearest available law enforcement agency and turn 
over the detained person to a responding officer. 

HB-246, the Montana-made gun bill, cleared the legislature 
easily before reaching the governor's desk. It applies only to 
those guns that are made and kept in Montana, its impact is 
considered limited. However, supporters of the new law hope it 
triggers a court case testing the legal basis for federal rules 
governing gun sales. 

"What we need here is for Montana to be able to handle 
Montana's business and affairs," bill sponsor Rep. Joel Boniek, a 
Republican and wilderness guide from Livingston, told fellow 
lawmakers during the bill's House debate. 

The "sovereignty" measure is one of many introduced by state 
lawmakers across the nation seeking to confront what some see as 
a federal overreach into state matters that will be extended with 
the national stimulus plan. 

Along with the "Made in Montana" gun bill, Montana 
legislators are considering a resolution that affirms the Tenth 
Amendment principle that the federal government only has those 
powers that are specifically given to it by the US Constitution. 

As many as 15 other Legislatures have also been mulling 
resolutions that buck federal control in states such as New 
Hampshire, South Carolina, Missouri, Oklahoma and Texas. 

Opponents of the state sovereignty bids, however, warn they 
could give legitimacy to the kind of anti-government ideas that 
fueled the militia movement in Montana and elsewhere. 

In Texas in mid-April, Gov. Rick Perry (R) joined state Rep. 
Brandon Creighton and sponsors of House Concurrent Resolution 
(HCR) 50 in support of states' rights under the 10th Amendment 
to the US Constitution. 

"I believe that our federal government has become oppressive 
in its size, its intrusion into the lives of our citizens, and its 
interference with the affairs of our state," Perry said. "That is why 
I am here today to express my unwavering support for efforts all 
across our country to reaffirm the states' rights affirmed by the 
Tenth Amendment to the US Constitution. I believe that returning 
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to the letter and spirit of the US Constitution and its essential. 
Tenth Amendment will free our state from undue regulations, and 
ultimately strengthen our Union." 

Although Oklahoma Gov. Brad Henry vetoed similar 
legislation in late April, state House members on May 4 again 
approved by a 73-22 vote a resolution claiming Oklahoma's 
sovereignty. 

Unlike House Joint Resolution 1003, House Concurrent 
Resolution 1028 does not need the governor's approval. It now 
goes to the Senate. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 
 

ID governor signs ‘parking lot' bill 
On May 1, HB-287 was signed into law by Gov. C.L. "Butch" 

Otter (R). HB-287, the "Employer Liability Act," sponsored by 
state Rep. Jeff Thompson (R-33rd Dist.), will remove an 
employer's liability for any accident related to a lawfully-stored 
firearm, provided employer does not adopt a policy prohibiting 
its employees from keeping their firearms locked in their vehicles 
while parked on company property. If the employer were to 
institute a policy that prohibits employees from storing lawfully-
owned firearms in their private vehicles while at work, they will 
still be held liable. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2009 

 

USSA Animal Rights Alert: 
U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance is reporting another “Fishy” 

Stunt by PETA (6/10/09) 
  

PETA wants to start buying lighthouses and convert them into 
"fish empathy centers." 
PETA has let the National Park Service (NPS) know that it like 
to purchase several lighthouses including ones in Michigan, New 
Jersey, and Wisconsin so they can used to let people know that 
fish have emotions, personalities and feel pain.  
Unsurprisingly, the NPS hasn’t responded. 
http://www.ussportsmen.org/Page.aspx?pid=2023&srctid=1&erid
=3175233 

 

CCRKBA --NEWS RELEASE 
June 04, 2009 CCRKBA SAYS TENNESSEE 
LAWMAKERS ACTED CORRECTLY ON 

OVERRIDE 
      BELLEVUE, WA – Today’s override by the 
Tennessee Legislature of Gov. Phil Bredesen’s veto of a 
bill allowing law-abiding citizens to carry firearms into 
restaurants and bars that serve alcohol will help dispel the 
myth that armed citizens cannot be trusted in such 
environments, the Citizens Committee for the Right to 
Keep and Bear Arms stated. 
      The new statute retains the prohibition against armed 
citizens actually consuming alcohol, and it also allows 
restaurants to ban guns in their establishments. It takes 
effect on July 14 following a bipartisan 21-9 override vote 
in the Senate Thursday. 
      “For years, the gun prohibitionist lobby has 
perpetuated a sense of fear against armed citizens in 

various public venues, including restaurants,” said 
CCRKBA Chairman Alan Gottlieb. “Yet in Washington 
State, where the Citizens Committee is headquartered, it 
has been legal for many years to carry firearms in 
restaurants that serve alcohol, and it has not resulted in the 
kind of violence predicted by opponents of the Tennessee 
measure. 
      “We are in agreement with Senator Doug Jackson,” he 
continued, “who correctly told reporters that this bill has 
been falsely portrayed as creating a threat to public safety 
and that is nonsense. We believe that, given time, the 
public will realize that all of the inflammatory rhetoric was 
nothing more than a campaign of manufactured hysteria.” 
      Seventeen Republicans and four Democrats voted for 
the override, while nine Democrats opposed it.  
      “Licensed citizens all across the country exercise their 
right of self defense while dining in restaurants that serve 
alcohol,” noted CCRKBA Legislative Director Joe 
Waldron. “These citizens are a model of constraint. It will 
be no different in Tennessee.” 

 
May 27, 2009 OBAMA’S COURT NOMINATION 

VALIDATES AMERICA’S RUSH TO BUY FIREARMS 
      BELLEVUE, WA – President Barack Obama’s nomination 
of Judge Sonia Sotomayor to replace retiring Justice David 
Souter on the U.S. Supreme Court validates the concerns of 
millions of American citizens who have been rushing to gun 
shops for the past seven months, fearing their Second 
Amendment rights are in jeopardy, the Citizens Committee for 
the Right to Keep and Bear Arms said today. 
      Judge Sotomayor was part of a Second Circuit Court panel 
that ruled in January that the Second Amendment does not apply 
to the states, in Maloney v. Cuomo. That is in direct conflict with 
a Ninth Circuit opinion earlier this spring in Nordyke v. King that 
the Second Amendment is incorporated to the states, and 
therefore does place limits on states’ ability to regulate the 
individual right to keep and bear arms. 
      “Starting literally last Nov. 4 and every day since,” noted 
CCRKBA Chairman Alan Gottlieb, “concerned Americans, many 
who had never before owned a firearm, have been crowding into 
gun shops. Their concerns that the Obama administration may 
somehow try to destroy Second Amendment rights have certainly 
been affirmed with the nomination of Judge Sotomayor to the 
Supreme Court. 
      “Sure, Congress has turned a cold shoulder to renewal of the 
ban on semiautomatic sporting rifles,” he continued, “and the 
president did sign the guns-in-parks bill, but only because he had 
to in order to save his credit card legislation.  
      “But a Supreme Court justice is a president’s legacy,” 
Gottlieb observed. “Judge Sotomayor would become a justice for 
life, and her anti-Second Amendment position would continue 
affecting her decisions long after Obama is gone from the White 
House.  
      “A Supreme Court nominee’s philosophy generally reflects 
the philosophy of the president that nominates them,” Gottlieb 
concluded. “Judge Sotomayor’s position on the Second 
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Amendment is a clear signal that Mr. Obama’s claim that he 
supports gun rights is nothing but lip service from a man who 
consistently argued and voted against those rights in the Illinois 
Senate and the U.S. Senate. American gun owners have every 
reason to oppose this nomination, and let their senators know 
why.”  

 

NSSF Bullet Points --  05-26-2009 

Legal & Legislative 
• PRESIDENT OBAMA NAMES SUPREME 

COURT NOMINEE . . . President Obama has 
nominated federal appellate court judge Sonia 
Sotomayor to the U.S. Supreme Court to replace 
retiring Justice David Souter. Judge Sotomayor sits on 
the New York-based U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit. She was part of a three-judge panel 
that ruled earlier this year in the case Maloney v. 
Cuomo that the Second Amendment does not apply to 
the states. The Maloney case may be heard by the 
U.S. Supreme Court, particularly in light of last 
month's San Francisco-based Ninth Circuit's decision 
in Nordyke v. King that reached the opposite 
conclusion and applied the Second Amendment to the 
states. "There is a very real possibility that the 
Supreme Court could revisit the Second Amendment 
in its next term," said NSSF Senior Vice President 
and General Counsel Lawrence G. Keane. Justice 
Souter was in the minority in the Heller decision and 
would have ruled against finding an individual right 
to keep and bear arms in the Second Amendment. 
NSSF is researching Judge Sotomayor's judicial 
record in other firearms-related cases to see how she 
might rule as a justice of the Supreme Court. 

• GUNS-IN-PARKS LAW TO TAKE EFFECT IN 
FEBRUARY . . . A new law allowing the concealed 
carry of firearms in national parks was signed by 
President Obama on Friday. The measure was 
included in a credit-card industry reform bill. Because 
the credit-card law won't take effect until nine months 
after it was signed, the new firearms law will take 
effect in late February, the Associated Press reports. 

• URGE SENATE AND HOUSE SUPPORT FOR 
TAX REFORM BILL . . . Legislation currently in 
the U.S. Senate (S. 632) and House of Representatives 
(HR 510) to rectify a longstanding inequity in the 
frequency with which firearms and ammunition 
manufacturers pay a federal excise tax -- to aid 
conservation efforts -- needs your immediate support. 

• MICROSTAMPING BILL INTRODUCED IN 
WISCONSIN . . . Firearms microstamping has been 
introduced in the Wisconsin General Assembly. NSSF 
will lead the fight to oppose this legislation to 

mandate this flawed technology. "Microstamping 
legislation not only threatens law-abiding gun owners 
but directly interferes with our industry's ability to 
supply law enforcement officers and the military with 
high-quality firearms," said NSSF Senior Vice 
President and General Counsel Lawrence G. Keane. 

More News 

• MEXICO DATA OVERSTATE WEAPONS 
TRACED TO U.S. . . . The El Paso Times reports 
that Mexican authorities have only provided ATF 
with serial numbers for less than a third of the 
weapons that were seized since 2006 when the 
crackdown against the drug cartels began. The article 
asserts that Mexican authorities handpicked which 
firearms were traced. One skeptic said that most of 
the seized firearms were not traced because of 
corruption in Mexico. Regardless whether that claim 
is true, ATF says that the firearms that have been 
successfully traced were on average originally sold at 
retail about 14 years ago. That a high percentage of 
firearms successfully traced turn out to have been sold 
in the United States should come as no surprise since 
federal law requires markings on firearms so they can 
be traced through interstate commerce. It is like 
tracing cars on a Ford dealership and finding out they 
are mostly Ford vehicles. 

 

SAF --NEWS RELEASES 
 

SAF APPEALS CHICAGO CASE TO U.S. 
SUPREME COURT 

June 09, 2009 BELLEVUE, WA – The Second Amendment 
Foundation today appealed its lawsuit against the City of 
Chicago’s handgun ban to the United States Supreme Court. 
      The case, which began as McDonald v. City of Chicago and 
is now consolidated with a similar lawsuit filed by the National 
Rifle Association, was filed last year within an hour of the 
Supreme Court’s landmark Second Amendment ruling in District 
of Columbia v. Dick Anthony Heller. 
      In the Chicago case – which can be followed at 
www.chicagoguncase.com – SAF is asking the Supreme Court 
for a definitive ruling that the Second Amendment right to keep 
and bear arms is incorporated against the states by the Fourteenth 
Amendment’s Privileges or Immunities or Due Process clauses. 
Earlier this year, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals in San 
Francisco ruled that the Second Amendment is incorporated as a 
limit on state and local governments. 
      “We know we are going to win this case,” said SAF founder 
Alan M. Gottlieb. “States should not be able to take away rights 
guaranteed by the federal constitution.” 
      “Like any other citizen,” said plaintiff Otis McDonald, “I 
would like to be able to protect myself from drug dealers and 
gang bangers who make it almost impossible to even go to the 
grocery store.” 
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      A Seventh Circuit Appeals Court panel ruled against the 
plaintiffs recently based on a century-old case, prompting this 
appeal. SAF is joined in its lawsuit by the Illinois State Rifle 
Association and four Chicago residents. SAF and ISRA are 
represented by attorney Alan Gura of Virginia, who argued the 
Heller case before the Supreme Court, and Chicago attorney 
David G. Sigale. 
      “The only reason we have not already won,” Gottlieb stated, 
“is that the lower courts have felt bound by antiquated precedents 
and are waiting for the Supreme Court to issue a ruling that 
respects the Second Amendment as a normal part of the Bill of 
Rights.”  
 

Sotomayor Nomination an Obama Slap at 
Second Amendment 

May 26, 2009 BELLEVUE, WA – The nomination of Second 
Circuit Court Judge Sonia Sotomayor to replace retiring Justice 
David Souter on the U.S. Supreme Court is a slap at gun rights 
and the Second Amendment, the Second Amendment Foundation 
said today. 
      Judge Sotomayor, a New York native, ruled on a Second 
Circuit Appeals Court panel that the Second Amendment is not a 
fundamental right and does not apply to the states in the case of 
Maloney v. Cuomo. This ruling is in direct conflict with a Ninth 
Circuit Court ruling in the Nordyke v. King case in California 
that the Second Amendment is incorporated through the due 
process clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. 
      “While Democrats in Congress have been making great 
strides in the gun rights arena, refusing to consider a renewal of 
the Clinton gun ban, and offering overwhelming bipartisan 
support for legislation allowing citizens to carry firearms in 
national parks, President Obama just demonstrated that he prefers 
judges who oppose Second Amendment rights,” said SAF 
founder Alan M. Gottlieb. 
      Incorporation may be taken up by the high court during its 
next session beginning in October, because attorneys in the 
Maloney case plan to appeal in late June. 
      “If the Maloney appeal is accepted by the Supreme Court,” 
Gottlieb wondered, “would Justice Sotomayor – provided she is 
confirmed – recuse herself from deliberations?” 
      Judge Sotomayor has written an opinion that declined to 
order the release of certain information under the Freedom of 
Information Act. In one case, according to SCOTUS blog, she 
wrote that the “unwarranted invasion of privacy” for individuals 
whose names would be release under an FOIA request 
outweighed the public interest. 
      “Would a Justice Sotomayor be just as protective of the 
privacy rights of concealed carry permit holders if a newspaper 
wanted to publish that information,” Gottlieb asked. “We hope 
that during Senate confirmation hearings, someone asks about her 
positions on incorporation and the privacy rights of gun owners. 
The Second Amendment needs to be expanded, not eviscerated.” 
 

Gun Owners of America  NEWS RELEASES: 

Gun Owners of America E-Mail Alerts 
8001 Forbes Place, Suite 102, Springfield, VA 22151 
Phone: 703-321-8585 / FAX: 703-321-8408 

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

Obama Picks Anti-gun Judge for the 
Supreme Court-- Time to start contacting 

your Senators right away 
 
Friday, May 29, 2009--Unless you've taken a very long 
Memorial Day vacation, you've no doubt heard the big 
news. 

President Obama has picked an anti-gun radical to 
replace Justice David Souter on the Supreme Court. 

Obama's pick is Judge Sonia Sotomayor, who is 
currently on the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Second District.  There she has 
racked up an anti-Second Amendment record and has 
displayed contempt for the rule of law under the 
Constitution. 

The Heller decision put the Supreme Court in support 
of the Constitutional protection of the individual right to 
keep and bear arms.  Sotomayor, a politically correct lover 
of centralized government power (as long as she is part of 
the power elite), immediately went into counter-attack 
mode against the Heller decision. 

Sotomayor was part of a three-judge panel earlier this 
year which ruled in Maloney v. Cuomo that the Second 
Amendment does not apply to the states.  As she and her 
cohorts claimed, the Supreme Court has not yet 
incorporated the states under the Second Amendment.  
Until then, she believes, the Second only applies to the 
District of Columbia. 

This is pure judicial arrogance -- something Sotomayor 
relishes (as long as she is one of the ruling judges).  In fact, 
protection of the right to keep and bear arms was a major 
objective for enactment of the Fourteenth Amendment, as 
recently freed slaves were being disarmed and terrorized in 
their neighborhoods. 

But Sotomayor disdains this important right of 
individuals, as indicated by an earlier opinion from 2004.  
In United States v. Sanchez-Villar, she stated that "the 
right to possess a gun is clearly not a fundamental right." 

Sotomayor has held very anti-gun views, even as far 
back as the 1970s. 

Fox Cable News reported yesterday that in her senior 
thesis at Princeton University, she wrote that America has 
a "deadly obsession" with guns and that the Second 
Amendment does not guarantee an individual right to 
firearms ownership. 

Sotomayor's Second Amendment views go hand in 
hand with her politically correct views on the law and the 
role of judges. 

In a speech given at Duke University in 2005, she made 
it abundantly clear that judges are involved in making 
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policy.  Realizing that this did not sound very judicial 
(even though most judges act on this basis), Sotomayor 
tried to laugh off her brazen admission: "I know this is on 
tape and I should never say that, [audience laughing], 
because we don't make law -- I know.  Um, okay. I know, 
I'm not promoting it, I'm not advocating it."  The audience 
continued to laugh.  They got the joke. 

But Sotomayor's joke will be on us and our liberties if 
she gets confirmed to the Supreme Court.  And that is why 
we need to start contacting our Senators early and often, 
urging them to vote against this dangerous nomination. 

 

ACTION:  Please contact your two Senators and urge 
them to oppose the nomination of Judge Sonia Sotomayor 
to the U.S. Supreme Court.  You can go to the Gun Owners 
Legislative Action Center at 
http://www.gunowners.org/activism.htm to send your 
Senators the pre-written e-mail message below. 
 

----- Pre-written letter ----- 
Dear Senator: 
 

If you cherish the Second Amendment and agree that it 
protects an individual right to keep and bear arms -- as 
stated by the recent Heller decision -- then you must vote 
against Judge Sonia Sotomayor. 

This choice for the Supreme Court is totally 
unacceptable!  Consider a partial rendering of her anti-gun 
record: 

* Sotomayor ruled in United States v. Sanchez-Villar 
(2004) that "the right to possess a gun is clearly not a 
fundamental right." 

* Sotomayor was part of a three-judge panel earlier this 
year which ruled in Maloney v. Cuomo that the Second 
Amendment does not apply to the states.  This makes her 
more liberal than the Ninth Circuit, which stated in April 
that the Second Amendment does apply to the states. 

* Sotomayor has held very anti-gun views, even as far 
back as the 1970s. 

Fox Cable News reported on May 28 that in her senior 
thesis at Princeton University, she wrote that America has 
a "deadly obsession" with guns and that the Second 
Amendment does not guarantee an individual right to 
firearms ownership. 

I will consider a vote in favor of Sotomayor as the most 
anti-gun vote a Senator could cast.  To send an anti-gun 
liberal judge to the Supreme Court for the rest of her life is 
to establish "legislation without representation."  After all, 
she says that the courts are where policy is made, and once 
she's there, we'll never be able to vote her out. 

Again, please vote against this dangerous nomination. 
Sincerely, 

 

Victory at Last-- National Park Service 
Gun Ban Repealed! 

 
"Gun Owners of America was the most consistent and loudest 

voice on Capitol Hill in support of the effort to repeal the 

National Park Service gun ban." -- Sen. Tom Coburn (R-OK) 

 

Wednesday, May 20, 2009  --  Good news!  The U.S. House of 
Representatives passed a bill today that included an amendment 
to repeal the gun ban on National Park Service (NPS) land and 
wildlife refuges. 

The amendment, sponsored by Senator Tom Coburn (R-OK) 
and attached to a credit card industry reform bill, passed the 
House overwhelmingly by a vote of 279-147. 

For decades, law-abiding citizens have been prohibited from 
exercising their Second Amendment rights on NPS land and 
wildlife refuges, even if the state in which the land is located 
allows carrying firearms. 

With some limited exceptions for hunting, the only way to 
legally possess a firearm anywhere in a national park is by having 
it unloaded and inaccessible, such as locked up in an automobile 
trunk.  A Bush administration regulation partially reversed the 
ban, but that action was singlehandedly negated recently by an 
activist judge in Washington, D.C.  The Department of Interior 
decided not to appeal that ruling. 

Senator Coburn believes, like you do, that Americans should 
not be forced to sacrifice their Second Amendment rights when 
entering NPS land and wildlife refuges. 

GOA worked with Coburn on an amendment that simply 
allows for state and local laws -- instead of unelected bureaucrats 
and anti gun activist judges -- to govern firearm possession on 
these lands. 

The anti-gun leadership in both the House and Senate went 
berserk and fought to keep the Coburn amendment from being 
attached to the underlying bill.  Sparks were flying on the floor of 
the House of Representatives today. 

Anti-gun Rep. Carolyn McCarthy (D-NY) whined that a "very 
good" credit card bill had been "hijacked" by the Coburn 
amendment.  To this, Rep. 

Rob Bishop (R-UT) pointed out that gun control is the policy 
of tyrants, as evidenced by the British attempt to confiscate 
firearms at Lexington and Concord in 1775. 

Congressional leaders and entrenched bureaucrats have 
fought GOA over the NPS gun ban for the past eight years. 

But your activism has finally broken through.  The late 
Senator Everett Dirksen said, "When I feel the heat, I see the 
light!"  Well, you have applied a lot of heat.  Members of 
Congress know that they oppose your Second Amendment rights 
at their own peril. 

As it stands today, both houses of Congress have now passed 
the Coburn amendment -- and President Obama is expected to 
sign the provision into law (only because it is part of a larger 
credit card bill that he really wants). 

So, congratulate yourself for winning this long, hard battle.  
GOA was the leading, and often only, national gun group 
involved in this fight. 

You involvement was absolutely vital to achieving this win. 
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Of course, many more battles lie ahead.  President Obama 
continues to push for the Senate to ratify massive international 
gun control treaties.  There is a battle over a Supreme Court 
nominee coming up. 

Anti-gun zealots in Congress are aggressively pushing to 
renew the Clinton gun ban and close down gun shows. 

And as the health care debate picks up steam in the coming 
weeks and months, GOA is battling efforts to create a 
computerized national healthcare database.  Such a database can 
be used to deny people their Second Amendment rights in the 
same way that so many veterans have lost their gun rights based 
only on the diagnoses of a doctor for things like combat-related 
stress. 

GOA will be calling for action on these and other Second 
Amendment issues as they move through Congress. 

In the meantime, have a safe Memorial Day as we remember 
those who gave the ultimate sacrifice so that America would 
remain "Land of the Free." 
 

News links  
09-06-04 Gun Found With Penn Hills Student Reported 
Stolen 
  Penn Hills police are investigating after a middle school student 
was found with a loaded gun in her bag. 
   It was discovered Thursday morning when the 11-year-old sixth 
grader tried to pass through a metal detector at the entrance to 
Linton Middle School. 
   The 9mm gun was loaded and the safety was off, but there was 
no bullet in the chamber. 
   The gun was found inside the girl's plastic swimming bag. She 
told police she does not know how the gun got into her bag.  
   "It's our understanding that she gave the impression that she 
had no idea what was going on," said Chief Howard Burton, of 
the Penn Hills Police Department. "So, it's very possible that she 
didn't know the gun was in the bag; but again, the investigation 
has to continue." 
   The gun was reported stolen from Uniontown, Fayette County 
   School officials say school policy allows the student to be 
expelled, but no decision has been made. Meanwhile, police are 
continuing an investigation. 
   There was also an incident at Penn Hills High School this 
morning. 
   The police chief says a 17-year-old male student was standing 
in a hallway talking on a cell phone, which is against school 
policy. 
    A police officer patrolling the halls told the student to get off 
the phone, but the student refused. 
  Two officers tried to escort the student to the principal's office, 
but the student resisted. 
   Police "dry tased" him and are planning to file charges against 
him. 
http://kdka.com/local/school.gun.student.2.1031227.html 
 

09-06-04 Inmate found with pellet gun 
   SUNBURY — A pellet pistol was found on an inmate brought 
into the Northumberland County Prison Tuesday. 

  Warden Ralph “Rick” Reish said prison staff were searching an 
incoming inmate and found pellet gun on him after he was 
brought into the North Second Street jail on a drug-related 
offense. 
   Reish would not identify the inmate, the arresting officer or law 
enforcement agency involved. He said the pistol was still in the 
custody of the jail as of Wednesday, but would be turned over to 
the arresting department so charges can be pursued..  
http://www.dailyitem.com/0100_news/local_story_155075624.ht
ml 
 

09-06-04 Wilkinsburg council approves missing firearm 
ordinance 
     Wilkinsburg lawmakers approved an ordinance Wednesday 
night that would penalize gun owners who fail to report to police 
their weapon has been lost or stolen within 24 hours. 
   If Mayor John Thompson signs it into law as expected, the 
borough would join Pittsburgh and five other Pennsylvania towns 
that have passed controversial rules designed to crack down on 
gun straw purchasers. 
    In two high-profile cases, the National Rifle Association has 
filed lawsuits to overturn versions of the law approved by 
Pittsburgh and Philadelphia city councils. Attorneys for the NRA 
have argued that state law, which regulates the "sale and transfer 
of firearms," overrides any city gun ordinances. The state 
Legislature failed to pass lost or stolen gun ban last year. 
   Wilkinsburg Councilwoman Denise Edwards said the specter of 
an NRA lawsuit doesn't intimidate her. 
   "You can't let the NRA drive the agenda for street safety," said 
Edwards, who joined in the 6-0 vote to pass the ordinance. "I 
think many Pennsylvania elected officials are coming to the 
conclusion that we have to take action to stem the amount of 
violence." 
    Wilkinsburg's ordinance differs slightly from Pittsburgh's 
version. 
  It offers first-time offenders an opportunity take gun safety 
training classes, potentially as a way to avoid a $500 fine and 
permanent criminal record if a judge approves, Edwards said. 
    Pittsburgh's version doesn't offer safety training. Subsequent 
offenses in both ordinances carry potential fines of $1,000 and 90 
days in jail. 
   In addition to Philadelphia and Pittsburgh, Allentown, 
Pottsville, Reading and Harrisburg have passed laws penalizing 
those who don't report lost or stolen guns.  
http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/breaking/s_
628168.html 
 

09-06-03 Run on guns boosts wildlife fund 
   Gun sales have surged in the past six months. Some attribute 
the increase to worries Barack Obama will push through tougher 
gun laws. Others say it’s merely one part of a broader trend 
toward survivalist tendencies and that has arisen with the souring 
of the economy. 
   Regardless, for those worried about the run on guns, there’s 
another side: It turns out the increased production of guns and 
ammunition is sending more money into state wildlife lands.  
   Makers of firearms and ammunition pay a federal excise tax 
that amounts to 11 percent tax on long guns and 10 percent on 
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handguns. (The tax is also paid on optical gear such as gun 
scopes, and even camouflage clothing.) 
    According to a federal report, in the last three months of 2008, 
the amount of money paid into the fund spiked 31 percent, as 
compared to the year before. Nearly all of the increase was due to 
increased handgun production. State and federal background 
checks—required to purchase firearms—have seen similar 
increases and gun manufacturers have posted record sales. 
    It’s not just manufacturers seeing the increases. A 
representative of Central Coast Gun Shows, which puts on shows 
from Fresno to Paso Robles, said interest in the shows is higher 
than anything in the past 23 years. She said attendance at a recent 
show in Paso Robles was double past figures.  
  The excise tax money gets collected by the federal government 
and then distributed to state fish and wildlife departments 
  Blaine Nickens, staff services manager in the grants 
management branch for the California Department of Fish and 
Game, said excise tax meant about $8.1 million in federal dollars 
last year. The bulk of the money gets spent on the maintenance 
and development of the state’s wildlife areas.  
   Locally, the nearest beneficiaries of the fund are in the San 
Joaquin Valley. The Mendota and Los Banos Wildlife Areas 
have received money. Those areas are hunting areas, but are also 
widely used by non-hunters.  
  Portions of the money also get spent on hunter education efforts 
and wildlife studies and inventories—the sort of studies that help 
the department decide game limits.  
   “It goes toward helping unit biologists and statewide planners 
determine the health and status of game populations,” Nickens 
said. “That also provides information to the commission as to 
setting seasons and bag limits for these different game animals.” 
    California, however, doesn’t get as large a share of the gun 
money as other states. States must provide a 25 percent match for 
the money and Nickens said the state could take in more federal 
money if it offered more of a match. Also, the allocations are 
based on a calculation using the amount of land available in a 
state and hunting license sales. License sales in California have 
been declining in recent years.  
  The gun sales have risen in the wake of National Rifle 
Association ads warning that Obama may seek significant tax 
increases on ammunition. A press release sent by National 
Shooting Sports Foundation places the cause squarely on 
Obama’s election 
   It may take a while for the state to see a benefit from the surge.  
   The most recent allocation comes from the federal fiscal year, 
which ended in September. It still shows a 9 percent increase 
from the previous year, but doesn’t represent the more recent 
increases. 
http://www.newtimesslo.com/news/2695/run-on-guns-boosts-
wildlife-fund/ 

 
09-06-03 Appeals court upholds Chicago's strict gun laws 
    Decision by the U.S. 7th Circuit Court of Appeals sets the 
stage for a Supreme Court battle over whether the 2nd 
Amendment and its protection for gun owners extends to cities 
and states. 
   Reporting from Washington -- The U.S. 7th Circuit Court of 
Appeals on Tuesday upheld strict gun control ordinances in 

Chicago and suburban Oak Park, Ill., setting the stage for a 
Supreme Court battle over whether the 2nd Amendment and its 
protection for gun owners extends to state and municipal laws. 
    In a 3-0 decision, the judges said they were bound by legal 
precedents that held the 2nd Amendment applied only to federal 
laws. Judge Sonia Sotomayor, President Obama's nominee to the 
Supreme Court, in January joined a three-judge panel in New 
York that came to the same conclusion. Last week, activists cited 
that decision in calling her an "anti-gun radical." 
    Tuesday's decision in the Chicago case was written by Judge 
Frank H. Easterbrook and joined by Judges Richard A. Posner 
and William J. Bauer. All three were Republican appointees. 
     One of the lawyers for the Chicago gun owners said he 
planned to appeal the case to the Supreme Court. 
    Last year, the high court in a 5-4 decision said the 2nd 
Amendment "right to keep and bear arms" protects an 
individual's right to have a gun for self-defense. Before, many 
judges had said the amendment protected only a state's right to 
maintain a militia. Though the case gained wide attention, the 
ruling struck down a handgun ban only in the District of 
Columbia, a federal enclave. The justices did not decide whether 
the 2nd Amendment applied the same way throughout the 
country. 
   Until the middle of the 20th century, most parts of the Bill of 
Rights applied only to the federal government, not to states or 
localities. In a step-by-step process, however, the high court 
decided that most of the rights in the Bill of Rights were 
fundamental to liberty and, therefore, limit the action of states 
and municipalities. 
    There are exceptions. For example, the 5th Amendment says 
persons can be charged with a serious crime only by "indictment 
of a grand jury," but this right was not extended to the states.  
   Gun-rights advocates have been focused on the issue since last 
year's high court ruling. 
     "We believe it is time for this issue to be decided," said Alan 
Gura, a Virginia lawyer who won the D.C. gun case last year. He 
said he would file a petition in the Supreme Court seeking a 
review of the Chicago ruling. 
     Gura represented four gun owners who are challenging the 
near ban on private handguns in Chicago. In April, the U.S. 9th 
Circuit Court of Appeals in San Francisco came to the opposite 
conclusion on the 2nd Amendment. Its judges said that because 
the right to bear arms is a fundamental right, it should apply to 
local and state ordinances. 
   Easterbrook questioned whether lower courts should make such 
a leap. 
    "Federalism is an older and more deeply rooted tradition than 
is the right to carry any particular kind of weapon," he wrote. 
Deciding what is a fundamental right is "for the justices rather 
than a court of appeals, " he said. 
   The high court will not consider an appeal in the Chicago case 
until the fall. By then, Sotomayor may well be one of the justices 
considering the issue. 
    "This ruling is significant because it means that we can 
continue to enforce our gun ordinance while this case 
progresses," said Jennifer Hoyle, spokeswoman for Chicago's 
Law Department, said in a written statement. 
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   "We recognize, though, that this fight is not over, and we are 
prepared to go to the Supreme Court if the court agrees to take 
the case," she added, noting that in the Washington, D.C., case, 
the Supreme Court determined that "reasonable" gun restrictions 
would pass constitutional muster. 
   In December, Chicago Mayor Richard M. Daley said he was 
looking at less-sweeping gun control measures in the wake of the 
D.C. ruling. Daley specifically referred to new laws in the 
nation's capital requiring gun owners to go through five hours of 
safety training, register their firearms every three years and 
undergo criminal background checks every six years. Hoyle 
could not immediately verify the status of those efforts. 
   Richard Pearson, executive director of the Illinois State Rifle 
Assn., said he predicted last year that the case would go to the 
Supreme Court. 
    "It was not unexpected," Pearson said. "The only surprise to 
this was it happened so quickly." Oral arguments were held 
before the 7th Circuit on May 26, he said. Typically, decisions 
come months after arguments are heard. 
    "They did say this case was better decided by the Supreme 
Court than the 7th Circuit," Pearson added, noting that the 
Supreme Court in previous Bill of Rights cases has extended 
federal interpretations to states and cities -- a step called 
"incorporation" in legal language.  
    Most of the other rights are incorporated, "so I see no reason 
why this won't be incorporated," he said. 
http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/la-na-gun-
rights3-2009jun03,0,1976638.story 
 

09-06-03 Kane board asked to support gun rights 
   GENEVA IL-- Kane County Board members are being asked to 
show their support for the 2nd Amendment. 
   A non-binding resolution supporting the 2nd Amendment will 
be presented to the board's Executive Committee today.  
   The measure was spurred on by the Illinois Pro 2A group, 
which wants each of Illinois' 102 counties to vote on resolutions 
"sending a message to legislators in Illinois that the supporting 
counties, Illinois gun owners and other supporters have had 
enough of the anti-gun legislation in Illinois," according to the 
group's Web site. 
    The Illinois Pro 2A push began with Pike County Board 
member Mark Mountain and Brown County Board member Jim 
Logsdon in March 2007. A short time later, the group formulated 
a template resolution that objects to proposed laws they said 
would stifle gun-owner rights. The group did not respond to an e-
mail request for information Tuesday. 
    Kane is one of seven Illinois counties that have not taken 
action on the resolution yet. According to Illinois Pro 2A, 90 
mostly rural counties have formally supported the resolution. It 
has failed five times. Kendall County passed the resolution last 
year in an 8-2 vote. 
   County Board attorney Ken Shepro said the version going 
before the committee today is "generalized" in comparison to the 
template, both of which were considered by the board's 
Legislative Committee. The resolution being presented in Kane 
essentially restates the 2nd Amendment's provisions, but takes no 
position on proposed laws in Illinois. 

   "County boards don't have much to do with gun control," 
Shepro said. "We'll put it on the agenda and see what happens." 
   Shepro said board Chairman Karen McConnaughay didn't 
respond to earlier overtures by the group to have such a 
resolution considered. He said the group eventually sent a letter 
to State Rep. Linda Chapa LaVia, D-Aurora, urging her to push 
the matter. 
   The Illinois State Rifle Association, which provides links to 
Illinois Pro 2A, endorsed McConnaughay in the 2008 primary 
election and listed Chapa LaVia as a "preferred" candidate in her 
state House race last year. 
http://www.suburbanchicagonews.com/beaconnews/news/160452
3,2_1_AU03_2NDAMEND_S1%1E090603.article 

 
09-06-03 Fallowfield woman charged with shooting husband 
   A Washington County woman was charged with shooting her 
husband during a dispute early today in Fallowfield. 
    State police charged Vickie Kubin, 35, with attempted 
homicide and other offenses. An affidavit filed to support the 
charges said she shot Mark Kubin as he was lying in bed at their 
home on Fox Stop Road shortly before 2 a.m. 
    The affidavit said responding troopers found Ms. Kubin 
holding a towel to Mr. Kubin's head and talking to a 911 
operator. A 9mm handgun was on the floor. 
   Troopers said Ms. Kubin told them she became upset during an 
argument and meant to fire the gun over her husband's head. 
    "I wanted to make my point known," troopers quoted her. 
  The victim was taken by helicopter to a Pittsburgh hospital. His 
condition was not available. 
   Ms. Kubin was arraigned by District Judge Larry Hopkins of 
Charleroi and jailed on $250,000 bond. 
Read more: "Fallowfield woman charged with shooting husband" 
- http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/09154/974675-
100.stm#ixzz0HUYRbrUN&A 
 

09-06-02 Brady Center asks Pittsburgh gun lawsuit be tossed 
   Attorneys with the Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence 
asked a judge Monday to throw out the National Rifle 
Association's lawsuit challenging Pittsburgh's controversial lost-
or-stolen gun ordinance. 
     The ordinance requires gun owners to tell police if their 
firearms have been lost or stolen within 24 hours of realizing that 
they are missing. 
    "This is an important ordinance to stop gun trafficking. The 
NRA and other plaintiffs haven't made even a basic case against 
it," said Daniel Vice, senior attorney with the Brady Center. 
   Yesterday was the deadline to ask Allegheny County Common 
Pleas Judge R. Stanton Wettick Jr. to dismiss the case before a 
trial to hear arguments. 
   In December, Pittsburgh City Council approved the ordinance 
in an attempt to use the criminal justice system to track and 
punish straw purchasers of weapons -- people who buy guns for 
felons prohibited from buying or owning them.  
    The Washington-based Brady Center joined with city Law 
Department attorneys to argue the NRA's lawsuit should be 
tossed because the ordinance hasn't been enforced, and therefore 
isn't "ripe" for judicial review.  
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   According to the court motion, none of the four gun-owning 
men named in the NRA's lawsuit has had a weapon lost or stolen 
since the ordinance passed. The men haven't said they would 
refuse to tell police if one of their weapons was lost or stolen. 
   The motion notes a judge threw out a NRA lawsuit last year 
challenging Philadelphia's lost-or-stolen gun ordinance. The 
NRA appealed that judge's decision to Commonwealth Court. 
   Meghan Jones-Rolla, a Downtown attorney representing the 
NRA, said the city lacks the authority to enforce the ordinance.  
   The state may regulate the sale or transfer of weapons, not 
Pennsylvania cities, according to state law.  
   "This clearly is ripe for adjudication, " Jones-Rolla said.  
   She noted that each man in the NRA's lawsuit is a gun owner, 
lives in the city and is essentially required by the ordinance to 
check on their weapons every 24 hours.  
   According to the ordinance, first-time violators face a $500 fine 
and a $1,000 fine or 90 days in jail for subsequent offenses. 
http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsburgh/s
_627760.html 
 

09-06-02 OUR VIEW | County Should Drop Its Parks Gun 
Ban 
PORT ORCHARD WA   Few issues are more closely scrutinized 
or passionately debated than gun ownership laws. That's 
understandable — many would say imperative — because gun-
related regulatory decisions can impact constitutional rights, 
public safety and the committing of violent crimes. 
     Above all, there should be absolute clarity about gun-related 
laws on the books, and about law officers' enforcement of them. 
   Because of that, Kitsap County's disorderly ambivalence about 
one of its own gun regulations seems deplorable. 
   On Sunday, local members of the Open Carry Movement held a 
gun-packin' protest picnic at Silverdale Waterfront Park, a county 
park. Attendees openly carried handguns, in flagrant violation of 
posted regulations prohibiting firearms at the park. And Kitsap    
 County Sheriff's deputies were on hand, in part to explain to 
others in the public why they weren't enforcing the park's posted 
gun ban. 
   Organizers of the event said because the local regulation is 
superseded by state law, they have a legal right to carry firearms 
in county parks, the county law is unenforceable, and it should be 
changed. 
   A majority of our editorial board agrees. Without addressing 
the broader issues of gun ownership and regulation, we feel the 
county should drop its gun ban in parks to bring clarity to how 
our law enforcement will do their jobs.  
   State law allows the open carrying of firearms, and specifically 
preempts and prohibits local ordinances that are more restrictive 
than the state's. Kitsap County not only has left its parks gun ban 
on the books, but continues to leave it publicly posted with other 
park regulations. Because the law isn't practically enforceable, 
county deputies appear to be showing disregard for the county's 
own law in public — and sending a muddied message to gun 
owners about what will be tolerated.  
   As one editorial board member said, "Gun laws aren't the type I 
want people to be guessing about." 
    This awkwardly conflicted situation also could leave some 
people wondering what others laws can be ignored. 

    With the peak season for park attendance upon us, county 
officials should immediately remove their parks' firearms ban, 
bringing them into conformity with state law. Leaving the invalid 
law in force and publicly posted it is an injustice, both to the 
public and to officers who are sworn to uphold the laws of Kitsap 
County. http://www.kitsapsun.com/news/2009/jun/02/our-view-
county-should-drop-its-parks-gun-ban/ 
 

09-06-01 Missouri Conceal carry permits could set record 
   Missourians are rushing to arm themselves with concealed 
weapons at a record pace so far this year. 
    Criminologists and law enforcement officials say the increase 
may be driven by fear of increased crime due to the recession and 
the perception of potential loss of gun rights from a new 
Democratic president. 
   "People just don't feel safe, whether it's with the political 
structure or the economic situation," said Noelle Fearn, assistant 
professor of sociology and criminal justice at St. Louis 
University. 
    In the St. Louis area, the surge is most marked in St. Charles, 
Warren, Lincoln and Jefferson counties, where applications for 
the first four months of 2009 are between 114 percent and 144 
percent higher than for the same period last year, according to 
data provided by sheriff's departments. 
     In St. Louis, applications are up 49 percent this year, and St. 
Louis County's have risen 53 percent. Illinois does not allow 
concealed carry.  
   In Missouri, no central database exists for new permits, but the 
Highway Patrol tracks the mandatory criminal background 
checks it performs for new applicants. 
   The patrol did 14,333 checks in 2004, the first year the permits 
were issued in Missouri. The number never came close until 
2008, when it spiked dramatically to 18,466. However, through 
the third week of May this year, the number of checks had 
already reached 14,088. Most applicants pass the background 
check and get a permit. 
     Warren County Sheriff Kevin Harrison said people in his 
community have told him they are fearful that as the economy 
gets worse, desperate people are going to try to take whatever 
they need. 
    "I think a lot of people are arming themselves, preparing for 
that encounter," he said. 
    Tim Schmidt, a spokesman for the United States Concealed 
Carry Association, said while overall gun sales are up, the 
increase in concealed carry shows that more people want to have 
a gun for personal protection outside the home.  
   Participants at a firearms class in Lincoln County last month 
expressed a variety of reasons for wanting to carry a concealed 
weapon. 
    Vicki McMichael, 46, of St. Charles, said news reports about 
the murder of five women during an armed robbery at a clothing 
store near Chicago last year caused her to start the process to 
carry concealed. 
   "I thought about how different the outcome would have been if 
one of them had a gun," she said. "It evens up the odds." 
    A sense of security on solo fishing trips to remote areas was on 
the mind of Nellie Williams, 48, of St. Charles. "At least now I've 
got something," she said.  
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   Michael Baldwin, 36, of Lake Saint Louis, said he wanted to be 
able to safeguard his family against all the violence in the world. 
    Ann Banks, 47, of Spanish Lake, said her father was a police 
officer who had always encouraged her to protect herself, but 
politics were another consideration. 
    "Obama is going to make things difficult, and people are just 
trying to prepare themselves for that," she said. 
    But Richard Rosenfeld, professor of criminology and criminal 
justice at the University of Missouri-St.Louis and co-author of 
"Crime and the American Dream," said the signals from the 
Obama administration are that it will continue to favor the 
firearm policies of the previous administration. 
    An example is recent passage of a provision to allow the 
carrying of firearms in federal parks, an extension of the policies 
of the previous administration, he said. 
     Lt. Chris Stocker, head of the Records Division of the St. 
Louis County Police Department, said many people have 
expressed concerns about how the change not only in the 
presidency but in Missouri governors could affect their right to 
bear arms. 
    "They're jumping on the bandwagon as quickly as possible 
believing that even if there were some major change, they would 
be grandfathered in," Stocker said. 
    Paul Bastean, who runs local gun safety classes for concealed 
carry applicants, said he gets e-mails several times a day about 
potential threats to gun ownership, especially the Blair Holt 
Firearm Licensing & Record of Sale Act, which would tighten 
licensing requirements. 
   The e-mails encourage gun owners to join groups like the 
National Rifle Association to help protect their rights. 
   Schmidt said his conceal carry group has grown by almost 34 
percent in the first quarter of 2009, more than double the usual 
growth. 
   "People that are into firearms and self-defense are afraid that 
their rights are going to be taken away from them, so they will go 
out and spend money and time on what they perceive to be 
securing those rights," he said. 
   Schmidt and Rosenfeld agreed that the increase in new permits 
appears to be happening in every state that allows concealed 
carry. No organization tracks the numbers nationally, but both 
said they had heard and read similar accounts from across the 
country. 
   Harrison of Warren County said he believes the trend is a sign 
of the times. 
   "I know people who have not put in gardens before who are 
now," he said.  
"People who didn't hunt before are, and they are freezing the 
meat. They're stockpiling guns and ammo, and it's for protection 
against those who would come and take what they've got." 
http://www.stltoday.com/stltoday/news/stories.nsf/stcharles/story/
B7DF59D6CA69E11D862575C7007D0BE5?OpenDocument 
 

09-06-01 Washington man pleads guilty to firearm violation 
in federal court 
     A Washington man pleaded guilty in federal court in 
Pittsburgh to violating federal firearm laws, prosecutors said. 

   Mark Bradford Yarbrough Sr., 42, was caught with a .45-
caliber Ruger pistol on Sept. 12, 2005, but is not allowed to have 
a gun because of a previous criminal conviction, prosecutors said. 
    U.S. District Judge Gary L. Lancaster scheduled sentencing for 
Sept. 4. The maximum sentence is 15 years in prison, a fine of 
$250,000, or both. 
http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/regional/s_6
27599.html 
 

09-05-31 Western Mass. dealers upset by bill that would 
target illegal guns by capping legal gun sales 
    An anti-violence bill that targets illegal guns by capping the 
number of legal gun sales is such a bad idea that it does not even 
rise to the standard apples-to-oranges comparison, says one 
Western Massachusetts gun dealer.  
   "It's apples to bananas," said David A. Stewart, owner of AAA 
Guns at 738 Main St. in West Springfield.  
    Stewart and other Second Amendment supporters are up in 
arms, so to speak, over Gov. Deval L. Patrick's bill, titled "An 
Act to Reduce Firearm Violence." The bill, which must be 
approved by the Legislature, was sent to the Joint Committee on 
the Judiciary for review. A hearing is set for July 14 at 1 p.m. in 
Gardner Auditorium at the Statehouse.  

"It is such a great insult to us that it is incomprehensible," 
said James L. Wallace, executive director of the Attelboro-based 
Gun Owners Action League.  
    The bill proposes new regulations that allow district attorneys 
authority to request no bail for felony firearm arrests, give 
licensing authorities access to the mental health records of 
firearms applicants, and bar anyone except people properly 
licensed from handling machine guns.  
    The machine-gun provision is a direct result of the fatal self-
inflicted accidental shooting of a 9-year-old boy at an automatic 
weapon exhibition at the Westfield Sportsman's Club in October.  
   But what has Wallace, Stewart and others most steamed is a 
proposal in the bill to ban anyone from purchasing more than one 

gun in any 30-day period.  
    Patrick, in his summary filed 
with the state Legislature, said the 
bill combats gun violence and 
illegal firearms by reducing the 
number of guns in circulation.  
   "It shrinks the supply of illegal 
guns by limiting gun buyers to one 
firearm per month," he wrote. The 
bill includes any type of firearm, 
including handguns, shotguns or 
hunting rifles.  

    The penalty would be a fine of up to $1,000 or up to 2 1/2 
years in jail for buyers, and up to $5,000 and 2 1/2 years in jail 
for licensed dealers.  
   The bill should be renamed to "The Lawful Citizens 
Imprisonment Act," Wallace said, "because that is what it does."  
     "If you buy two guns in one month and keep them locked up 
in your home, the government wants to put you in prison," he 
said.  
   Stewart said it is a meaningless, feel-good measure that 
punishes the law abiding while doing nothing to lawbreakers.  
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   "It's akin to saying that because I'm a drunk, you can only have 
one beer a week," he said.  
   Also it will add to the already high amount of state and federal 
paperwork he is required to keep for his business, and as an 
added bonus, it will require him to turn away some regular 
customers, he said.  
    But other than that, what's not to like?  
"It's the same old crap," he sighed.  
     State Public Safety Secretary Kevin M. Burke, at a recent 
meeting with the editorial board of The Republican, said the one-
gun-per-month proposal takes aim at "straw purchases." 
    A "straw purchase" is one in which people not authorized to 
own guns, such as minors or convicted felons, arrange for a 
middleman, also known as "a straw man," to purchase guns on 
their behalf. "Straw purchases" are already a federal crime, 
punishable by up to 10 years in prison. 
   "The biggest problem is the flood of guns coming onto the 
marketplace," Burke said. "Most of these guns used in crime in 
Massachusetts come from out of state." 
   Burke said the bill is admittedly "around the margins," but said 
it is a step in the right direction, especially "if we take a dozen or 
20, 30 or 50 guns off the street." 
    By limiting gun sales, it means fewer of those guns will make it 
into the hands of people who should not have guns, he said. 
   Burke, a former district attorney, also questioned where anyone 
could have "a legitimate need to purchase more than one gun a 
month." 
    Stewart said that if the state wants to curb gun violence, it 
should not go after people who follow the law but people who 
break it. 
   "Put them in jail!" he said. "I guarantee you there'll be less 
criminals on the street if you put them all in jail." 
http://www.masslive.com/news/index.ssf/2009/05/western_mass_
dealers_upset_by.html 
 

09-05-31 They're Breaking the Law — and Getting Away 
With It--SILVERDALE — WA  
   Gun-toting members of a firearms advocacy group took to 
Silverdale Waterfront Park on Sunday to protest a county 
ordinance that appears to be at odds with state law. 
Kitsap County bans firearms from its parks, despite state law that 
allows gun owners to carry arms in the open in most public 
places. 
    County sheriff's deputies saw no reason to interfere with local 
members of the national organization Opencarry.org, which 
organized the Silverdale protest, Kitsap County Sheriff's 
Spokesman Scott Wilson said. 
   At Sunday's event, Opencarry.org members gathered for a 
picnic while wearing guns on their hips. 
    "We are aware of the provisions of state law with regard to 
right to carry," Wilson said. "And the group in support of this 
right generally knows the law surrounding these issues." 
   Opencarry.org's Kitsap members held a picnic a year ago at 
Long Lake Park in South Kitsap. Several deputies attended, and 
no arrests were made. Nor were any "criminal issues" reported, 
Wilson said. 
    That leaves some members of the organization wondering what 
purpose the ordinance serves.  

    "If they're going to not enforce it," asked Opencarry.org 
member Samuel Cadle, "then why have it on the books? It needs 
to go." 
    Cadle said he and other have urged the county to change the 
ordinance, to no success. 
  "It gets stonewalled," Cadle said, "and nobody ever hears from 
(county officials) again." 
And thus the law remains on the books, although it has so far 
been ignored. 
   Kitsap County Deputy Prosecutor Chris Casad said his office 
would react to allegations of activists packing heat in county 
parks just as they do in other criminal investigations. 
"If we receive information, we'll evaluate and determine whether 
or not a crime is provable," he said. 
    The city of Bremerton once had a similar ordinance, but 
recently changed it to reflect state law, assistant city attorney Ken 
Bagwell said. The city council voted to scratch language banning 
handguns in parks from the Bremerton Municipal Code. 
   City officials decided state law takes precedence over city 
ordinances, although Bagwell noted that there are some 
exceptions. Cities and counties can prohibit the discharge of a 
firearm at a park, for instance. 
    In a lengthy opinion in October 2008, state Attorney General 
Rob McKenna agreed with that assessment. State law preempts 
"a city's authority to adopt firearms laws or regulations of 
application to the general public, unless specifically authorized 
by state law," McKenna wrote. 
   For now, the ordinance lives on in Kitsap County and 
Opencarry.org will continue trying to call attention to what 
members believe is an illegal ban. 
    Wearing a gun at a park might raise eyebrows, but that's part of 
what Opencarry.org is trying to do, according to James Milner of 
Port Orchard, who wrote a letter to Sheriff Steve Boyer last year 
and posted it on the organization's Web site. 
"... our purpose is to educate the public in general and the 
occasional ill informed Law Enforcement Officer, in particular, 
that the bad guys are not the only ones who carry guns," Milner 
wrote. http://www.kitsapsun.com/news/2009/may/31/theyre-
breaking-the-law-8212-and-getting-away-it/ 
 

09-05-31 Editorial OHIO Concealed carry without problems 
    The reasons might not be what you want to see happen, but 
Ohioans continue to exercise their restored right to carry 
concealed weapons. Critics of concealed carry legislation have 
been silent of late in Ohio, and with good reason. People who 
legally carry are responsible, law-abiding citizens who mean to 
protect themselves, not to harm other people. 
    Ohio Attorney General Richard Cordray reported last month 
that the first quarter of 2009 saw another increase in the number 
of people seeking concealed carry permits. County sheriff's 
offices issues 16,323 licenses in the first three months of the year, 
The Columbus Dispatch reported. That was a 139 percent 
increase over the first quarter of 2008, the second straight quarter 
the number of licenses had more than doubled. 
    If the first quarter's pace continues, this would be Ohio's 
busiest year for concealed-carry since the Legislature and Gov. 
Bob Taft finally restore this basic form of self-protection in 2004. 
Gun control advocates worried about the dangers of an armed 
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citizenry. That never became the case in the overwhelming 
majority of states where people could carry. And, no surprise, it 
has not been the case in Ohio. 
    Some gun owners have been unhappy with businesses that 
don't permit guns on their property. Their anger is misplaced. Just 
as gun owners have a right to carry concealed weapons, at least in 
public, property owners have a right to determine whether to 
allow certain things on that property, including guns. 
    Jim Irvine, chairman of the pro-gun group Buckeye Firearms 
Association, attributed the pace of people seeking gun permits to 
fears about crime in this weak economy and fear that the Obama 
administration might strengthen gun control laws. The fears about 
President Barack Obama are lessening, given everything he is 
trying to take on. Still, the large, struggling manufacturing sector 
suggests Ohio's hard times will go longer than the nation's, so 
expect some continued demand. 
    "The strong demand marks the eight consecutive quarters that 
licenses issued increased compared to the prior year," Irvine 
wrote in a column released last week. "License-holders, like gun 
owners in general, are not the extremists the anti-gun crowd tries 
to paint. They are honorable citizens who want protection from 
real dangers. They understand that police are not there to protect 
them from a rape or murder any more than they can prevent 
someone from running a red light. Responsible people wear a 
seat belt to protect themselves in a car accident, and they carry a 
gun to protect them from a criminal attack." 
http://www.limaohio.com/articles/carry-37885-gun-
concealed.html 
 

09-05-29 Boy, 7, Finds Loaded Gun In Washington County 
TGI Friday's 
   WASHINGTON, Pa. -- State police say a 7-year-old boy found 
a loaded handgun in the restroom of a southwestern Pennsylvania 
restaurant.  
    State Police Cpl. Lou Reda said the .357 Taurus was in the 
men's bathroom Wednesday afternoon at TGI Friday's in South 
Strabane Township, in Washington County.  
    Police took possession of the firearm, but no arrests have been 
made. http://www.wpxi.com/news/19599669/detail.html 
 

09-05-29 Obama's court pick, Sotomayor, keeps gun stocks 
soaring 
    President Obama's nomination of federal appeals court Judge 
Sonia Sotomayor to replace retiring Supreme Court Justice David 
Souter heralds yet another victory for gun-makers. Yes, you read 
that right. 
    Let me explain.  
   While most investors have been rightly focused on the crisis in 
the markets and economy lately, some Americans have been 
focusing on other political issues, namely the Second 
Amendment. 
   They wonder, will the Obama Administration and new Supreme 
Court nominee Sonia Sotomayor put the right to bear arms in 
jeopardy? Clearly, many think so, as evidenced by an increase in 
gun sales and an associated rally in gun stocks. 
   Indeed, two of my favorite gun stocks, Sturm Ruger & Co. 
(RGR) and Smith & Wesson (SWHC), rallied Thursday on the 
news of Sotomayor's nomination. But it's not just Sotomayor's 

nomination that has been lifting the gun-makers. The recession 
has helped, too. 
 Buying protection 
  You wouldn't think a recession as deep as the one we've been 
experiencing would be a boon to gun sales, but many citizens are 
arming themselves expressly because of the recession. You see, 
the recession has brought massive budget cuts to many 
municipalities. That means less fire and police protection. In 
response, gun sales are on the rise. 
    My response to this undercurrent is to recommend stocks that 
take advantage of the increase in gun sales.  
Two of my favorite stocks to buy now make guns. 
   Sturm Ruger & Co. (RGR) is one of the leaders in the space, 
producing products across the firearm spectrum. The company is 
enjoying growing sales at a time of recession due to the political 
undercurrent. I rate the stock an A or Strong Buy. 
    Smith & Wesson (SWHC) was made famous by Clint 
Eastwood’s, “Dirty Harry” character. Some poor management 
decisions helped push SWHC to under $2 per share prior to the 
election last November. 
   But post-election, the stock has doubled in value. I expect more 
of the same until the administration can definitively ease concern 
regarding the Second Amendment. 
I rate SWHC a B or Buy. 
   Another benefactor of the boom in gun sales is the sporting 
goods retail space. I have a good friend that owns a very small 
independent sporting goods shop. He can’t keep enough gun 
products on the shelves. 
   That bodes well for sporting goods superstore, Cabela’s (CAB). 
Retail sales have struggled during this recession, but gun sales are 
easing the pain for CAB. That, combined with expectations of 
economic recovery, have pushed CAB to pre-financial crisis 
levels. 
   I rate CAB a B or Buy. 
    The market is treading water due to the tug and pull of the 
inflation and deflation camps. The gun story though seems to be 
on a straight shot higher. Investors can benefit by following that 
trend 
http://blogs.moneycentral.msn.com/topstocks/archive/2009/05/29
/obama-and-supreme-court-nominee-sonia-sotomayor-send-gun-
stocks-soaring.aspx 
 

09-05-28 Germany Moves to Tighten Laws Over Gun 
Control 
   BERLIN -- Germany's cabinet approved legislation that would 
tighten gun restrictions, two months after a teenager shot and 
killed 12 people. 
   The law, which requires parliamentary approval, would mean 
stricter checks on weapons owners and a higher age limit for 
users of large-caliber weapons. 
   Calls for tougher laws followed the March 11 shooting spree in 
which Tim Kretschmer, 17 years old, used a pistol taken from his 
father's bedroom to kill students and teachers at his former school 
and elsewhere before he killed himself. 
   The Interior Ministry said the legislation also foresees an 
amnesty under which people could hand in illegally held weapons 
until the end of 2009. The government's plan calls for expanding 
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inspections to determine whether people with weapons licenses 
are locking up their guns at home securely, as required. 
   The gun Mr. Kretschmer used had been unsecured, but his 
father had a permit to own it and belonged to a local gun club. 
    Under the new law, the government plans to increase to 18 
from 14 the minimum age at which people can use large-caliber 
weapons at shooting clubs. 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB124343392124058697.html 
 

09-05-28 La. House to debate guns on campus 
   (AP) — BATON ROUGE, La. - Louisiana House members are 
set to debate a contentious proposal to allow concealed handguns 
on university campuses. 
    Floor debate is set for Thursday on a bill that would force 
public and private colleges in the state to allow people with 
concealed handgun permits to carry those weapons on the 
campuses, which are now so-called "gun-free" zones. 
    The sponsor is Rep. Ernest Wooton, a Belle Chasse 
Republican who believes his proposal will make college grounds 
safer. University officials disagree, and have lobbied heavily 
against the bill. 
On the Net: 
   House Bill 27 can be viewed at http://legis.state.la.us/ 
http://www.nola.com/newsflash/index.ssf?/base/national-
20/1243502536299100.xml&storylist=louisiana 
 

09-05-28 Student says CCAC is trying to thwart gun 
advocacy group 
   A Community College of Allegheny County student yesterday 
publicly accused the school of trying to stop her from organizing 
a group advocating the right to carry concealed firearms on 
campus. 
   Christine "Christa" Brashier, 24, of Squirrel Hill, who is 
studying to be an elementary school teacher, said she feels unsafe 
on the school's Allegheny campus and would like the right to 
carry a gun while on school property. 
    Ms. Brashier yesterday said she was trying to organize a 
CCAC chapter of the national group Students for Concealed 
Carry on Campus when she was summoned to a meeting April 24 
with student development staff. 
   She said she was told her efforts amounted to "soliciting," was 
ordered to destroy fliers she had created and warned she risked 
sanctions if she pursued the matter further on campus without the 
administration's OK. 
    Ms. Brashier contends that Yvonne Burns, a dean of student 
development at CCAC, told her during the meeting that, "You 
may want to discuss this topic but the college does not, and you 
cannot make us." 
   "I think I'm being deprived of a great many things," Ms. 
Brashier said in a phone interview. "Clearly my right to free 
speech is being infringed upon." 
Reached at home last evening, Ms. Burns referred questions on 
the matter to the college. 
   David Hoovler, a spokesman for CCAC, declined to respond to 
Ms. Brashier's specific allegations, saying the issues raised by the 
student and the advocacy group representing her -- Philadelphia-
based Foundation for Individual Rights in Education -- are under 
review by the college and the Allegheny County solicitor. 

    "Pending the full response, two brief points may be 
mentioned," the school said in a statement. "First, the student 
who was advocating creation of the group has never faced any 
disciplinary action from CCAC and remains in good standing at 
the college." 
  The statement also said the student is welcome to follow 
appropriate CCAC procedures to seek recognition of the 
proposed group. 
   "CCAC does not have any intention to limit the student's 
involvement in the group or her ability to discuss her own 
political viewpoint." http://www.post-
gazette.com/pg/09148/973334-53.stm 
 

09-05-28 Gun Supporters Say Colleges Trample Protest 
Rights 
     PITTSBURGH -- Colleges nationwide have unconstitutionally 
barred students from handing out literature, protesting and 
gathering in support of the right to carry weapons on campus, 
students and an advocacy group say.  
   Christine Brashier, a freshman at the Community College of 
Allegheny County near Pittsburgh, said a dean recently told her 
she had to stop distributing fliers for the group Students for 
Concealed Carry on Campus, which has chapters at many 
colleges, and destroy the pamphlets she had designed.  
    "I won't be forced into silence. I just wanted to start a student 
organization. I didn't think it was going to get this much 
attention," Brashier said. "It only got this attention because they 
stopped me. People don't like to hear about suppression of free 
speech."  
    Brashier is licensed to carry a concealed firearm but doesn't 
take it to school because CCAC, like most colleges and 
universities nationwide, does not allow weapons on campus. 
Some states explicitly ban students from carrying weapons on 
campus, while others -- like Pennsylvania -- allow the schools to 
set policy.  
   But since April 16, 2007, when Seung-Hui Cho went on a 
shooting rampage at Virginia Tech University, killing 32 people 
and injuring 17 before turning the gun on himself, more students 
have been advocating for the right to carry guns on campus, and 
state lawmakers have been tackling the issue, as well.  
   As a result, more universities and colleges have suppressed the 
rights of students to organize, said Robert Shibley, vice president 
of the Foundation for Individual Rights in Education, a 
Philadelphia-based nonprofit following the cases and writing 
letters protesting them.  
    FIRE has not taken any cases to court, but Shibley said the 
group has not ruled it out. FIRE's philosophy is to work with the 
universities to get them to independently change their policies.  
   In the case of Tarrant County College in Fort Worth, Texas, 
Shibley said he would not comment on whether FIRE would sue. 
But it's "always an option when constitutional rights are 
violated," he said.  
   In Tarrant County, students have been trying to hold an "empty 
holster" demonstration in the college's designated "Free Speech" 
zone. The college has repeatedly refused to allow the protest, 
though it has taken place at other campuses nationwide.  
  "That case is ongoing. They have not relented," Shibley said.  
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    Donna Darovich, the college's spokeswoman, said the students 
are permitted to voice their opinions in the "Free Speech" zone 
but will not be allowed to carry empty holsters anywhere on 
campus.  
    "We believe that it would be disruptive to the campus 
environment for people to be walking around with gun holsters," 
Darovich said.  
    However, Central Connecticut State University in New Britain 
allowed a gun holster protest on its campus last month. That was 
a month after the school was mired in publicity because a student 
was questioned by police after he gave a class presentation on 
gun rights that made a professor uncomfortable.  
   Mark McLaughlin, the university's spokesman, said that the 
student was not sanctioned and that the presentation did not affect 
his grade. The university, he said, was not suppressing the right 
of a student to express support for carrying a gun and has an 
active chapter of Students for Concealed Carry on Campus.  
    In Pittsburgh, FIRE sent a letter to the college stating concern 
about "the threats to freedom of speech and freedom of 
association." The "free distribution of noncommercial handbills 
is a quintessentially American tradition," FIRE said, noting that 
the Supreme Court has ruled it is unconstitutional to require prior 
permission for doing so.  
   Brashier's pamphlets say that while college campuses are 
generally safe, there are assaults, rapes and murders. By barring 
students from carrying guns, college campuses are "supermarkets 
for would-be rapists and mass murders," she wrote, mentioning 
the Virginia Tech shooting and the February 2008 shooting at 
Northern Illinois University, where a gunman killed five people.  
    The Pittsburgh college has declined to comment in detail 
because its solicitor is reviewing it. However, it said Brashier has 
not faced disciplinary action. The college is encouraging her to 
follow CCAC rules for organizing a campus group, including 
having 10 students interested in joining and finding a faculty 
adviser.  
   "CCAC does not have any intention to limit the student's 
involvement in the group or her ability to discuss her own 
political viewpoint," the statement said.  
   Brashier, who is studying to be an elementary school teacher, 
said when she completes her studies at CCAC in a year she will 
be continuing at Indiana University of Pennsylvania, a school that 
also bans students from carrying weapons on campus but does 
allow Students for Concealed Carry on Campus to remain active.  
   The group, Brashier said, tries to get university funding for 
education on firearms and for trips to the shooting range.  
   "I just wanted to open up discussion and debate on the topic. I 
didn't think it would be such a big deal," Brashier said. 
http://www.wpxi.com/news/19592173/detail.html 
 

09-05-28 Sotomayor Ruled That States Do Not Have to Obey 
Second Amendment 
  CNSNews.com) – Supreme Court nominee Sonia Sotomayor 
ruled in January 2009 that states do not have to obey the Second 
Amendment’s commandment that the right to keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed. 
   In Maloney v. Cuomo, Sotomayor signed an opinion of the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit that said the Second 

Amendment does not protect individuals from having their right 
to keep and bear arms restricted by state governments. 
    The opinion said that the Second Amendment 
only restricted the federal government from infringing on an 
individual's right to keep and bear arms. As justification for this 
position, the opinion cited the 1886 Supreme Court case 
of Presser v. Illinois. 
   “It is settled law, however, that the Second Amendment applies 
only to limitations the federal government seeks to impose on this 
right,” said the opinion. Quoting Presser, the court said, “it is a 
limitation only upon the power of Congress and the national 
government, and not upon that of the state.” 
    The Maloney v. Cuomo case involved James Maloney, who 
had been arrested for possessing a pair of nunchuks. New York 
law prohibits the possession of nunchuks, even though they are 
often used in martial arts training and demonstrations. 
   The meaning of the Second Amendment has rarely been 
addressed by the Supreme Court. But in the 2008 case of Heller 
v. District of Columbia, the high court said that the right to keep 
and bear arms was a natural right of all Americans and that the 
Second Amendment guaranteed that right to everyone. 
    The Second Amendment, the Supreme Court ruled, 
“guarantee(s) the right of the individual to possess and carry 
weapons in case of confrontation. The very text of the Second 
Amendment implicitly recognizes the pre-existence of the right 
and declares only that it ‘shall not be infringed.’” 
    “There seems to us no doubt,” the Supreme Court said, “that 
the Second Amendment conferred an individual right to keep and 
bear arms.” 
    Sotomayor, however, said that even though the Heller 
decision held that the right to keep and bear arms was a natural 
right--and therefore could not be justly denied to a law-abiding 
citizen by any government, federal, state or local--the Second 
Circuit was still bound by the 1886 case, because Heller only 
dealt indirectly with the issue before her court. 
    “And to the extent that Heller might be read to question the 
continuing validity of this principle, we must follow Presser 
because where, as here, a Supreme Court precedent has direct 
application in a case, yet appears to rest on reasons rejected in 
some other line of decisions, the Court of Appeals should follow 
the case which [it] directly controls.” 
    In its 2008 case, the Supreme Court’s took a different view 
of its own 1886 case, saying that Presser had no bearing on 
anything beyond a state’s ability to outlaw private militia groups. 
    “Presser said nothing about the Second Amendment’s meaning 
or scope, beyond the fact that it does not prevent the prohibition 
of private paramilitary organizations,” the court ruled. “This does 
not refute the individual-rights interpretation of the Amendment.” 
    The Second Amendment is the only part of the Bill of Rights 
that the Supreme Court has not specifically extended to the states 
through a process known as incorporation, which involves 
interpreting the Fourteenth Amendment to read that no state can 
deprive its citizens of federally guaranteed rights. 
     The Fourteenth Amendment reads, in part: “No State shall 
make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or 
immunities of citizens of the United States … nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” 
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    Sotomayor’s decision rejected the Fourteenth Amendment’s 
incorporation doctrine as far as Second Amendment was 
concerned, saying any legislation that could provide a 
“conceivable” reason would be upheld by her court. 
    “We will uphold legislation if we can identify some reasonably 
conceived state of facts that could provide a rational basis for the 
legislative action. Legislative acts that do not interfere with 
fundamental rights … carry with them a strong presumption of 
constitutionality,” the appeals court concluded. “The Fourteenth 
Amendment,” she wrote, “provides no relief.” 
    Sotomayor’s ruling ran to the left of even the reliably liberal 
San Francisco-based U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, 
which ruled in the April 2009 case Nordyke v. King that the 
Second Amendment did, in fact, apply to the states via the 
Fourteenth Amendment, heavily citing the Supreme Court in 
Heller. 
    “We therefore conclude that the right to keep and bear arms is 
deeply rooted in this Nation’s history and tradition,” said the 
Ninth Circuit court of Appeals. “We are therefore persuaded that 
the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment 
incorporates the Second Amendment and applies it against the 
states and local governments.” 
  Gun Week Senior Editor Dave Workman told CNSNews.com 
that the Nordyke and Maloney decisions are at odds and the 
Supreme Court, possibly with a Justice Sotomayor, may soon sort 
them out. 
   “Whenever you have a conflict like this, you’re likely to have it 
end up before the Supreme Court so they can decide the issue. If 
the Second Amendment is incorporated into the states, it’s going 
to jeopardize thousands of local gun laws, and the people who 
supported those gun laws are just freaked about that.” 
http://www.cnsnews.com/public/Content/Article.aspx?rsrcid=487
18 

 
 09-05-27 Sotomayor Ruled Fish Must Be Protected from 
Power Plants Regardless of Cost-Benefit Analysis 

CNSNews.com) - Judge Sonia Sotomayor, President Obama's 
nominee to replace Supreme Court Justice David Souter, ruled in 
a 2007 case that power companies must protect “fish and other 
aquatic organisms” from being sucked into cooling vents 
regardless of the costs, saying the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) was not allowed to use a cost-benefit analysis in 
measuring power companies’ compliance with the federal Clean 
Water Act. 
 
The Supreme Court disagreed, ruling on April 1 of this year that 
a cost-benefit analysis was entirely appropriate when judging 
whether a power company was following the law. 
 
The case involved a section of the Clean Water Act that requires 
power companies that operate water-cooled power plants--such as 
nuclear power plants--to use “the best technology available for 
minimizing adverse environmental impact” to prevent fish and 
other aquatic life from being sucked into a plants’ cooling vents 
and killed. 
  
Various environmental groups, including the celebrity-backed 
National Resources Defense Council, sued the EPA over its 

application of the best technology standard, arguing that power 
companies must use the best technology that money can buy to 
prevent aquatic life from being harmed. 
  
Previously, the EPA had used a cost-benefit analysis in 
determining what constituted “the best technology available.” It 
examined the environmental benefits of different technologies 
against the cost to power companies and the effects of those costs 
on consumers. 
 
Sotomayor, writing for the New York-based U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit, said that the case was about the 
fish, ruling that the EPA could only consider whether a power 
company was able to buy the technology, not whether it made 
economic sense to do so. 
 
"This case is about fish and other aquatic organisms," wrote 
Sotomayor. "The flow of water into these plants traps (or 
'impinges') large aquatic organisms against grills or screens, 
which cover the intake structures, and draws (or 'entrains') small 
aquatic organisms into the cooling mechanism; the resulting 
impingement and entrainment from these operations kill or injure 
billions of aquatic organisms every year. 
  
"In determining BAT (Best Available Technology), by contrast, 
the EPA may consider cost as a factor to a limited degree, but 
only as to whether the cost of a given technology could be 
reasonably borne by the industry and not the relation between 
that technology’s cost and the benefits it achieves," Sotomayor 
concluded. 
 
The EPA, she said, must first consider whether the industry could 
“reasonably” bear the cost of new technology and then conduct a 
cost-effectiveness analysis--which measures which technology 
meets the EPA requirements the cheapest, not which technology 
is most economical to install. 
 
"EPA may permissibly consider cost in two ways: (1) to 
determine what technology can be ‘reasonably borne’ by the 
industry and (2) to engage in cost-effectiveness analysis in 
determining BAT,” wrote Sotomayor. 
 
Cost, which gets passed on to customers as rate increases, can 
only be considered for technologies that meet EPA goals, rather 
than what effect it might have on the abilities of the power 
companies to produce electricity. 
 
"Thus, the EPA must first determine what is the most effective 
technology that may reasonably be borne by the industry,” 
Sotomayor explained. “Once this determination has been made, 
the EPA may then consider other factors, including cost-
effectiveness, to choose a less expensive technology that achieves 
essentially the same results.” 
 
The Supreme Court disagreed. Justice Antonin Scalia wrote for 
the court that a cost-benefit analysis was entirely reasonable and 
that a cost-benefit analysis could be used to determine what is the 
“best available technology.” 
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“But ‘best technology’ may also describe the technology that 
most efficiently produces some good,” wrote Justice Scalia. “It 
seems to us, therefore, that the phrase ‘best technology available’ 
… does not unambiguously preclude cost-benefit analysis.” 
  
The Supreme Court ruled that Sotomayor was in error and that 
the EPA could continue using a cost-benefit analysis when 
enforcing environmental regulations. 
  
“We conclude that the EPA permissibly relied on cost-benefit 
analysis in setting the national performance standards,” Scalia 
wrote. “The Court of Appeals,” Scalia ruled, “was therefore in 
error.” 
  
Steve Milloy, a lawyer, author, and founder of JunkScience.com, 
told CNSNews.com that Sotomayor’s decision was pure politics, 
saying it reflected Judge Sotomayor’s “blind political allegiance” 
to radical environmentalists. 
  
“This was ultimately a political job, where a narrow 
interpretation of the law is going to help or be consistent with her 
politics--that’s what she’s going to do,” said Milloy. “Where a 
more expansive view is going to help with her politics, she’s 
going to adopt that. She’s going to find a way to side with 
whatever her political views are, regardless of the law.” 
  
“This doesn’t have anything to do with the law or the 
environment,” said Milloy. “These are all political jobs now. I 
can only describe that [ruling] as blind political allegiance to the 
Greens.”  
http://www.cnsnews.com/public/Content/Article.aspx?rsrcid=486
45 
 

09-05-27 Self-Proclaimed 'Anti-American Terrorist' Arrested 
   He's a former neo-Nazi, but now he calls himself an anti-
American terrorist, spewing hate on the internet from his 
apartment in Crafton. 
   But now Hardy Lloyd is in jail. 
   Lloyd calls himself, "The Wolf," – an anti-American terrorist, 
espousing the killing of police officers whom he calls, "the front-
line troops against the people." 
   To that end, on his internet radio program, Lloyd praised the 
actions of alleged police killer Richard Poplawski and was 
gleeful about the tragic events of April 4. 
    He was arrested Wednesday morning for probation violations. 
Those charges stem from his arrest in the shooting death of his 
girlfriend Lore Hann in Squirrel Hill in 2004. 
   A jury accepted Lloyd's plea of self-defense, but he was 
convicted of possessing unlicensed firearms. 
   Sources say Lloyd's history and rants have landed him on a 
domestic terrorism watch list at the U.S. Department of 
Homeland Security which warned local law enforcement about 
Lloyd's recent postings. 
    KDKA-TV's Andy Sheehan says there are unconfirmed 
reports that guns were confiscated from Lloyd's home but there's 
no official word on that. 

http://kdka.com/kdkainvestigators/Hardy.Lloyd.arrested.2.10215
89.html 
 

09-05-27 Shootout wrongful death suit denied 
  MANSFIELD -- A federal magistrate has ruled constitutional 
rights weren't violated in the February 2007 shooting death of 
Gilbert Rush Jr. 
    Rush, 49, was killed Feb. 28, 2007, in a shootout with 
members of the Allied Special Operations Response Team at his 
2619 Park Avenue East home, which was occupied by him and 
six others. Authorities were there with a search warrant related to 
a stolen property ring. Rush was not the subject of the raid. 
   The defendants in a suit filed by Jacob Rush, Gilbert's son, are 
ASORT, Richland County, the village of Lexington and the cities 
of Mansfield, Shelby and Ontario. 
   "I had confidence that they would prevail," Assistant 
Prosecutor Bambi Couch-Page said. 
    The magistrate granted a motion for summary judgment for all 
parties except ASORT, ruling ASORT is not a municipality and 
is not subject to immunity. 
   "He ruled ASORT was an entity that could be sued," Couch-
Page said. "That remains a legal question that can be resolved 
either through objection or appeal." 
   The suit alleges constitutional violations of the "right to due 
process of law and the right to be free of unreasonable searches 
and seizures." The other four claims allege wrongful death, 
assault and battery, negligent infliction of emotional distress and 
intentional infliction of emotional distress. 
   Civil attorney Al Gerhardstein has 10 days to appeal the ruling 
to Judge Kathleen O'Malley. 
    "She will do a complete, fresh review," Gerhardstein said. "We 
think the magistrate's interpretation is totally wrong." 
   The plaintiffs claim ASORT fired first and kept shooting even 
after Rush died. 
   Couch-Page took exception to the claim Rush did not return 
fire. 
      "It was pretty clear somebody had fired a shotgun," she said. 
"The pattern was all over the garage door." 
    The suit alleges ASORT shot Rush in the head. County 
Coroner Dr. Stewart Ryckman has said that is not true. 
    "Gilbert Rush was only hit with two rounds, both in the chest 
area," Couch-Page said. "He did not have a head wound at all." 
   Couch-Page said ASORT members Jason Bammann and Jeff 
Frazier confronted Rush after entering the house. 
    "He was in the kitchen crouched with his weapon. They told 
him to put it down. He moved and they shot him," the assistant 
prosecutor said. "Three rounds were fired. One round missed and 
went through a lazy Susan and lodged in canned goods." 
   In July 2007, a special Richland County grand jury cleared 
ASORT of wrongdoing. 
    "The evidence clearly showed the officers had a justifiable 
shooting," Couch-Page said. "The information that the civil 
attorneys were putting out there was grossly inaccurate." 
   Gerhardstein vows the Rush family will not go away quietly. 
     "The rights of this family were violated," he said. "This was a 
major case of misconduct that we want to shine the light on. 
   "We'll keep fighting." 
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http://www.mansfieldnewsjournal.com/article/20090527/NEWS0
1/905270317&referrer=FRONTPAGECAROUSEL 
 

09-05-26  Hazelwood felon faces life for firearm, drug 
violations 
    A jury found a former Hazelwood man guilty of three counts 
of violating federal firearms and narcotics laws. 
   The jury of eight men and four women deliberated for less than 
an hour before finding Michael Tyrone Waller, 23, of Fairmont, 
W.Va., guilty, U.S. Attorney Mary Beth Buchanan said. He was 
tried before Senior U.S. District Judge Alan N. Bloch in 
Pittsburgh. 
   On March 31, 2008, Waller, a convicted felon, fought with 
several Pittsburgh police officers in an apparent effort to keep 
them from recovering 53 stamp bags of heroin and a Colt 
revolver loaded with six rounds of hollow-point ammunition, 
prosecutors said. 
   Bloch scheduled sentencing for Aug. 20. Waller could face life 
in prison, a $1.5 million fine or both. 
http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsburgh/s
_626714.html 
 

09-05-25 Lafourche Parish school shooter dies of gunshot 
wound 
  THIBODAUX -- A coroner's investigator says the 15-year-old 
student who shot himself in the head after firing a gunshot over a 
teacher last week at Larose-Cut Off Middle School has died. 
   Mark Goldman, the chief investigator for the Lafourche Parish 
coroner's office, says eighth grader Justin Doucet died Saturday 
morning at Terrebonne General Medical Center in Houma. 
   Police say Doucet entered Jessica Plaisance's seventh-grade 
class May 18 and fired one shot over her head, missing her. He 
walked into a nearby bathroom and shot himself with his father's 
nickel-plated pistol. 
    Sheriff Craig Webre said Doucet's writings indicated he had 
planned to kill four students and himself. No students were 
named as specific targets. Nobody else was hurt in the attack.  
http://www.nola.com/news/index.ssf/2009/05/lafourche_parish_s
chool_shoote.html 
 

09-05-25 Threats to Judges, Prosecutors Soaring 
    Worried Court Personnel Resort To Guards, Identity Shields, 
Weapons 
     Threats against the nation's judges and prosecutors have 
sharply increased, prompting hundreds to get 24-hour protection 
from armed U.S. marshals. Many federal judges are altering their 
routes to work, installing security systems at home, shielding 
their addresses by paying bills at the courthouse or refraining 
from registering to vote. Some even pack weapons on the bench.  
    The problem has become so pronounced that a high-tech 
"threat management" center recently opened in Crystal City, 
where a staff of about 25 marshals and analysts monitor a 24-
hour number for reporting threats, use sophisticated mapping 
software to track those being threatened and tap into a classified 
database linked to the FBI and CIA.  
   "I live with a constant heightened sense of awareness," said 
John R. Adams, a federal judge in Ohio who began taking 
firearms classes after a federal judge's family was slain in 

Chicago and takes a pistol to the courthouse on weekends. "If I'm 
going to carry a firearm, I'd better know how to use it."  
    The threats and other harassing communications against 
federal court personnel have more than doubled in the past six 
years, from 592 to 1,278, according to the U.S. Marshals Service. 
Worried federal officials blame disgruntled defendants whose 
anger is fueled by the Internet; terrorism and gang cases that 
bring more violent offenders into federal court; frustration at the 
economic crisis; and the rise of the "sovereign citizen" movement 
-- a loose collection of tax protesters, white supremacists and 
others who don't respect federal authority.  
    Much of the concern was fueled by the slaying of U.S. District 
Judge Joan H. Lefkow's husband and mother in their Chicago 
home in 2005 and a rampage 11 days later by an Atlanta rape 
suspect, who killed a judge, the court stenographer and a deputy. 
Last year, several pipe bombs exploded outside the federal 
courthouse in San Diego, and a drug defendant wielding a razor 
blade briefly choked a federal prosecutor during sentencing in 
Brooklyn, N.Y. In March, a homicide suspect attacked a judge in 
a California courtroom and was shot to death by police.  
    "Judges today have dangerous jobs, and that danger has many 
dimensions," said David Sellers, a spokesman for the 
administrative office of the U.S. Courts. "They are worried about 
security and safety 24 hours a day."  
     Although attacks on federal court personnel have not 
increased, the explosion of vitriolic threats has prompted a 
growing law enforcement crackdown aimed at preventing them. 
The U.S. Marshals Service, which protects judges and 
prosecutors, says several hundred require 24-hour guard for days, 
weeks or months at a time each year, depending on the case.  
    "We have to make sure that every judge and prosecutor can go 
to work every day and carry out the rule of law,'' said Michael 
Prout, assistant director of judicial security for the marshals, who 
have trained hundreds of police and deputies to better protect 
local court officials, an effort that began last year with Northern 
Virginia and Maryland officers.  
    "It's the core of our civil liberties,'' Prout said.  
    State court officials are seeing the same trend, although no 
numbers are available. "There's a higher level of anger, whether 
it's defendants or their families," said Timothy Fautsko, who 
coordinates security education for the National Center for State 
Courts in Williamsburg and said threats are coming from violent 
offenders along with divorce, probate and other civil litigants.  
    The threats are emerging in cases large and small, on the 
Internet, by telephone, in letters and in person. In the District, 
two men have pleaded not guilty to charges of vowing to kill a 
federal prosecutor and kidnap her adult son if she didn't drop a 
homicide investigation. The judge in the CIA leak case got 
threatening letters when he ordered Vice President Richard B. 
Cheney's former chief of staff to prison. A man near Richmond 
was charged with mailing threats to a prosecutor over three traffic 
offenses. The face of a federal judge in the District was put in a 
rifle's cross hairs on the Internet after he issued a controversial 
environmental ruling, judicial sources said.  
    Hundreds of threats cascaded into the chambers of John M. 
Roll, the chief U.S. district judge in Arizona, in February after he 
allowed a lawsuit filed by illegal immigrants against a rancher to 
go forward. "They cursed him out, threatened to kill his family, 
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said they'd come and take care of him. They really wanted him 
dead," said a law enforcement official who heard the calls -- 
which came from as far as Richmond and Baltimore -- but spoke 
on condition of anonymity because no one has been charged.  
     David Gonzales, the U.S. marshal in Arizona, said deputies 
went online and found Roll's home address posted on a Web site 
containing threatening comments. They put the judge under 24-
hour protection for about a month, guarding his home in a 
secluded area just outside Tucson, screening his mail and 
escorting him to court, to the gym and to Mass. "Some deputies 
went to church more in a week than they had in their lives," 
Gonzales said.  
    Roll said that "any judge who goes through this knows it's a 
stressful situation" and that he and his family were grateful for 
the protection.  
   The stress nearly overcame Michael Cicconetti, a municipal 
court judge in Painesville, Ohio, after police played a tape for 
him of a defendant in a minor tax case plotting to blow up the 
judge's house. "I hear a man's voice talk about putting a bomb in 
the house, and another voice says, 'What if there are kids 
involved?' and the first man says, 'They're just collateral damage,' 
" the father of five recalled.  
    Cicconetti evacuated his family for a terrifying week in which 
they were under guard and stayed at friends' houses. "I couldn't 
go to work for two weeks. I was too shaken up. I couldn't think," 
he said. For months, the judge was nervous every time a car 
drove by his home. His children were afraid to go to bed; their 
grades dropped.  
    The judge now has a security system in his home -- and a stun 
gun within reach in court.  
    Sibley Reynolds, a state court judge in Alabama who 
prosecutors said was threatened last year by the son of a 
defendant convicted of stealing about $3,000 from a humane 
shelter, packs the real thing -- a Colt automatic pistol. He keeps it 
under his robe, in his waistband.  
    "I don't go anywhere without my security with me," Reynolds 
said.  
    Court officials could not say how often judges arm themselves. 
But the marshals have installed home security systems for most 
federal judges since the Lefkow incident, and many are removing 
their photos from court Web sites and shielding their home 
addresses. Senior U.S. District Judge Thomas F. Hogan in the 
District said judges who have handled terrorism matters are 
hesitant to travel to the Middle East, or to South America if 
they've had drug-trafficking cases.  
    U.S. District Judge Wayne Andersen in Chicago said he has 
"stopped even mentioning publicly that I have children. 
Normally, parents want to be visibly associated with their kids. 
Judges now think everything is on the Internet.''  
    The Judicial Conference of the United States, the 
policymaking arm headed by the Supreme Court chief justice, 
will soon distribute a DVD with security tips. It will be called 
Project 365, for security 365 days a year.  
   "Judges today are far more security-conscious than they ever 
have been," said Henry E. Hudson, a federal judge in Richmond 
who is working on the DVD. "I don't think it's at the point where 
it's interfering with their judgment and dedication to their jobs.''  

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2009/05/24/AR2009052402931.html 

 
09-05-24  Country's gun-loving tradition has gone too far 
   Increased gun control makes the country a better place.  
  On April 29, The Patriot-News reported that the city of 
Harrisburg created a gun law to increase public safety in the area. 
It was a great move by city officials to make the city and area 
better environments.  
   But the city, state and national government need to continue 
their efforts. Statistical evidence and common logic suggests that 
America would improve with tighter gun restrictions.  
   First, there are legal and Constitutional reasons that the country 
should increase gun laws. Proponents of gun rights suggest that 
they have a Constitutional, Second Amendment right to "bear 
arms." However, they are strongly mistaken.  
   I could explain that we do not have a well-regulated militia, an 
executive branch that threatens the liberties of its citizens, or the 
ability to use a militia to secure the security of a free state. With 
that said, I do not want to step on the toes of the many scholars 
who have dedicated years to discussing the Second Amendment. 
Instead, I want to discuss the personal and individual reasons that 
guns threaten a better America.  
   As a college student, I want to feel safe at school. Students 
have a distinct possibility of walking through campus one day 
and having someone open fire to kill dozens of their classmates. 
In high school, the possibility is even more frightful with 
everyone in an enclosed area.  
    In 2007, a student opened fire at Virginia Tech University, 
killing 32 students. In 1999, two high school students in 
Columbine, Colo., used guns to kill 12 students and injure 21 
more. Now I must ask, how many students have to die before we 
take action?  
    Quite honestly, I am tired of hearing that the problem is a 
violent public rather than guns. "Guns don't kill people, people 
do," the avid gun owner argues. Tell me then how many 
teenagers the students at Columbine would have killed with a 
baseball bat? Could the student at Virginia Tech have gotten to 
30 young adults with a knife?  
    Before you argue that Americans have the right to own guns, 
think of yourself or your child at school and whether you want a 
disgruntled classmate walking in with a bat or an automatic gun.  
   I originally considered including statistics to demonstrate the 
point. But we all know the numbers. America has a strikingly 
high death rate from guns compared with all other industrialized 
nations.  
   Nationmaster Web site calculated almost 10,000 gun deaths in 
the United States in 2002 compared with 12 in the United 
Kingdom.  
    The International Firearm Statistics organization calculates 
that the United States is fifth in the world for homicides involving 
firearms and second in the world for accidental deaths involving 
firearms. For the most advance and powerful nation in the world, 
those numbers are a little scary.  
    Americans, for whatever reason, ignore the obvious evidence 
and stand rooted in their gun-loving tradition. Keep your rifle and 
enjoy your hunting. Someone, however, must explain to me why 
an American needs an automatic weapon to defend his family. I 
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would love to know why an American has a right to bear arms, 
but not the right to feel safe from a simple and unskilled act of 
violence.  
   Now is the time for Harrisburg to take action. The recent law 
on reporting stolen guns is the first step. The appellate courts 
need to uphold the legislation. Courts cannot allow multimillion 
dollar interest groups to determine the safety and future of our 
country.  
    Likewise, local, state and national legislatures must continue to 
push for further gun control. Laws such as restricting automatic 
weapons, increasing background checks, or increased safety 
precautions would decrease gun deaths in the area.  
    Politicians and officials must understand that any decisions and 
policies that they make will meet opposition. However, they must 
put the safety of their constituents above all else.  
   Constituents also must be prepared for the long-term effects. 
When new statistics come out in five years and we find that our 
streets, schools and homes are safer, politicians and citizens will 
be satisfied with the decision.  
   I hope the day for tighter gun control comes soon. I never want 
to read about young kids in school falling by a gun or a family 
losing a little girl on Mother's Day again.  

   BOBBY WARSHAW, a graduate of Mechanicsburg Area 
Senior High School, is a student at Stanford University. 
http://www.pennlive.com/editorials/index.ssf/2009/05/countrys_g
unloving_tradition_h.html 
 

09-05-25 2 Skeet Shooters Hit By Lightning 
   DENVER -- A man skeet shooting with a group in Weld 
County was hit by lightning Monday afternoon, knocking him 
unconscious to the ground and causing his gun to explode in his 
hands.  
     Sheriff's deputies said Josh Renuch was with a group of seven 
people skeet shooting near Highway 392 and County Road 43.  
    "Apparently, a skeet had just been launched, and the lightning 
may have hit the shotgun because it pretty much exploded in 
(Renuch's) hands," said Margie Martinez, of the Weld County 
Sheriff's Office. 
    Renuch was hit at about 2:12 p.m., she said.  
    Robert Muirhead was with the group and heard the lightning 
strike.  
"I decided to go into the house and we heard a big boom," 
Muirhead said. "Josh got directly hit by lightning and we 
managed to keep him alive and mostly out of shock and bring 
him back around."  
    "(Lightning) can stop someone's heart," said Dr. Tim 
Hutchison, medical director of North Colorado Medical Center. 
"It can really cause them to quit breathing. That is why it is so 
important for people to administer CPR if someone is 
unresponsive and not breathing."  
Renuch was taken to the hospital with first-degree burns on his 
arms and hands, Martinez said. He remains in critical condition at 
North Colorado Medical Center.  
Brent Kuene was also hit by lightning, but was not seriously 
injured, Martinez said. He was taken to the hospital as a 
precaution.  
   Both victims are in their 30s.  
  "Brent is doing OK," Muirhead said.  

   "Where the lightning hit the person, you can have burns there 
and burns along the path that it takes through the body and the 
exit wounds as well," said Hutchison. "You can also have 
ruptured ear drums."  
    A third person was knocked to the ground during the strike and 
was treated at the scene. A witness said he tried to stabilize the 
victim.  
Medical professionals and meteorologists said if you hear or see 
lightning, take shelter.  
"If from flash to thunder is 30 seconds or less, you're in the 
danger zone," said Dr. Richard Ortner, 7News Meteorologist.  
"Probably the safest rule is, if you hear it, fear it. If you see it, 
flee it," said Hutchison. 
http://www.thedenverchannel.com/news/19561108/detail.html 
 

09-05-22 Re-establishing two fundamental rights 
   In 1999, a woman and two teenagers visiting Yosemite 
National Park were brutally murdered at gunpoint. That same 
year, park ranger Steve Makuakane-Jarrell, a father of three, was 
shot to death in Hawaii’s Honokohau-National Historical Park.  
    These are just two of the many tragic crimes that have claimed 
the lives of innocent national park visitors since the possession of 
loaded weapons was banned in the national parks.  
How have law-abiding Americans been stripped of their Second 
Amendment right to bear arms and left unable to protect 
themselves and their families in national parks and refuges?  
      The park gun ban was enacted in 1936 by unelected federal 
bureaucrats and reinforced this year by unelected judges. While a 
similar gun ban in our nation’s capital was ruled unconstitutional 
by the Supreme Court last year, this complete gun ban on more 
than 170 million acres of national parks and refuges has remained 
largely unchallenged, until now.  
    On May 12, the U.S. Senate overwhelmingly approved 
legislation to repeal this ban by a bipartisan vote of 67-29. The 
House on Wednesday approved the same provision 279-147, and 
now the bill is headed to the president.  
    If enacted, this law would strike the ban, prohibit new federal 
gun possession restrictions and instead allow states to determine 
gun possession law within their borders. In short, the amendment 
reaffirms the liberties and rights guaranteed by the Second and 
Tenth amendments that no federal official — judge, bureaucrat, 
member of Congress or even the president — has the right to 
abridge.  
    The amendment will not turn national parks into the Wild West 
where visitors use natural treasures or animals as target practice. 
No federal or state laws governing firearm possession will be 
repealed and no other National Park Service or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service regulations — including those prohibiting 
poaching — are negated.  
       While some politicians and federal bureaucrats may not 
appreciate or respect the right to bear arms, most Americans 
understand that the Second Amendment was recognized by the 
Founding Fathers as critical to ensuring individual liberty and 
freedom. With this legislation, Congress finally has reaffirmed 
this right so that the more than 3 million American visitors to 
national parks and refuges can once again bear arms.  
     This legislation, likewise, upholds the Tenth Amendment, 
which states, "The powers not delegated to the United States by 
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the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to 
the States respectively, or to the people.” States will once again 
determine firearm possession laws in national parks and refuges 
that exist within their borders.  
     Liberty and freedom for the individual and from the 
government are what make our country and our Constitution 
unique. America, like no other nation, is founded on the principle 
that the individual has basic rights, which no government may 
infringe upon. This bill will reverse the whims of overreaching 
government bureaucrats who have disarmed and threatened 
innocent Americans, and once again re-establish two of the 
fundamental rights upon which our nation was founded.  
    Coburn, R-Muskogee, authored the weapons legislation. 
Boren, D-Muskogee, represents Oklahoma’s 2nd congressional 
district.  
The amendment will not turn national parks into the Wild West 
where visitors use natural treasures or animals as target practice. 
http://newsok.com/re-establishing-two-fundamental-
rights/article/3371586 
 

09-05-22 EDITORIAL: Democrats hang fire on guns 
   The party in power is split on new controls 
There is one thing that can be said of President Obama with 
certainty -- his election has had a phenomenal effect on gun sales.  
      Across the country, ammunition prices are soaring and many 
guns are in short supply as weapons fly off the shelves at stores. 
This is a telling economic indicator about consumer confidence 
as many Americans stock up for fear that the end is nigh. It's also 
a logical reaction to gun-owner fears that Democrats will 
implement far-reaching new gun controls. There is cause for 
concern. Leaders in the Obama administration and Congress have 
stated that they plan to limit what guns Americans can buy and 
that guns should be registered.  
     Attorney General Eric H. Holder Jr. said Feb. 25 that, "As 
President Obama indicated during the campaign, there are just a 
few gun-related changes that we would like to make, and among 
them would be to reinstitute the ban on the sale of assault 
weapons." House Speaker Nancy Pelosi poured fuel on the fire 
five weeks later by admitting that Democrats want to register 
guns. "It's a Democratic president, a Democratic House," she said 
on ABC's "Good Morning America." "We don't want to take their 
guns away. We want them registered."  
    The gun controllers are at odds with public opinion. Despite 
Americans constantly being bombarded with attacks on guns by 
an anti-gun media, Frank Newport, editor-in-chief of the Gallup 
Poll, notes that "Attitudes toward gun control have become more 
conservative, people not wanting gun control." A Gallup poll 
released April 8 shows that only 29 percent of Americans support 
banning handguns. According to Gallup, "the latest reading is the 
smallest percentage favoring a handgun ban since Gallup first 
polled on this nearly 50 years ago."  
     Popular support for the Second Amendment isn't lost on all 
congressional Democrats. On May 12, 27 Senate Democrats 
voted with 39 Republicans to end a ban on law-abiding citizens 
carrying legal firearms in national parks. The amendment was 
attached to unrelated legislation to regulate credit cards. The 
same tactic was used Feb. 26 when an amendment striking down 
most of the District's gun-control laws was attached to a Senate 

bill giving the District a vote in Congress. Twenty-two 
Democrats, including Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, voted 
for this amendment, which passed 62-36.  
    It's too early to celebrate Democratic respect for gun rights. 
Some Senate Democrats who voted for the national park 
amendment complained that they were painted into a corner on 
the issue. Sen. Richard J. Durbin, Illinois Democrat, the party's 
chief vote counter, told National Public Radio last week that they 
were concerned about "how many more times they'd have to face 
such votes." Democrats are torn between their constituents' 
support for gun rights and an Obama administration committed to 
gun control.  
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2009/may/22/democrats-
hang-fire-on-guns/ 
 

09-05-22  Govt: Guns Barred From National Parks Until Feb. 
   WASHINGTON -- Not so fast, gun owners. A new law 
allowing loaded guns in national parks and wildlife refuges will 
not take effect until next year, the Obama administration said 
Friday.  
   President Barack Obama signed the gun law without comment 
Friday as part of a measure creating new rules for the credit card 
industry.  
    A spokeswoman for the Interior Department said that because 
the credit card law won't take effect until nine months after it is 
signed, the gun measure also will be delayed 
    Spokeswoman Kendra Barkoff said the Interior Department 
will follow Congress's directive and put the new firearms law into 
effect in late February 2010.  
   Until then, rules adopted under the Reagan administration will 
remain in place. The rules severely restrict guns in the national 
parks, generally requiring that guns be locked or stored in a glove 
compartment or trunk.  
    "As Interior prepares to implement the new law, the 
department will work to understand and interpret its implications 
for our national parks and wildlife refuges, with public safety and 
the safety of our employees as our foremost consideration," 
Barkoff said. "For the time being, the current Reagan 
administration regulations governing possession of firearms in 
national parks and wildlife refuges remain in place."  
     The Interior Department's decision drew immediate criticism 
from Sen. Tom Coburn, R-Okla., the chief sponsor of the gun 
measure.  
   Spokesman John Hart said Coburn will offer the gun 
amendment to other bills in order to implement the decision as 
quickly as possible.  
    Hart said Coburn was confident the amendment would be 
approved again, noting that the measure received support from 27 
Democrats in the Senate, including Senate Majority Leader Harry 
Reid, D-Nev.  
   The measure, adopted by wide margins in the House and 
Senate, allows licensed gun owners to bring firearms into national 
parks and wildlife refuges as long as they are allowed by state 
law.  
    Hart said Congress clearly intended for the law to take effect 
soon, adding that Coburn was  disappointed the law apparently 
will not be in place this summer, when national parks are most 
crowded.  
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   Bryan Faehner, associate director of the National Parks 
Conservation Association, applauded the Interior Department's 
decision.  
    "We are pleased, because that provides more time that our 
parks will remain safe and free from shotguns, rifles and 
semiautomatic weapons," Faehner said.  
    "We hope that the American public and members of Congress 
will have more time to understand the far-reaching repercussions 
of this outrageous and disturbing law that has nothing to do with 
credit cards and will only put park visitors at risk," Faehner said.  
   Faehner called national parks among the safest places in the 
country. According to the FBI's Uniform Crime Report, there 
were 1.65 violent crimes per 100,000 national park visitors in 
2006, far below the national average for violent crime.  
    Coburn countered that parks are not crime-free and that the law 
would help law-abiding people fight human and animal threats.  
     The vote allowing guns in parks was a bitter disappointment 
for gun-control proponents, who watched as a Democratic-
controlled Congress handed a victory to gun-rights advocates that 
they did not achieve under Republican rule. Democratic 
opponents blamed the National Rifle Association, which pushed 
hard for the gun law.  
    Republicans said gun owners simply want to exercise their 
Second Amendment rights. The GOP called the current policy 
confusing to those who visit public lands, noting that merely 
traveling from state-owned parks to national parks meant some 
visitors were violating the law.  
    Obama did not mention the guns provision during a signing 
ceremony for the credit card bill. A White House spokeswoman 
referred questions to the Interior Department. 
http://www.thedenverchannel.com/politics/19540945/detail.html 
 

09-05-19 Gunmen allowed three to flee before shooting, 
killing sisters 
  Police arrested one suspect in the Hazelwood slaying, seek 
another 
  A pair of gunmen allowed three people to flee before they shot 
and killed two sisters in a Hazelwood home this month, according 
to police. 
   On Sunday morning, police arrested Mario "Fat Boy" Parker, 
27, in connection with the May 1 murders of Rachel and Daneen 
Robinson at a house in the 300 block of Flowers Avenue. The 
women were killed as their children slept upstairs. 
  Investigators are still searching for a second suspect. 
    Mr. Parker, whose mother lives on Flowers Avenue, has a 
lengthy criminal record, including several guilty pleas for 
possessing and selling drugs and carrying a firearm without a 
license. 
   In 2001, he and another man were charged with the fatal 
shooting of 18-year-old Jonathan Leonard in Hazelwood. The 
charges were later dropped. 
    Three witnesses led police to Mr. Parker in the deaths of the 
Robinson sisters, according to a criminal complaint. 
    In the early hours of May 1, two male witnesses were listening 
to music and dancing with the sisters at their home after meeting 
them through a "chat line," the complaint said. 
    When the witnesses left the house to get CDs from their car, 
two gunmen -- one wearing a mask, the other wearing a hood -- 

approached and told them both to lie on the ground. They then 
ordered the witnesses to "empty their pockets." 
    The gunmen asked the witnesses who was in the house, and 
one told them, "two females and their kids." The gunmen then 
instructed the two witnesses, and a third witness who had been 
walking by, to stand on the porch of the Flowers Avenue home. 
   The shorter gunman, later identified as Mr. Parker, kicked in 
the door and   yelled, "Who's in there?" The third witness told 
police that Daneen Robinson laughed when she saw Mr. Parker's 
gun, but her older sister, Rachel, seemed "very upset," the 
complaint said. 
  The other two witnesses said both women seemed calm. 
   The gunmen ordered the Robinson sisters to come outside on 
the porch, and   Rachel Robinson asked them if they were going 
to hurt anyone. The sisters also said their children were in the 
house. 
    One gunman told the sisters to go back inside, saying, "Hoes in 
the house!" Both gunmen then ordered the first two witnesses to 
leave. 
   The third witness also asked for permission to leave, and Mr. 
Parker said, "Yeah, you're cool." 
   As the third witness walked away quickly, gunshots went off 
inside the house. The witness called 911, the complaint said. 
    When police arrived, they saw the Robinson sisters, both with 
gunshot wounds, lying inside the house near the front door. The 
sisters' children -- ages 9, 5 and 3 -- were found hiding, 
unharmed, in their beds upstairs. 
   Police later interviewed the three witnesses, who identified Mr. 
Parker from a photo array. 
   The day after the shooting, city SWAT officers were called out 
to Flowers Street when Mr. Parker was spotted near his mother's 
house. Despite a canine and helicopter search, Mr. Parker got 
away. 
   This past weekend, police received a tip that he was staying in 
an apartment on Smokey Wood Drive in Swissvale. When police 
arrived, he tried to escape through a back window, jumping about 
10 feet. But officers were waiting for him behind the building, 
police Cmdr. Thomas Stangrecki said. 
    Investigators believe Mr. Parker fired the fatal shots at the 
Robinson sisters,    Cmdr. Stangrecki said. But it was unclear 
how the suspect knew them. 
     "We have not uncovered the motive," Cmdr. Stangrecki said. 
   Mary Robinson, mother of Daneen, 21, and Rachel, 32, said 
she was "thrilled" when she heard that police had made an arrest 
in the case. 
   "I don't know how or why he would do something like that to 
my two babies," she said of the suspect. She said she didn't think 
that her daughters knew Mr. Parker. 
   Rachel Robinson had a history of marijuana use, but she had 
been seeking counseling and hadn't used any drugs in more than 
six months, her mother said. 
   Daneen Robinson stayed out of trouble, Mary Robinson said. 
She took care of her 3-year-old child and was studying for her 
GED. Rachel Robinson was the mother of the two older children. 
   Mary Robinson, 56, said she is now caring for her 
grandchildren. http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/09139/971126-
53.stm 
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09-05-19  Democrats and Guns - Party liberals have lost the 
debate. 
   Amid so much other news, a Senate vote last week to allow 
loaded guns in national parks slipped under the media radar. The 
vote shows how the political cause of gun control is as dead as a 
mounted moose. 
   By 67-29, the Senate passed Oklahoma Republican Tom 
Coburn's amendment to let law-abiding visitors carry legal 
firearms into national parks. This overturns a 1983 federal rule 
requiring that firearms be kept unloaded and in an inaccessible 
place such as a trunk of a car. The provision (now part of credit-
card legislation) protects Second Amendment rights, and it 
preserves the right of states to pass firearm laws that apply 
consistently, even on federal lands. 
    As recently as the 1990s, guns in parks legislation would have 
provoked a Congressional uproar. But gun control has proven to 
be a consistent political loser, and last year the Supreme Court 
cast doubt on state gun bans. No fewer than 27 Democrats voted 
for Mr. Coburn's amendment, and the ayes included Majority 
Leader Harry Reid, who is up for re-election in Nevada next year. 
    Congressional liberals are furious, and are threatening to hold 
up the credit-card bill, much as they have held up Washington, 
D.C. voting-rights legislation to which Republicans attached gun-
owner protections. Holding up both bad bills forever would be 
fine with us, but in any case it's clear liberals have lost the gun 
control debate even within their own party. 
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB124260178503028361.html 
 

09-05-18 Economy limiting services of local police 
   The recession is altering local law enforcement in the U.S. by 
forcing some agencies to close precincts, merge with other 
departments or even shut down. 
    Once largely spared from the deepest budget cuts, some police 
departments are struggling to provide basic services, police 
officials say. 
   "For the first time, because of the economy, police departments 
... may have to change how they do business," says Chuck 
Wexler, executive director of the Police Executive Research 
Forum, a law enforcement think tank. "People will see a change 
in the basic delivery of services," from longer police response 
times to a dramatically reduced police presence in some 
communities. 
   Harlan Johnson, executive director of the Minnesota Chiefs of 
Police Association, said political leaders are "choosing whether 
they keep the streetsopenor the police on patrol," though it's too 
early to tell whether the changes will increase crime. 
    The Obama administration's $787 billion stimulus plan gives 
about $4 billion to local law enforcement, including $1 billion to 
hire and retain officers. But the hiring money has not been 
distributed, and applicants have requested more than is available. 
    Among the recent cuts: 
   • In Pennsylvania, 19 suburban and rural police agencies have 
closed in the past 15 months, and seven others have cut patrols. 
The "unprecedented" closures and cuts have forced the state 
police — who face their own budget struggles — to assume full 
or partial public safety responsibility for about 54,000 more 
people, says Lt. Col. Lenny Bandy, deputy commissioner of 
operations for the state police. 

    • In Minnesota, nine small police agencies have closed in the 
past five months, leaving sheriffs' departments to protect the 
public. The Elko New Market Police Department was briefly the 
10th shuttered agency, until residents last month demanded that 
the City Council reverse its 2-week-old decision to eliminate it. 
"A lot of people felt that we were sending a potentially dangerous 
public message ... without a police department," says Mayor 
Jason Ponsonby, who opposed the closure. 
   • In Portland, Ore., police are consolidating operations by 
eliminating two of five patrol precincts. Portland police 
spokesman Greg Pashley says some residents fear response times 
will rise and established officers will be replaced by others who 
are unfamiliar with local problems. He says the move, which 
takes effect in June, was needed to cut costs, but he believes it 
will not compromise safety. 
   • In Southern California, Indio and its neighbors Palm Springs, 
Desert Hot Springs, Cathedral City and Beaumont have merged 
some key functions and also plan to combine dispatch operations 
to increase efficiency. "It's the legacy of the budget crunch," 
Indio's Capt. Richard Banasiak says. 
http://www.usatoday.com/news/nation/2009-05-17-police-
closure_N.htm 
 

09-05-16  Police: Man said 30,000 bullets were for target 
practice He is held on $500,000 bail 
    HAVERHILL — Keni Garcia told police he intended to use 
the 30,000 bullets they found in his car and home for target 
practice. 
    That is hard to believe, the prosecutor at Garcia's arraignment 
said, because if he were to fire a gun for eight hours a day, it 
would take weeks for him to use all of it. 
     Garcia, who allegedly bought thousands of rounds of 
ammunition and had 10,000 bullets in his car when he was 
stopped by police Thursday, was ordered held on $500,000 cash 
bail yesterday. 
    Attorney Socrates de la Cruz of Lawrence, who represented 
Garcia, 32, of 12 Freeman St., at his arraignment in Haverhill 
District Court, said he will appeal the high bail in Superior Court. 
    Garcia is charged with three counts of possession of a high-
capacity firearm, illegal possession of ammunition and illegal 
storage of a firearm. His case was continued until June 12. 
   Assistant District Attorney Christopher Holland asked Judge 
Patricia Dowling to impose $750,000 cash bail. 
    "He has no reason to stay here," Holland said. 
    The judge ordered Garcia to surrender his passport, and said 
that if he makes bail he is not to leave Massachusetts. 
    Garcia is a native of the Dominican Republic who was 
expected to become a U.S. citizen yesterday, but then he was 
arrested, authorities said. 
     Police arrested Garcia after he had left Interstate 495 at Exit 
49 Thursday. They said they found 10,000 rounds of ammunition 
in his car. His two young daughters also were in the car, police 
said. 
    Holland said at Garcia's arraignment that a "joint effort" by the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives and state 
police found that Garcia had previously bought 20,000 rounds of 
ammunition in New Hampshire. 
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    Garcia told police he only intended to use the bullets for target 
practice at a rifle range, Holland said, disputing Garcia's 
explanation. His common law wife, Elizabeth Reynoso, 
consented to a search and police found another 20,000 rounds, 
Holland said. They also found one .38-caliber and two 9 mm 
handguns, and $25,000 in cash, Holland said. 
    The prosecutor said all of the bullets seized from Garcia were 
for .38-caliber, 9 mm and .22-caliber firearms. Such ammunition 
is "like gold in the Dominican Republic," he said. 
    Holland said Reynoso told police he had "a shipping type of 
business" and that the $25,000 in cash must have come from 
Garcia cashing a business check. 
    "Where is the crime?" de la Cruz asked. The lawyer said 
Garcia had lived in New Hampshire for three years before 
recently moving to Haverhill. 
   "He bought the guns legally," de la Cruz said. "He never hid 
the fact that he had them." 
    Furthermore, de la Cruz said that when Garcia moved to 
Haverhill, he had a 60-day grace period to obtain a 
Massachusetts firearms card. 
   "There is no crime committed," he argued, saying there was no 
evidence that Garcia was shipping guns or ammunition to the 
Dominican Republic. 
    He asked the judge to allow his client "to go back to his job." 
He said Garcia has worked at a local bakery for three years. 
   Yesterday, Freeman Street residents interviewed by The Eagle-
Tribune said they did not know anything about Garcia or guns 
and ammunition being stored at or shipped from his home. 
    Medline Abiles, of 43 Freeman St., who resides across the 
street from Garcia's house, said that in the two months she has 
lived in the neighborhood, she has not observed any weapons or 
ammunition and had no reason to be suspicious. Her sister, 
Carmen Reyes, who visits frequently, said she also had never 
noticed anything suspicious at the two-family house at 12 
Freeman St. 
http://www.eagletribune.com/punewshh/local_story_135220825.
html 
 

09-05-15 15 Orlando Police Officers To Be Laid Off 
   Orlando police officers thought they were safe from city 
layoffs, but 15 officers out of 700 on the force will soon be out of 
a job. That has some residents concerned about how the city will 
be able to fight crime.  
  “It doesn't sound like that many but we need them,” one resident 
told Eyewitness News.  
   The Fraternal Order of Police is upset because both the union 
and Police Chief Val Demings have submitted budget proposals 
that did not require cutting actual officers. But the union says the 
city rejected those ideas.  
   The police union thought the Orlando Police Department was 
only cutting certain programs and vacant positions. Now, city hall 
is hoping to save an additional $100 million in OPD's budget by 
putting 15 officers on the chopping block.  
   “I think we should look at other ways to try to cut the budget,” 
one resident told Eyewitness News.  
   On Wednesday, the City of Orlando announced it would cut 
342 jobs citywide in an effort to save money. That's about ten 
percent of the city's payroll.  

   Part of that number will include 47 firefighters, 29 people from 
Business and Financial Services, as well as 19 positions from 
Families, Parks and Recreation. The Mayor's staff will also lose 
nine people.  
Orlando Mayor Buddy Dyer's office said the layoffs announced 
are a result the economic crisis and voters who want lower 
property taxes.  
   “More than half of our total budget is police and fire. The two 
largest departments had to participate in this in order to match 
our expenditures with our revenues. That's the challenge we 
have,” Orlando Chief Administrative Officer Byron Brooks said.  
   The city said Orlando has more officers than two years ago, 
thanks to the Mayor's public safety initiative, which has also been 
cut next year.  
   Even though the city says violent crime dropped 10 percent last 
year, Forbes magazine recently listed Orlando as the sixth most 
dangerous city in the United States.  
Chief Demings says her department has applied for funding 
through the Cops Recovery    Program to keep the 15 officers, 
but if the federal dollars don't come through the officers will be 
gone by September 30.  http://www.officer.com/web/online/Top-
News-Stories/15-Orlando-Police-Officers-To-Be-Laid-
Off/1$46706 
 

09-05-13  Hamburgers, Hot Dogs, Brats And Guns At Picnic 
   TOWN OF ONALASKA, Wis. -- A picnic open to the public 
at a park in La Crosse County will offer free brats and 
hamburgers and an invitation to bring your gun. Organizer 
Hubert Hoffman said Sunday's picnic at Marvin Gardens Park in 
the Town of Onalaska celebrates a recent opinion from state 
Attorney General J.B. Van Hollen that citizens who openly carry 
firearms should not be cited for disorderly conduct.  
   Hoffman said the picnic is open to everyone, including children 
and those who don't want to bring a gun.  
The gun rights advocate said it's a way to let the public know that 
openly carrying a firearm isn't dangerous or risky.  
   La Crosse County sheriff's Capt. Mike Horstman said Hoffman 
is "legally entitled" to host the open carry picnic. 
http://www.wpxi.com/politics/19452287/detail.html 

 
09-05-12  Panel approves bill cracking down on guns at 
parades 
   BATON ROUGE -- A House committee gave its unanimous 
support today to a bill that would make the "reckless discharge'' 
of a gun near a parade route a crime punishable by at least three 
years in jail.  
    The Committee on the Administration of Criminal Justice 
approved House Bill 44 by Rep. Juan LaFonta, D-New Orleans, 
after LaFonta rewrote it with amendments to address objections 
from opponents. 
   The bill now heads to the House floor for debate. 
  The bill in its changed form would make the reckless discharge 
or criminally negligent discharge of a firearm along a parade 
route or a demonstration march -- or within 1,000 feet of either -- 
a crime. 
   LaFonta's bill defines a parade as any "celebration of Mardi 
Gras or directly related to pre-Lenten ... carnival-related 
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festivities, school parades, parish parades'' or those parades and 
demonstrations sanctioned by a city, parish or the state. 
   LaFonta said his bill is aimed at protecting parade-goers and 
the celebration of cultural events that make Louisiana unique. 
   The measure calls for a minimum of five years in jail and a 
maximum of 10 years. At least three years must be served in 
prison and not suspended, he said. 
    The bill started out banning the possession or discharge of a 
firearm near or along parade routes, but opponents balked citing 
the constitutional right to carry a gun. 
http://www.nola.com/politics/index.ssf/2009/05/house_panel_app
roves_bill_crac.html 
 

09-05-02  Man Faces Many Charges for Allegedly Killing 
Five Deer 
JEFFERSON COUNTY —  WA 
   A Bangor sailor's alleged penchant for poaching deer in East 
Jefferson County could end up getting him booted out of the 
Navy and into jail. 
   Jefferson County prosecutors originally charged David Butler 
in November with six counts of unlawful hunting of big game, 
two counts of unlawful transportation of fish or wildlife, one 
count of spotlighting big game, and three counts of wasting fish 
and wildlife, according to documents filed in Jefferson County 
District Court. All are misdemeanor-level crimes. 
   Authorities said his alleged crimes were reported by witnesses.  
   Butler's security clearance, which he needed for his job 
guarding missiles and nuclear warheads, was suspended and he 
was assigned to an administrative post, according to state 
Department of Fish and Wildlife records. Wildlife agents 
confiscated Butler's 2007 Chevy pickup, a .223-caliber rifle and a 
.22-caliber rifle.  
    Butler negotiated and bought back his truck and his .22-caliber 
rifle on Jan. 30, paying Fish and Wildlife $2,100. But he then 
began going to the Tarboo Lake area, near the intersection of 
highways 101 and 104 in Jefferson County, nearly every 
weekend. He and his buddies would camp in the middle of a 
clear-cut near the lake and engage in partying that included 
underage binge drinking and shooting up the place with their 
guns, according to reports. 
   "Essentially within weeks of him buying his truck back, he was 
back out poaching," said Fish and wildlife officer Jason 
Czebotar, one of the investigators in the case.  
   Investigators believe that Butler spotlighted, shot and killed 
two more deer in late February, then he cut up portions of the 
deer and put the meat in a friend's freezer at Bangor.  
   He is accused of leaving carcasses to rot in three earlier 
incidents. 
   A search warrant was served on April 6 and Butler's pickup was 
seized again, along with a .22-caliber rifle, spotlight and hunting 
knives.  
    Officers again cited Butler on April 13, this time for nine 
counts of unlawful hunting of big game, two counts of unlawful 
transportation of fish or wildlife, two counts of spotlighting big 
game, a count of unlawful possession of a loaded firearm in a 
motor vehicle, and one count of negligently shooting a gun from 
a public roadway. 

   Butler is out on bond and awaiting trial. He is confined to the 
Bangor base and is escorted anywhere outside of his company 
area, according to Fish and Wildlife reports. Fish and wildlife 
officials are asking that Butler pay $10,000 in restitution — 
$2,000 for each deer killed — to the state. 
  Butler's next court appearance is May 13 in Jefferson County 
District Court. 
    Czebotar said Navy officials and agents with Naval Criminal 
Investigative Service have been "extremely cooperative" in this 
investigation. http://www.kitsapsun.com/news/2009/may/08/man-
faces-many-charges-for-allegedly-killing/ 
 

Founding Fathers Intent: 
"If men through fear, fraud or mistake, should in terms 
renounce and give up any essential natural right, the eternal law 
of reason and the great end of society, would absolutely vacate 
such renunciation; the right to freedom being the gift of God 
Almighty, it is not in the power of Man to alienate this gift, and 

voluntarily become a slave."--John Adams, Rights of the 
Colonists, 1772 


