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Founding Fathers: 
"It would reduce the whole instrument to a single phrase, that of instituting a Congress with power to do whatever would be for the good of the United 
States; and as they would be the sole judges of the good or evil, it would be also a power to do whatever evil they please. Certainly no such universal 
power was meant to be given them. It [the Constitution] was intended to lace them up straightly within the enumerated powers and those without which, 
as means, these powers could not be carried into effect." --Thomas Jefferson, Opinion on a National Bank, 1791 

  

Harrisburg 5th Annual Gun 

Rights Rally Set 
The Fifth Annual 2nd Amendment Rally date has been set 

for 10 AM on April 27, 2010 in Harrisburg, Pa. Once again we 
ask for your help and participation in this event.  We will use 
this event as a springboard to pass vital pro gun legislation that 
will affect how FFL’s conduct business and your ‘right to bear 
arms’ throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.  It 
cannot be repeated often enough that the more interest shown at 
these kinds of events, the more our elected officials will notice 
our presence and the more impact our efforts will have 
throughout the day. 

Our past four rally’s have highlighted needed changes in 
Pennsylvania Firearms laws resulting in improvements and 
protections being enacted into law such as ‘prohibiting the 
confiscation of firearms in an emergency’ and protecting the 
rights of hunters to carry a self defense firearm with them when 
in the field and eliminating the gun ban when riding a 
snowmobile and numerous other needed changes.  With YOUR 
help we can begin to raise the awareness of other problems 
(political minefields) that exist and encourage changes that the 

‘people’ want and deserve.  After all being the 10th most 

restrictive state in the country on firearms (according to the 
Brady Campaign) certainly hasn’t stopped criminals and cop 
killers! 

After the rally, team leaders will break the attendees up 
into groups and visit every State House member and State 
Senator in the State Capitol to ask for their support for bills 

such as HB 40 (Castle Doctrine), HB 750 (Transportation of 

Firearms), HB 1541 (Penalties for Municipalities that enact 

local gun laws), and SB 842 (Castle Doctrine companion to HB 
40) plus several other bills. Everyone that pre-registers will be 
informed of the team (organized by county of residence) they 
are on ahead of time by e-mail.  We need your help to pack the 
halls of the State Capitol Building to make this a successful 
event! After we visit all of the Legislators in teams, we suggest 
that you focus your attention on ‘your’ Senator and House 

member and let them know that he/she needs to listen to the 
needs of their constituents. The preferred dress is business 
casual. If you don't own a suit or sports coat, try to borrow one 
and dress appropriately. Our appearance is a key factor in 
credibility. Once you see how the team leaders present the 
issues to their Legislators, you may want to again pay a visit to 
your Senator or Legislator at their district offices at a later date 
to follow up on the issues discussed in Harrisburg. 

It is important to point out that each person attending 

will need to pre-register on the rally website 

(www.2ARally.com) and be present if you want a chance to 
win the prize, which is a Smith and Wesson M&P 15-22. If you 
haven't pre-registered on the website, plan to show up a little 
earlier so that we don't experience a last minute rush. This gun 

can be seen at www.2Arally.com along with the downloadable 
event flyer, details of the event, maps to the Capital Building, 
plus some of the bills we deem to be important issues in the 
Commonwealth. Also included are some of the guest speakers 
invited. If you plan to arrive armed, try to be there by at least 9 
AM to check in your firearm at the door (rear entrance of 
Capitol building by fountain). 
 

Pennsylvania Preemption Law 
Violations Continue: 

When Will The Legislature and the 
Courts Step In??? 

Radnor Township Considers Mandatory Reporting of Lost or 

Stolen Firearms Ordinance 

 On February 8 the Radnor Township 
commissioners conducted an open meeting to listen 
to arguments for and against enacting an ordinance 
requiring the mandatory reporting of lost or stolen 
firearms. As it has in the past cease-fire PA utilized 
local political contacts to pressure the local elected 
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officials (otherwise known as strong-arm tactics) into 
considering this legislation. 
 Of course this group is not one to let the truth 
stand in its way and this meeting was no exception to 
that rule. Openly manipulating the facts such as how 
many prosecutions were conducted by the 
municipalities with these ordinances in place and 
numerous other falsehoods were prevalent 
throughout much of the testimony of the other cease-
fire PA officials. 
 Local gunowners presented a strong defense and 
factually challenged every contention of the anti-gun 
organization but, as it has been shown in the past, the 
backroom political deals continued to dominate in 
these situations further justifying the reasoning 
behind a statewide preemption Law. If only this law 
actually had some teeth in it?! Perhaps the answer is 
to be found in House Bill 1541 that has been 
introduced by Rep. Daryl Metcalfe. 
 This particular hearing resulted in enough 
questions being raised by those in opposition to this 
ordinance that a vote was postponed for two weeks 
so that answers could be obtained from the solicitor. 
While this may just have delayed the inevitable it is 
clear to the casual observer that the fight was worth it 
and it did draw out the officials from cease-fire PA 
and showed them to be unscrupulous in their 
presentation and despicable for their ignorance of the 
law. 
 

WA high court says 2A applies to 

states 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

In a stunning decision that held the rights of a 17year-
old are not violated by a state gun regulation 
preventing minors from possessing handguns, the 
Washington state Supreme Court ruled that "the 
Second Amendment applies to the states via the 
Fourteenth Amendment due process clause." 

The majority opinion, written by Justice Richard B. 
Sanders and issued in mid-February, acknowledges that it 
does not wait for a US Supreme Court ruling on 
incorporation. The highest US court is taking up that 
issue right now in McDonald v. Chicago, for which oral 
arguments were scheduled for Mar. 2, the day after this 
issue went to press. 

The McDonald case was filed by the Second Amend-
ment Foundation, Illinois State Rifle Association and is 
named for Otis McDonald, who is a Chicago resident and 

one of four individual plaintiffs in the case. The National 
Rifle Association successfully petitioned the high court 
for time to join the oral arguments, even though its case, 
NRA v. Chicago, was not accepted for review by the 
court. 

The Washington state court's ruling is not binding on 
other states, and essentially has no weight of law outside 
the Evergreen State, and perhaps little inside of it, but it 
does signal where the state high court might come down 
on other gun rights questions, such as Seattle's challenge 
of state preemption. That challenge was derailed last 
month when a King County Superior Court judge ruled 
that Seattle's ban on guns in city parks was illegal under 
the state's preemption law, as reported in the last issue of 
Gun Week. 

Five other justices, including Chief Justice Barbara 
Madsen, joined Sanders in the majority ruling. Justice 
James Johnson wrote a concurring and dissenting 
opinion, which supported the incorporation notion, but 
criticized the majority for not determining that strict 
scrutiny applies to the constitutional right to keep and 
bear arms questions. 

The case involves a teenager who was riding in a car 
that was stopped by a Kitsap County sheriff's deputy in 
April 2007. Christopher Sieyes was a passenger and he 
was observed by Deputy Jon Vangesen making a "furtive 
movement" which may have been the teen's attempt to 
hide a .380-caliber Bersa semi-automatic pistol under the 
passenger seat. That's where the lawman found the gun, 
after which he placed Sieyes under arrest. 

Sieyes was found guilty in October 2007 of second 
degree illegal possession of a firearm under a state 
statute because he had constrictive possession of the 
gun. The teen appealed, arguing that his conviction 
was based on insufficient evidence and that it had not 
been proven that his possession of the gun was "know-
ing." He also contended that the state prohibition on 
firearms possession by a minor violated his constitu-
tional right to bear arms, and that the state should have 
proven that statutory exceptions to the gun law that 
allow possession by minors did not apply to him. 

In July 2008, the State Court of Appeals requested a 
supplemental briefing on the constitutionality of the 
statute because of the recent Heller ruling that affirms 
the Second Amendment protects an individual right to 
keep and bear arms. 

In handing down its ruling, Washington's high court 
majority avoided setting a standard of review, which 
irritated Johnson, who wrote in his separate opinion, "In 
declining to apply strict scrutiny and instead `look[ing] 
to the Second Amendment's original meaning, the 
traditional understanding of the right, and the burden 
imposed on children by upholding the statute,' the 
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majority disregards our long-standing national tradition 
allowing younger citizens to bear arms and the level of 
protection that we customarily accord to fundamental 
rights. I therefore write separately to emphasize that 
strict scrutiny is the appropriate standard of review for 
Second Amendment challenges to statutes restricting 
these important constitutional rights. 

"This conclusion is inescapable," Johnson continued, 
"when one considers the fundamental nature of the right 
to keep and bear arms throughout our nation's history and 
our legacy of extending that right to young people. Youth 
have been permitted and even on occasion requested to 
bear arms since our country's nascent days and 
throughout the history of our state. The Journals of the 
Continental Congress, for example, identified 'healthy, 
sound and able bodied men . . . not under sixteen years of 
age' as the preferred category of men from which the 
officers of the Continental army were to recruit their 
soldiers. 

"What were these teenagers fighting for," Johnson 
asked rhetorically. "I remind the court that, among other 
things, they fought for the right to bear arms...a right that 
unquestionably extended in its fullest form to those 
adolescents who took up arms to defend it. As the 
majority points out, gun rights are 'an inexorable birth-
right of American tradition ... held ... to be fundamental' 
by those who participated in the Revolutionary War." 

However, Sanders' majority opinion contained some 
significant points, not the least of which was the 
observation that the court had "determined the 
Second Amendment protects individual rights against 
state interference." 

But the majority opinion, according to the Kitsap Sun, 

"reserved judgment on whether state law restricting 
youths from possessing firearms violates" the Second 
Amendment. In his majority opinion, Sanders wrote, "In 
sum, appellant offers no convincing authority supporting 
his argument that Washington's limit on childhood 
firearm possession violates the United States or 
Washington Constitutions. Accordingly we keep our 
powder dry on this issue for another day." The New GUN 

WEEK, March 15, 2010 
 

Campus guns take a hit in two states 
Lawful carry on college campuses by licensed 

individuals took a step backward in February. 
The Colorado State University (CSU) System 

Board of Governors drafted a proposal that would 

prohibit firearms on all CSU campuses with 
exemptions for law enforcement, military and the 
Reserve Officers' Training Corps (ROTC) only. 

Despite opposition from the CSU student governing 
body, the school's Board of Governors drafted the 

policy knowing that it would violate the Colorado state 
firearm preemption law and the Colorado Uniform 
Shall-Issue Concealed Carry Law. Current state law 
strictly regulates the carry or transport of firearms in 
schools, colleges and universities. 

Their vote against concealed carry and self-defense 
by licensed adult students and faculty was regarded as a 
disappointment by concerned students everywhere. 
Students for Concealed Carry on Campus, a groups with 
chapters at some 300 colleges and universities sees the 
CSU move a step backward from the policies they have 
endorsed. 

Meanwhile, a new policy adopted by the University 
of Tennessee (UT) strips student-athletes of their 
Second Amendment rights. 

The university's newly announced policy banning all 
gun ownership by student-athletes is regarded as an 
extreme overreaction to the criminal acts of a few. 

UT's athletic director, Mike Hamilton, said that 
under the new policy, the university will automatically 
dismiss any student-athlete found in possession of a 
gun — even those with permits and even those living 
off-campus. This over-reaching policy prevents 

law-abiding UT student-athletes from hunting and 
engaging in recreational and competitive shooting. 
More importantly, it also prohibits them from owning a 
firearm for self-defense, a right guaranteed by the US 
Constitution. The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 

 

Circus giant files racketeering suit 

against HSUS 
The parent company of the Ringling Brothers and 

Barnum and Bailey Circus, Feld Entertainment Inc., 
recently filed a federal lawsuit against the Humane 
Society of the United States (HSUS) and a group of 
other animal rights organizations under a federal law 
prohibiting racketeering. 

The suit, filed on Feb. 16 in federal circuit court for the 
District of Columbia, comes after Feld Entertainment 
spent close to a decade in litigation with HSUS, the 
American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals (ASPCA), the Animal Welfare Institute (AWI), 
the Animal Protection Institute (API) and others over its 
treatment of elephants used for circus performances. 

The original litigation against Feld Entertainment 
came after a former Ringling employee named Tom 
Rider began making public appearances alleging 
abuses of the animals. 

During the case brought by Rider and backed by the 
animal rights groups, information was presented that 
indicated that Rider received numerous payments from 
the groups through a complex web of financial 
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transactions. This information played a key role in US 
District Court Judge Emmet Sullivan's decision to dismiss 
the case in December 2009. 

At the time, Judge Sullivan indicated that these 
payments represented Rider's "sole source of income" 
throughout the duration of the case and that Rider did 
not have the legal standing to bring the suit. 

In his decision, Sullivan further stated, "The Court 
finds that Mr. Rider is essentially a paid plaintiff and 
fact witness who is not credible, and therefore affords no 
weight to his testimony regarding the matters discussed 
herein, i.e., the allegations related to his standing to sue." 

The findings by the judge in that case have prompted 
Feld Entertainment to file its own lawsuit claiming that 
HSUS and others were involved in racketeering or illegal 
business activities by financing Rider's suit in order to 
advance an agenda that included ending the use of 
elephants in circuses. 

According to the new racketeering suit, Feld 
specifically states that the defendants "conspired to 
conduct and conducted the Enterprise through a pattern 
of, among other things, bribery and illegal gratuity 
payments (in violation of both state and federal law), 
obstruction of justice, mail fraud, wire fraud and 
money laundering." The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 

 

Delaware CPLs extension signed 
The National Rifle Association's Institute for 

Legislative Action (NRA-ILA) reported that Delaware 
Gov. Jack Markell (D) on Feb. 23 signed House Bill 
258 into law. 

HB-258 will extend the validity of a concealed pistol 
licenses (CPLs) from two years to three years for initial 
licenses, and three years to five years for renewal 
licenses. 

 

IN lawmakers OK closing CPL info 
A bill that would end public access to Indiana's database 

of people with concealed pistol licenses (CPLs) has won 
final approval in the General Assembly. 

The state Senate voted 48-0 on Feb. 18 to approve the 
bill, which now goes to Gov. Mitch Daniels for 
consideration. The House had approved the bill 85-11 in 
January 

Legislators moved to close the records after complaints 
from gunowners when The Indianapolis Star and The 

Herald-Times of Bloomington used information from the 
database to scrutinize how gun permits are issued and 
posted the lists on websites. The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 

2010 
 

Owner severs partnership 

A suspected killer in Italy got a little ahead of himself. 
According to The London Telegraph, a gun shop 

owner is accused of shooting a business partner, then 
severing his head and cooking it in a pizza oven. 

Forty-year-old Alberto-Arrighi allegedly killed 
Giacomo Brambilla at his gun shop in Como. The pair 
was reportedly arguing over 100,000 euros Arrighi owed 
his partner. 

He then allegedly cut off the man's head, and 
attempted to destroy it in a pizza oven at his father-in-
law's pizzeria. 

Arrighi is then accused of disposing of the headless 
corpse nearby. 

Police reportedly found signs of blood at Arrighi's gun 
shop, and indications he had attempted to clean it with 
bleach. The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 

 

Man charged in parrot killing 
A Randolph, NJ, man is facing prison time and a fine 

that could hit $15,000 if he is convicted on an animal 
cruelty charge stemming from the June 2009 killing of his 
African gray parrot with a BB gun. 

The bird's offense? According to KYW in 
Philadelphia, PA, and the Associated Press, it kept 
squawking during a NASCAR race, and that irritated the 
bird's owner, 67-yearold Dennis Zeglin. Surprise of 
surprises; according to his attorney, Stephen Fletcher, 
Zeglin was intoxicated at the time. Since then, Zeglin has 
undergone treatment for alcoholism. 

The parrot, named "Mikey," was plugged three times 
and it hit the floor stone dead. Zeglin's wife saw that 
Mikey was dead, so she called the police. 

Zeglin was indicted by a Morris County grand jury 
last month. 

 

SWAT rolls for cap gun call 
Police in Vancouver, WA, dispatched a SWAT team 

to a local elementary school Feb. 2 after they were called 
about a youngster firing a gun at two other youngsters. 

Turns out that the weapon was a cap gun, and the 
child who brought it to school is in a heap of trouble. 

According to the Associated Press, the unidentified 
second grader spooked the two 6-year-old boys at whom 
he pointed the orange cap gun. They ran to a playground 
supervisor and things went south from that point. 

The school was evacuated, but only for about 30 
minutes until police sorted things out. A spokeswoman 
for the school district said school officials met with the 
boy and his parents. The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 

 

Doped-up-meatball defense 
From the "Only Cops Should Have Guns" file comes 
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this tidbit from WPVI TV in Philadelphia, PA, and the 
Associated Press about fired New. York Police Detective 
Anthony Chiofalo's failed try for reinstatement after 
being fired in 2007. 

Chiofalo's problem began in 2005 when he failed a 
drug test and blamed it on his wife, Catherine, who 
claimed to have stoked up her meatballs with marijuana 
instead of oregano. She backed his story, claiming that 
she had hoped his drug test failure would convince him to 
leave the force. 

Chiofalo was initially suspended and eventually fired 
in 2007, but he wanted his job back. It is not explained 
whether his wife was ever investigated to find the source 
of the marijuana, because the department argued that 
there was more dope in Chiofolo's system than might be 
consumed in meatballs. It also was not explained how the 
department came up with a formula to determine that 
level. 

The former cop, who was a member of the 
department's counterterrorism team, was reportedly 
looking at various options to continue pressing for 
reinstatement. The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 

 

Outrage over CA cop's Facebook 

entry 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

A now-deleted Facebook entry by an East Palo Alto, 
CA, police detective last month has created an Internet 
furor because one of his messages suggested that police 
might approach open carry activists, force them to a 
prone position and "if one of them makes a furtive 
movement...2 weeks off!!!" 

The remark was taken by gun rights activists as a 
reference to the amount of time a police officer is placed 
on paid administrative leave after shooting someone. 

The comments were attributed to Detective Roderick 
Tuason, but they appeared to be part of a Facebook 
exchange with another officer. An image of the Facebook 
page was saved by attorney Kevin Thomason, and posted 
on the CalGUNS forum. His remarks caused such outrage 
that forum members filled up 61 pages of comments in 
less than 36 hours and finally the discussion was locked 
down. 

Gun Week's call to Capt. Carl Estelle at the East Palo 
Alto Police Department was not returned. 

Estelle was quoted by the Mercury News promising 
that the Facebook comments were being examined by the 
department's professional standards office. 

Tuason was exchanging remarks with a friend that 
open carry advocates, who carry their guns unloaded in 
compliance with the California Penal Code, should 
essentially be harassed by police. 

"Haha," he wrote, "we had one guy last week try to do 
it. He got proned out and reminded where he was at and 
that turds will jack him for his gun in a heartbeat!" 

This comment evidently alluded to an incident in late 
January involving a man from a neighboring community 
who openly carried a sidearm into a local grocery market. 
However, it was later in the discussion threat that Tuason 
suggested open carry activists might be shot. 

As he exchanged comments with another Facebook 
friend, Tuason apparently wrote, "Sounds like you had 
someone practicing their 2nd amendment (sic) rights last 
night! Should've pulled the AR out and prone (sic) them 
all out! And if one of them makes a furtive movement...2 
weeks off!!!" 

KTVU News noted that East Palo Alto "has become a 
reluctant testing ground for a battle of constitutional 
amendments: one police officer's 'freedom of speech' 
versus a group's 'right to bear arms'." 

Capt. Estelle noted that the comments were on a 
private Facebook page, and do not reflect East Palo Alto's 
official policies or procedures. He also noted that Tuason 
has First Amendment rights that the department was 
being careful to respect. 

Tuason's remarks also seemed to mock the fact that 
concealed carry permits are nearly impossible to get, 
observing to a colleague who gets "all worked up" about 
open carry, "Haha that's when you go attend one of their 
meetings and laugh at them cuz (sic) they can only dream 
to have a ccw." 

Later, on the Ca1GUNS forum, a member identified as 
".45shooter," apparently Tuason's on-line handle, posted 
a somewhat rambling message of apology to other forum 
members on Feb. 8. 

He ended his lengthy apologetic commentary by 

saying: 

"Now all this doesn't excuse the fact that i (sic) made 
a comment that doesnt (sic) reflect the views of the 
department i (sic) work for," he concluded. "Nor does it 
reflect my own gun right views! I should have chosen my 
words a lot better or better yet kept my mouth shut!" 

 
Tennessee school shooter bought revolver at gun show 

The man accused of shooting the principal and 
assistant principal at Inskip Elementary School in 
Knoxville, TN last month apparently bought the gun he 
used at a gun show. 

According to the Knoxville News Sentinel, Mark 
Stephen Foster, the teacher accused in the shooting of 
Principal Elisa Luna and Assistant Principal Amy Brace 
bought the .38-caliber Smith & Wesson revolver at the 
Gun Show in the Smokies, held the weekend of Jan. 30-
31. Officials were checking to see whether he purchased 
the revolver from a federally-licensed firearms dealer, 
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which would have required a background check, or 
bought it from a private party. If he bought the gun in a 
private transaction, no background check is required 
under federal statutes. 

Gun prohibition groups refer to such private 
transactions as "the gun show loophole." 

Foster's 49-year-old brother, Anthony, sent an 
anonymous e-mail to school officials last fall, advising 
them that Mark Foster was "a ticking time bomb." The 
suspect was not going to be re-hired by the school district 
as a fourth grade teacher. 

Anthony told the newspaper that his brother has a 
history of problems with his family members, but the 
News Sentinel noted that the suspect had no criminal 
history that would have prevented him from passing a 
background check to buy a gun. The Tennessee 
Department of Safety confirmed that Foster did not have 
a concealed carry permit. 

Police arrested Foster several minutes after the 
shooting during a traffic stop. At that time, officers found 
the revolver and five spent shell casings in his car. 

The e-mails Anthony sent to school officials 
reportedly said that Mark was violent and mentally 
unstable. He asserted that School Supt. Jim McIntyre was 
aware of the allegations, but Anthony Foster contended 
that a thorough investigation was not conducted. The New 

GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 
 

Homeland Security reportedly lost 

hundreds of firearms 
The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is 

wearing egg on its face after a report surfaced in USA 

Today that the agency has lost more than 200 firearms 
between 2006 and 2008, and 15 of those guns found their 
way into the hands of criminals. 

However, USA Today is not the only agency to report 
the missing guns, and reports carried by CBS News and 
CNN had different statistics. CBS reported "nearly 200 
weapons" and CNN said in its lead paragraph that 179 
guns had been lost, but two paragraphs later said that "in 
all, 243 firearms were lost." The USA Today story put the 
figure of lost guns at 289. 

It appears that CNN was breaking down the numbers, 
attributing the 179 lost guns to acts of "laxity." Another 
36 guns were lost, CNN said, "because of circumstances 
beyond the officer's control." Twenty-eight more guns 
were lost, the news agency said, from secured areas, 
including safes. 

Two of the guns, an M4 carbine and a shotgun, were 
reportedly taken from one agent's home during a burglary 
and later recovered from a known felon. 

The various reports noted that some 200 of the 

missing firearms were lost in such places as public 
restrooms in fast-food restaurants, unidentified "unse-
cured areas," bowling alleys and were also taken from 
unlocked cars. Fifteen guns recovered from criminals 
were found in the possession of gang members, drug 
users and teenage thugs. It was not clear whether any of 
those guns had actually been used in crimes, or whether 
they were simply found in the possession of those 
arrested. 

CNN reported that the guns were lost by the Customs 
and Border Patrol, and Immigrations and Customs 
Enforcement. 

The report was issued by Inspector General Richard 
Skinner, and covered fiscal year 2006-FY2008. Those 
who lost weapons faced disciplinary action and additional 
training, the newspaper said. Some people were 
reportedly fired or suspended. 

Some of the guns were lost in the aftermath of 
Hurricane Katrina, but others were stolen, even from 
safes, the report said. 

DHS, according to the report, has some 190,000 
firearms. The lost guns include handguns, rifles and 
shotguns, and most have never been found. The New GUN 

WEEK, March 15, 2010 
 

Brady Campaign issues annual state 

gun control scorecard 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

The Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence has 
issued its annual "score card" on state gun control laws, 
and has once again named California, with its ban on 
semi-automatic sport-utility rifles and restrictive 
discretionary concealed carry statute, as the state with the 
strongest gun control statutes. 

California is closely followed by New Jersey, and then 
trailed by Massachusetts, Connecticut, Maryland and 
New York, on the Brady scale of states with so-called 
"sensible" gun laws. 

More than half the states are ranked as having "weak" 
or "non-existent" gun laws that, according to a press 
release from the anti-gun organization, help "feed the 
illegal gun market and (allow) the sale of guns without 
background checks including at gun shows." 

"Most states, unfortunately, are doing very little to 
protect citizens from gun violence," said Brady Campaign 
President Paul Helmke in a prepared statement. "Most 
states are allowing dangerous people to have easy access 
to guns." 

Helmke laments that few states have laws aimed at 
discouraging illegal gun trafficking, which he contends 
would require background checks at gun shows for all 
firearm transactions. This is what the Brady Campaign 
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calls the "gun show loophole," yet federal law currently 
allows private transactions without background checks, 
and has so for many years. 

The worst state for gun control according to the Brady 
Campaign formula is Utah, which got no points under the 
group's grading system. Ranking barely above Utah are 
the states of Alaska, Arizona, Idaho, Kentucky, Louisiana 
and Oklahoma. 

Some observers in the gun rights community believe 
that the Brady Campaign's scorecard is meaningless, 
except to identify states where gun rights must still be 
expanded. Several gun rights leaders believe that the 
organization has lost considerable momentum, even under 
the anti-gun Obama administration and a Democrat-
controlled Congress, and that the scorecard and Brady's 
recent attack on Starbucks coffee shops is designed 
merely to keep the organization relevant. 

According to the Brady Campaign, states can raise 
their standing by adopting laws that limit the number of 
handguns persons can buy, require technology to identify 
crime guns, require lost or stolen guns to be promptly 
reported to police, ban so-called "military-style assault 
weapons," restrict firearms in public places and doing 
away with "shall-issue" concealed carry statutes in effect 
in about 40 states. 

They also oppose laws that allow firearms on college 
campuses or to be kept locked in employee cars at work-
places. 

The Brady Campaign also supports efforts to erode 
state preemption laws that prevent cities from adopting 
their own gun regulations, resulting in a hodgepodge of 
different gun laws from city to city in the same state. It 
was to eliminate such checkerboard gun ordinances that 
states began adopting preemption laws in the 1990s, 
largely based on the 1983 preemption statute passed in 
Washington State, which was amended and strengthened 
in 1985. The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 
 

Laundry list of anti-gun bills awaits action 

in NY legislature 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

At the best of times, Albany, the capital of New York 
State, is largely dysfunctional. And these are not the best 
of times. 

The legislature has not fully recovered from its coup 
d'etat in the state Senate last year. The lieutenant 
governor who became governor after the resignation of 
his predecessor, Eliot Spitzer, amid national scandal, is 
now in the middle of his own troubles. Gov. David 
Paterson (D) has announced that he will complete his 
present term of office, but not run for re-election. This 
after announcing his candidacy six days earlier. 

It's a three-ring circus in Albany and one of the main 
acts each year is for the New York City based Democrat 
leadership in the state Assembly to work up a laundry list 
of anti-gun legislation, pass it, then denounce the state 
Senate for failing to act on those bills. 

Usually, this legislative trapeze takes place in 
January. This year it's a little delayed. But there is a 
laundry list of anti-gun legislation in the legislature and 
any day the Assembly could take the first step in its 
traditional role. What might happen in the Democrat-
controlled Senate this year is anyone's guess. The state, 
in deep fiscal doo-doo, needs a new budget by April 1. 
Meanwhile, anything could happen and the anti-gun 
lawmakers have already filed their laundry list. Here, 
with the help of the National Rifle Association's Institute 
for Legislative Action, is the traditional anti-gun 
legislative wish list: 

Assembly Bill 801A and its Senate companion, S 
1598A, would require five-year renewals of pistol 
licenses statewide, a measure opposed by county clerks 
who administer licensing in most upstate countries. 
Those licenses are currently "lifetime" licenses issued as 
"good until revoked." 

Assembly Bill 1093 and its Senate companion, S-
1715, would create liability for legal firearm retailers 
when criminals misuse firearms originally purchased in a 
store, requiring state and federal licensed dealers to carry 
expensive liability insurance. 

Assembly Bill 1275 and its Senate companion, S-
1712, would outlaw the private sale and transfer of long 
guns. 

Assembly Bill 1326 and its Senate companion, S-
5228, would outlaw the sale of all handguns not 
equipped with so-called "child proofing" devices. 

Assembly Bill 2881 and its Senate companion, S-
2379, would ban the sale of common self-defense and 
hunting ammunition. 

Assembly Bill 2884 would prohibit gun shows on 
public property. 

Assembly Bill 2885 and Assembly Bill 2910 would 
establish standards for guns sold in the state and would 
allow the state police to prevent ANY firearm they deem 
unsafe from being transferred into the state. This is a 
variation of laws currently in force in California and 
Massachusetts that establish statewide lists of so-called 
safe handguns. 

Assembly Bill 3200 and its Senate companion, S-
2953, would require ammunition coding or bullet 
serialization, generally regarded as "microstamping," a 
patented technology applied top the firearm, or 
individually bar-coded ammunition, a separate 
technological process, that ammunition manufacturers 
say is impractical. 
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Assembly Bill 3346 would outlaw affordable 
handguns commonly used for self-defense under the 
guise of outlawing pistols and revolvers based on 
subjective standards. 

Assembly Bill 3477 and its Senate companion, S-
1188, would expand the failed 10-year-old ballistic 
imaging program to include even more firearms. At a 
time when the state has already invested millions in its 
COBIS system with no criminal convictions obtained be 
cause of the high-tech system. 

Assembly Bill 4441 and its Senate companion, S-
4338, would prohibit the manufacture, sale or transfer of 
handguns not equipped with so-called smart gun 
technology, usually referred to as user recognition 
technology. 

Assembly Bill 5844 and its Senate companion, S-
3098, would prohibit keeping firearms available for self-
defense in the home. 

Assembly Bill 6157 and Assembly Bill 6294 and 
their Senate companion, S4084, would drastically 
expand the state's current ban on so-called assault 
weapons to include virtually all semiautomatic rifles and 
pistols that can accept detachable magazines. 

Assembly Bill 6468B and its Senate companion, S-
6005, would outlaw the sale of all semi-automatic 
handguns not equipped with so-called microstamping 
technology. 

Senate Bill 4752 would ban certain firearms based 
upon bore diameter. The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 

 

NSSF hunting survey tracks rise in sales 
In a year when one word, "fewer," described life in 

America—fewer jobs, fewer home sales, fewer 
purchases—hunters were responsible for generating a 
welcome "more" category, as hunting license sales rose 
by 3.5% in 2009 in states that make up the National 
Shooting Sports Foundation's (NSSF) Hunting License 
Sales Index. 

The 12-state index comprises several states from four 
main regions of the United States. Nine of those states 
recorded hunting license sales increases from January 
through December of 2009 over the previous year, 
according to Southwick Associates, a research firm that 
monitored the license sales information. 

"Many factors such as weather and the economy affect 
hunting license sales in any given year, but in 2009 the 
economy likely had a more significant effect," said Jim 
Curcuruto, NSSF's director of industry research and 
analysis. "While the reasons for the 3.5% increase are 
speculative, past research shows that during slowdowns 
in the nation's economy it is possible that people have 
more time to hunt and that hunters take the opportunity 

to fill their freezers with nutritious, high-protein meat 
acquired at lower cost than if a similar amount was 
purchased at the supermarket." 

States participating in the NSSF License Sales Index 
are New York and' New Jersey in the Northeast; Florida, 
North Carolina, Louisiana and Tennessee in the 
Southeast; Minnesota, Indiana, Tennessee and Texas in 
the Midwest; and Oregon and Utah in the West. States 
were selected for their ability to provide license sales 
data on a regular basis. The geographical selections were 
made to offset potential variation in license sales by 
region. As more states are able to provide necessary 
data, the number of states will be increased, said 
Curcuruto. 

According to the index, license sales got off to a good 
start in the first half of 2009. In the key turkey hunting 
month of April, license sales rose by approximately 17% 
over the same month the previous year. In June, which is 
the start of the fiscal year in many states and, hence, the 
month when many annual licenses go on sale, sales 
increased by 16.2%. In the latter half of the year, which 
is when the bulk of hunting activity occurs and most 
licenses are sold, August and October sales were down, 
but September, November and December sales were up. 

Curcuruto noted the findings were a bright spot when 
considering national hunting license sales totals from all 
50 states showed little change from 2005 through 2007 
(the most recent year that figures are available). During 
that period, license sales have held at approximately 14.5 
million annually, according to that U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service. The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 

 

Lawmakers in 44 states seen sending 

warnings to Congress 
With tax collections dropping and jobless rates at 

record highs, state legislators hundreds of miles from 
Washington have found an easy way to appeal to 
conservative voters: Bash the federal government. 

The Associated Press and Newsmax.com reported in 
February that lawmakers in 44 states have introduced 
measures warning Congress not to trample states' rights 
and dozens of other resolutions opposing the government 
on issues including gun control and health care. 

Their efforts play to people angry with the status quo. 
A recent Pew Research Center poll found high anti-
incumbent sentiment among voters ahead of the 
November congressional elections. And, according to 
most political commentators and bloggers, it seems the 
November elections could prove more volatile for 
incumbents of both parties. 

"The closer you are to elections, you see legislators 
with more backbone," said Michael Boldin of the 
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California-based Tenth Amendment Center, a nonpartisan 
think tank named for the constitutional amendment that 
specifies any power not granted to the federal government 
is reserved for the states. "I'm sure there's a lot of 
grandstanding." 

No states are likely to secede from the union, but they 
could derail or delay federal legislation the way they have 
by balking at a national identification program billed as a 
way to fight terrorism and identity theft. Most states still 
aren't complying with the Real ID law passed in 2005. 

In conservative South Carolina, Republican House 
Majority Leader Kenny Bingham said his caucus made 
standing up to the federal government a top priority this 
year. 

"I hear it at church, at the barber shop: 'You guys need 
to stand up.' The issue of federal intrusion is a John Doe 
issue," he said. "This is a yes-point for us. They're mad. 
They're upset. They expect us to respond." 

That response included passing a resolution to assert 
the state's rights under several constitutional amendments. 
It says South Carolina's attorney general will sue if 
Congress passes mandates that the state deems 
unconstitutional, and that no state agency will follow the 
mandates while a decision is pending. 

"To say public reaction and being vocal doesn't have 
any influence is ludicrous," Bingham said. "That's how 
you enact change in a civilized society." 

Alabama, Alaska, Idaho, Louisiana, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, South Dakota and Tennessee have passed 
resolutions asserting states' rights under the Tenth 
Amendment, according to Boldin's group. Another passed 
the Kansas Senate recently after hundreds of residents 
raffled, brandishing copies of the US Constitution, and 
vowed to "take their country back." 

Of course, Montana and Tennessee have also adopted 
a Firearms Freedom Act, reserving to the state the right 
ton regulate guns that are made in those states and stay in 
those states. Several other states are considering similar 
legislation. 

In South Carolina, the House has already passed an 
expanded version of a state rights measure it first 
approved last year. A version is awaiting Senate approval. 

"It is vitally important for the future of our nation that 
the states stand against the relentless expansion of the 
federal government and restore the proper balance to our 
federal system," it reads. 

Some Democratic legislators call the measures 
pointless, political moves that do nothing to improve 
residents' lives. Black Democrats in South Carolina say 
Republican efforts are reminiscent of South Carolina's 
declaration of secession 150 years ago, which, they noted, 
didn't work out so well. 

"We're talking about seceding from the union," said 

Rep. Chris Hart, Columbia Democrat. "I thought we tried 
that." The New GUN WEEK, March 15, 2010 
 

Hungary's PM wants tougher firearms 

laws 
Hungarian Prime Minister Gordon Bajnai last month 

asked for tougher gun laws from Justice and Law 
Enforcement Minister Imre Forgacs, according to an 
account on a European news service. 

The request came after some gun-related incidents in 
Hungary over the past several months. Bajnai was speak-
ing to a police conference when he announced his 
proposal. 

Early in February, police arrested a 22-year-old man 
who allegedly was plotting a mass murder at a university 
or shopping mall, the news report stated. Last November, 
a university student gunned down four people, killing 
one and wounding the other three. The New GUN WEEK, 

March 15, 2010 
 

Judge strikes down Seattle gun ban 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

Almost immediately after a King County, WA, 
Superior Court judge threw out a City of Seattle parks 
gun ban, the city's freshman mayor declared that the 
state's preemption law should be changed to allow 
Seattle to set its own gun rules. 

It was a major victory for the Second Amendment 
Foundation (SAF) and National Rifle Association 
(NRA), which had filed the lawsuit in October with two 
other gun rights groups and five individual plaintiffs. 

More than 25 years ago, the state legislature passed 
its precedent-setting preemption act, to prevent cities 
from making their own rules, which had become a 
patchwork of often contradictory ordinances. But Mayor 
Mike McGinn, who succeeded Greg Nickles, the man 
responsible for the illegal gun ban, seemed something of 
a sore loser. 

"I am disappointed in today's ruling," McGinn said in 
a terse statement. "Cities should have the right to restrict 
guns in playgrounds, pools and community centers 
where children are present. The court's ruling was based 
on a state law, RCW 9.41.290, which preempts Seattle 
from regulating the possession of firearms. It's time for 
the state Legislature to change that law." 

Gun rights activists think otherwise. The ruling, 
handed down by Superior Court Judge Catherine 
Shaffer, contained a bombshell that stunned anti-gunners 
in the courtroom who were sitting behind Ray Carter, 
one of the five individual plaintiffs in the SAF/ NRA 
lawsuit, which also included the Citizens Committee for 
the Right to Keep and Bear Arms (CCRKBA) and 
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Washington Arms Collectors (WAC). 
Carter told Gun Week that he heard audible gasps 

when Shaffer noted that "the plaintiffs have a clear legal 
or equitable right to carry firearms under the federal and 
state constitutions." 

SAF Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb was 
delighted with the ruling, even though the judge 
dismissed all four organizations as plaintiffs on grounds 
of standing. 

"This is a great victory for the rule of law and 
Washington citizens," Gottlieb said. 

He said the ruling, which gives Seattle 30 days to 
remove all gun ban signs from all parks and recreation 
properties that were posted, is also "a victory for the 
legislature because this case affirms the intent of 
lawmakers in 1983 to prevent cities like Seattle from 
creating a nightmare of conflicting...firearms 
regulations." 

Gottlieb said the Shaffer ruling solidifies the 
legislature's authority on firearms matters. 

"It sends a message to city and county governments to 
stop meddling with the rights of Washington citizens," 
he stated. 

The ruling was also a major defeat for Washington 
CeaseFire, the Northwest's most vocal anti-gun group, 
which numbers around 6,000, according to its website. 
CeaseFire had thrown its weight behind the ban, even, 
though Washington Attorney General Rob McKenna had 
warned the city more than a year ago that such a ban was 
illegal under state preemption. 

Nickels was ousted in last August's mayoral primary. 
He is now a guest lecturer at Harvard. 

The city was given 30 days to appeal. 
Judge Shaffer not only issued a summary judgment, 

but also a permanent injunction against the city, which 
had been represented at no charge by a private attorney 
group with offices in Seattle. SAF and NRA were 
represented by attorneys Steven Fogg and Molly Malouf 
with Corr Cronin. 

A different lawsuit, filed in US District Court in 
Seattle, challenges the ban on Second Amendment 
grounds. That lawsuit was scheduled for a hearing within 
days, but there is some speculation that it may be 
dismissed because of the ruling in the SAF/NRA case. 
The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Freedom Act legislation filed in 

Kansas 
The Kansas Firearms Freedom Act, House Bill 2620, 

crafted by the Kansas State Rifle Association (KSRA) 
was introduced in the Kansas House of Representatives 
on Feb. 3 by state Rep. Ray Merrick and several other 

cosponsors. 
The Firearms Freedom Act (FFA) is principally a 

Tenth Amendment challenge to the powers of Congress 
under the "commerce clause," with firearms as the 
object—it is a state's rights exercise. Originally 
introduced and passed in Montana, and later enacted in 
Tennessee, the FFA declares that any firearms made and 
retained in-state is beyond the authority of Congress 
under its constitutional power to regulate commerce 
among the states. 

"The FFA may affect congressional authority other 
than for firearms." said Patricia Stoneking, president of 
the Kansas State Rifle Association. 

"This legislation is actually about reducing excessive 
federal regulation in areas such as education and 
intrastate trade." 

Proponents contend that the commerce clause was 
amended, by the Tenth Amendment, and that the Tenth 
Amendment, being the most recent expression of the 
enacting authority, must prevail over an unlimited 
interpretation of commerce clause authority to regulate 
firearms made and retained in a state. 

The Montana Shooting Sports Association and the 
Second Amendment Foundation have filed a lawsuit in 
federal court to validate the principles of the Montana 
Firearms Freedom Act. The renewed debate over states 
rights and the pending litigation over the FFA have set 
the stage for re-examination of the scope of federal 
commerce clause authority. While it is still unclear 
exactly where this re-examination will end up, the 
outcome could drastically change application of federal 
authority. 

"The Firearms Freedom Act has been enacted by two 
states, Montana and Tennessee." said Stoneking. 
"Kansas makes the twenty-first additional state to 
introduce this bill and five other states have expressed 
their intentions to introduce this legislation at this time." 

For more information about the Kansas legislation or 
the state association, visit their website at: ksraweb.net. 
The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

WY House moves bill to allow CCW 

without licenses 
Wyoming residents would join their fellow 

Americans in Alaska and Vermont carying concealed 
firearms without a state permit under a bill that advanced 
in the state legislature with a 52-6 vote in the House of 
Representatives on Feb. 11. 

Under existing Wyoming law, people must obtain a 
state-issued permit to carry a concealed firearm, after 
passing a mandated training course and background 
checks. Associated Press reported that Wyoming has 
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issued more than 10,000 permits. 
Forty-eight states allow people to carry concealed 

weapons only with a permit, except in Vermont and 
Alaska, where the permit is optional. 

A similar measure is pending in the Arizona 
legislature but has not yet progressed as far as in 
Wyoming. 

State Rep. Lorraine Quarberg (R-Thermopolis) is the 
main sponsor of HB113. It now heads to the House 
Judiciary Committee. 

"It's a good idea for anybody in the United States, not 
just in Wyoming, because it basically solidifies and 
codifies and affirms our Second Amendment right, and 
allows us to protect ourselves," Quarberg said after the 
House vote. 

If her bill becomes law, Quarberg said people would 
still have the option of getting a state-issued concealed 
weapons permit, as in Alaska. She said that would allow 
them to carry concealed guns in other states that have 
reciprocity with Wyoming. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 

2010 
 

MT commission shoots down ban on lead 

shotshells 
By a slim, one-vote margin, Montana's Fish, Wildlife 

and Parks Commission (FWPC) on Feb. 11 killed an 
effort to ban lead shot ammunition for upland game bird 
hunting on a series of state-owned hunting lands, 
according to The Billings Gazette. 

The commission voted 3-2 against banning lead shot 
ammunition at the Freezeout Lake and Canyon Ferry 
wildlife management areas. Earlier, the Montana 
Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks had suggested 
banning lead shot on all the management areas. The 
commission never considered a total ban, the only two 
that came up for discussion at the February meeting were 
Freezeout Lake and Canyon Ferry. 

The issue ignited a storm of controversy, with groups 
like the National Rifle Association and the Montana 
Shooting Sports Association questioning the motive 
behind the ban and suggesting it may be part of an anti-
hunting agenda. 

Several commissioners made reference to those 
concerns with one, commissioner Dan Vermillion, of 
Livingston, saying that any hints that the commission or 
the agency are anti-hunting are "preposterous." 

Commission Chairman Shane Colton, of Billings, 
who made the motion to nix the suggested ban, said the 
emotion around the issue was so great, the commission 
needed to step back. Any future efforts at banning lead 
shot must be supported with more scientific evidence. 
The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

King NC, misapplies riot law to ban 

guns and ammunition 
Apparently, it is not just extremely dry weather that 

can cause people to act foolishly; Southerners 
unaccustomed to extreme cold weather can do so as well. 

On Friday, Feb. 5, the city of King, NC, responded to 
heavy snowfall in the area by using a 40-year-old statute 
to ban the sale and possession, outside the home, of all 
firearms and ammunition, according to an Internet 
Examiner report by Charlotte examiner F. Paul Vallone. 

The proclamation was reportedly made by Mayor 
Jack Warren and posted in area restaurants and 
businesses. 

Effective through February 8, the state of emergency 
imposed on residents reportedly contained the following 
restrictions: 

— 12:00 a.m.-5:00 a.m. curfew; 
— A prohibition on the sale, consumption, 

transportation, or possession of alcoholic 
beverages during the state of emergency in the 
City of King; 

— A prohibition on the sale, purchases or carry of 
firearms, ammunition, or explosives outside the 
home, 

— A restricted access to areas as deemed 
appropriate by law enforcement officers and/or 
city officials. 

While many are questioning both the reasonableness 
and constitutionality of the King ordinance, it appears to 
be fully supported by the North Carolina General 
Statutes. Passed in 1969—an era of race riots following 
the assassination of the Rev. Martin Luther King—
Article 36A of Chapter 14 contains provisions for 
suspending carriage of firearms, ammunition and 
"dangerous substances" during states of emergency, and 
allows mayors and other local government officials to 
impose states of emergency. As to whether a local 
government can impose the ban: 

The town of King also passed an ordinance for such 
bans as Sec. 10-31. 

However, what seems equally clear is that Warren and 
the town of King had misapplied the law; however broad 
its language, Article 36A is entitled "Riots and Civil 
Disorders." According to a local blogger who personally 
investigated the incident and described it at 
saradactyl.com, no such civil disorder existed. She 
produced a YouTube video on the incident. 

Ironically, the state house representative for the district 
in which King is located, Rep. Bryan Holloway, was a 
cosponsor of legislation which could have prevented 
Warren's abuse of power. Under Section 3 of House Bill 
257: "No Seizure of Lawful Firearms in Emergency," 
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lawfully possessed firearms and ammunition would have 
been exempted from the riot law. 

Despite support from Grass Roots North Carolina and 
from the National Rifle Association, that bill died when it 
was denied a committee hearing by Democrat leadership, 
including Speaker Joe Hackney (D-Chatham, Moore, 
Orange), Majority Leader Hugh Holliman (D-Davidson) 
and Judiciary Committee Chairman Rep. Ronnie Sutton 
(D-Robeson). 

One of the primary sponsors of HB257, Rep. Mark 
Hilton (R-Catawba) advises that he is looking into 
revamping the bill slightly to conform to chamber rules 
under which it could be re-introduced in the second year 
of the legislature's two-year session, commonly referred 
to as the "short session." 

According to WXII12.com, residents in King were 
fumed over the weekend after a state of emergency 
declaration restricted "the sale of alcohol and the carrying 
of firearms in vehicles." 
King Police Chief Paula May said she's received 
hundreds of threats related to the emergency restrictions, 
which were declared by members of the City Council 
after Stokes County authorities also declared a state of 
emergency. 

Under North Carolina law, May said, when a state of 
emergency is put into place that includes a ban on 
driving, the sale of alcohol and carrying of firearms in 
vehicles is also banned. 

"I think there's been some misinterpretation that I 
personally have declared martial law and taken away 
people's right to bear arms and that's erroneous," May 
told WXII reporter Jermont Terry. "By law, statue 14-
288.7 automatically went into effect. And that law which 
goes into effect when there's a state of emergency 
prohibits the transportation, purchase sale and possession 
of firearms other than on one's own premises." 

The news of the ban created a firestorm of 
criticism. 

"This is absolutely the craziest thing I have ever heard. 
So far fetched that I am speechless!" one post on 
WXII12.com read. 

"This has to be the most ridiculous event of the 
century! This is the ultimate denial of liberties for the 
most asinine reason...bad weather!" another poster wrote. 

May said officers did pull people over who were in 
violation of the curfew driving ban, but no tickets were 
issued. 

"We did find some people on the streets," May said. 
"We didn't take any enforcement actions. We spoke to the 
people driving and helped them to get to where they 
needed to be." The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Woman traded toddler for gun 
Mesa, AZ, resident Tanya Nareau is probably not 

going to be named "Mother of the Year" after being 
arrested in January for—are you sitting down?—trading 
her 2-year-old daughter for a gun. 

According to the Associated Press, the 33-year-old 
woman reportedly gave the toddler to an unidentified 
"family friend" in exchange for the gun. Bad luck for 
Nareau; she pulled this stunt in Maricopa County. You 
know, that's the county presided over by the legendary 
Sheriff Joe Arpaio. 

Sheriff's deputies were called by the friend involved 
in this swap, and Nareau allegedly traded the child 
because she believed the friend could better raise her. 

Nareau has been charged with the solicitation to 
possess a weapon by a prohibited person, and unlawful 
sale of a child. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

`Bull-riding' in Washington 
From the "No Bull" file comes this story from 

Ridgefield in southwest Washington state that leaves us 
wondering what happened to the prime rib. 

According to the Associated Press, a bull escaped 
from farmland in Clark County, with sheriff's deputies 
and the farmer in hot pursuit. They were reportedly 
joined by a woman on horseback who tried to corral the 
bovine, but instead was bucked off when her horse 
spooked. 

This sitcom continued for about five hours, until 
finally everyone had simply had enough bull, so a Clark 
County SWAT officer was called in and he plugged the 
critter with a rifle. 

All the report would say is that the bull was hauled 
away by a rendering business and skinned near a road. 
The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Hunting dog triggers shotgun 
One California hunting dog apparently takes the term 

a bit too literally, according to The Fresno Bee. 

Authorities say a 53-year-old central California duck 
hunter was wounded when his own dog accidentally sent 
No. 2 pellets into his back by discharging a shotgun 
while the man was trying to retrieve decoys 15 yards 
away. 

The hunter who was not identified was treated at Los 
Banos Memorial Hospital and released after a few hours. 

The accident occurred Jan. 30 when the female 
Labrador retriever stepped on her owner's loaded 
shotgun, causing the safety to disengage and the gun to 
fire, according to the Merced County Sheriff's 
Department. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 
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KY sheriff 78 guns missing 
One has to wonder whether the anti-gunners' "lost or 

stolen gun reporting laws" would have applied in this 
case. 

A southeastern Kentucky sheriff's office says 78 guns 
are unaccounted for after the evidence storage room was 
broken into in December. 

The Corbin Times-Tribune reports that the Whitley 
County Sheriff's Department based the number on an 
examination of the evidence room, written evidence logs 
and documents tracking the release of property from the 
department. The paper reported that not all the unac-
counted for guns are believed to be stolen, only that law 
enforcement officers could not track the whereabouts of 
the firearms. 

The sheriff's office reported a burglary Dec. 21 in the 
midst of a public records dispute with the newspaper 
concerning how the agency handled seized guns. 
Kentucky State Police were reported investigating the 
break-in report in mid-January. The New GUN WEEK, March 

1, 2010 
 

Bruin terrorizes homes 
A gigantic, bullet-scarred black bear with a hankering 

for human food and a knack for breaking and entering 
has been terrorizing homeowners near Incline Village, 
NV, on the north shore of Lake Tahoe, and deftly 
outmaneuvering gun-toting rangers, bear dogs and traps. 

The burly bruin—a male that weighs an estimated 
700 pounds, roughly twice the poundage of the average 
adult black bear—has broken into and ransacked more 
than 40 or 50 homes in Incline Village since last 
Summer, causing tens of thousands of dollars in damage 
and more than a few sleepless nights. 

Wildlife officials have tried everything, but the food 
junkie apparently knows a bear trap when he sees one, 
shakes off bullets like they were mosquito bites, and 
keeps coming back for more. 

The bear has been shot on two occasions while 
breaking into homes. One of the bullets reportedly 
bounced off his head. 

The ursine prowler, which some have taken to calling 
Bubba, has learned how to smash out panels on garage 
doors and rummage through garbage and garage 
refrigerators. He has a tendency to barge in long after 
supper time. 

Wildlife officials plan to kill the bear if they find him. 
The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Alaska lawmakers weigh measure on 

Firearms Freedom 
Alaska lawmakers may be joining, the Tenth 

Amendment uprising by fighting federal gun regulations 
with what they call the Alaska Firearms Freedom Act, 
modeled after the Montana, and later Tennessee, Firearms 
Freedom Acts. 

The measures seek to assert state's rights over federal 
regulations regarding guns, accessories and ammunition 
made and distributed in the states. The Alaska measure 
passed the state House last year, and its resurfacing 
comes amid a growing fight with the federal government 
over what the state sees as undue interference on issues 
ranging from land access to Endangered Species Act 
protections. 

The bill's primary sponsor, Republican Rep. Mike 
Kelly of Fairbanks, says it sends a message that Alaska 
is serious about Second Amendment rights. 

But a spokesman for the largest gun shop in Alaska, 
Wild West Guns in Homer, says the legislation will 
probably have no practical effect. Alaska gun shops rely 
heavily on out-of-state gun components for 
manufacturing, according to Associated Press. 

Meanwhile, the federal government has filed a 
motion for dismissal of the pioneering Montana Firearms 
Freedom Act in a district court, claiming the plaintiffs 
have no standing to sue. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Cuba gives its citizens 2 months to 

register guns 
Cuba has declared a two-month amnesty for citizens 

to register unlicensed guns, and says those passing 
aptitude and psychological tests will be allowed to keep 
their weapons, according to an Associated Press report 
from Havana. 

The move is unusual in a state where almost no one 
except some active military personnel and plain-clothed 
state security agents are allowed to possess weapons. 

Even most police officers are required to leave their 
pistols at the station or in a regional barracks when on 
vacation or leave, and young men participating in 
mandatory military service are given unloaded firearms 
for most exercises. 

Starting Feb. 12, Cubans were to have the 
"exceptional and one-time only" chance to register their 
guns with police, and will be allowed to keep them 
provided they are over 18 and have passed the proper 
tests administered at police stations. According to a 
weekend bulletin carried by state news media, 
gunowners must "maintain conduct consistent with the 
appropriate norms of social behavior, meet security and 
protection conditions for the firearms and pay 
established taxes." 

There was no explanation for why the drive to 
legalize unlicensed weapons is coming now, though the 
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state-run news agency Prensa Latina said the move grew 
out of a November 2008 law regulating possession of 
guns and ammunition. 

Cubans were encouraged to register any weapons 
they owned in the years after Fidel Castro and his band 
of rebels toppled dictator Fulgencio Batista on Jan. 1, 
1959. But later authorities used a list of those who had 
sought licenses to go door-to-door and encourage them 
to turn over their firearms—even antiques considered 
family heirlooms. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Army-sponsored report suggests new 
`police force' for government 

A newly released Rand Corporation report proposes 
the federal government create a rapid deployment 
"Stabilization Police Force (SPF)" that would be tasked 
with "shaping an environment before a conflict" and 
restoring order in times of war, natural disaster or 
national emergency, according to WorldNetDaily.com. 

But civil libertarians are worried just exactly what the 
force would do, domestically or overseas, WND reported. 

Page 16 of the 213-page report says the new elite 
unit's purpose depends on where it is and who would be 
in command. 

"The answer to this question (about its purpose) 
depends on the situation into which an SPF might be 
inserted. The SPF could be used for missions such as: 
shaping an environment before a conflict; law 
enforcement duties in an active conflict environment; or 
security, stability, transition and reconstruction (SSTR) 
operations after a conflict. It could operate as an 
independent entity under a US ambassador or a UN 
Senior Representative to the Secretary General (SRSG), 
or as a force element reporting to a Joint Task Force 
(JIT') commander," the report states. 

The purpose statement doesn't say where the new unit 
would be deployed. However, Rand Corporation report 
coauthor Terry Kelly said the Army-commissioned study 
primarily focuses on a force that would be sent overseas. 

"The unit is supposed to deploy to places like Iraq or 
Afghanistan or maybe even places like Haiti where 
there's a tremendous disaster," Kelly said. 

"Really, the purpose would be to help our military 
forces or whoever is in charge of maintaining stability to 
catch terrorists or prevent major criminals from 
operating," he added. 

Although the report by the federally funded think 
tank spends most of its pages on overseas deployment, 
civil libertarians wonder if the proposed unit will only 
focus on foreign operations. 

Kelly confirmed the force could be deployed in the 
United States. 

"If there were a major disaster like Katrina it could be 
deployed in the US but that's not the purpose of the re-
search," he said. 

"It's important to point out that the goal was to create 
a force that's deployable overseas. If it's to be used in the 
United States it would be a secondary thing and then 
only in an emergency,” Kelly said. 

Some experts quoted by WND noted that even though 
the report focuses mostly on foreign deployments, some 
of the language leaves open the possibility for domestic 
use. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

NH House votes to allow gun display 

warning 
Displaying a gun to warn a potential attacker away 

would not be considered a crime under a bill passed by 
the New Hampshire House and sent to the state Senate, 
according to The New York Times and Associated Press. 

The bill would make it legal to respond to a threat by 
displaying a gun. It is more limited than an earlier bill 
that would have expanded the use of deadly force, which 
was vetoed by Gov. John Lynch two years ago. That pro-
posal would have allowed the use of deadly force in 
public whenever someone felt threatened. 

Current law requires people in public to try to retreat 
to safety before resorting to deadly force. Deadly force is 
permitted to protect when an intruder enters the person's 
home. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Brady Center floats campaign to 

reverse Starbucks gun policy 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

The Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence has 
launched a campaign against Starbucks Coffee, the 
Northwest-based company that operates coffee shops all 
over the country, because Starbucks has declined to bar 
legally-armed private citizens who openly carry firearms 
into their stores. 

Starbucks has taken the high road in this battle, 
noting in an e-mail sent to several gun rights activists 
that, "Starbucks does not have a corporate policy 
regarding customers and weapons; we defer to federal, 
state and local laws and regulations regarding this issue." 

The Starbucks response to the Brady Center's effort 
has infuriated gun prohibitionists, but at the same time, 
gun rights activists have become energized and vowed to 
throw their financial support behind the store. The 
announcement from Brady headquarters ignited 
discussions on at least three popular gun rights forums—
TheHighRoad.us, OpenCarry.org and Hunting-Washing-
ton—and various Internet chat groups. The National 
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Rifle Association quipped that the Brady Campaign 
"should switch to decaf." 

According to KGO News in San Francisco, a group 
of gunowners descended on a Starbucks store in Antioch 
to exercise their rights, and they have turned this into a 
monthly visit. They gather at a different Starbucks 
location in the Bay Area each month and call themselves 
East Bay Open Carry. 

Nationally, other chains have apparently decided to 
prohibit open carriers in their stores, but not Starbucks. 
Ironically, the coffee chain has been accused of being 
anti-gun, but that certainly has not surfaced during this 
latest flap. 

That is, except for one Starbucks store in Casper, 
WY, where Cheyenne Gun Rights Examiner Anthony 
Bouchard reported recently that the store manager turned 
thumbs down on open carry in his shop. Bouchard wrote 
about a conversation he had with that unidentified 
manager, who allegedly told him, "I own guns, but why 
would anyone want to carry them around women and 
children?" 

Another Gun Rights Examiner, John Longenecker in 
Los Angeles, declared that the Starbucks decision is "a 
very patriotic move which affirms the dignity and safety 
and sovereignty of everyone who might visit a 
Starbucks.” 

The Brady Campaign website was continuing to push 
an on-line petition to Starbucks in an effort to "Keep 
Guns Out." At least one gun rights activist forwarded an 
e-mail message sent out by Brady Campaign President 
Paul Helmke, which detailed his group's campaign. 

In the letter, Helmke complained that "Starbucks is 
refusing to prohibit open carrying in its store, despite 
protests from loyal customers." 

"The practice of packing heat in places like Starbucks 
is intimidating and could be potentially dangerous to our 
families and communities – and it must be stopped. It's 
everyone's right to sit in a restaurant or coffee shop with 
their families without intimidation or fear of guns, either 
concealed or openly carried," Helmke said. 

Helmke finished his appeal by urging, "We need to 
tell Starbucks to bar guns in its stores. Those individuals 
who have been carrying guns into Starbucks have all the 
firepower of a SWAT team, and none of the law 
enforcement training." 

Seattle-area attorney Mark Knapp noted in his blog, 
"Kudos to Starbucks for standing up to the international 
gun ban mafia!" The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

New gun rights movement reported 

mobilizing in India 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

There is growing evidence from around the world that 
citizen activists in other countries are trying to identify 
and expand their right to keep and bear arms within their 
own countries. Representatives from such nascent groups 
in other countries have attended the annual Gun Rights 
Policy Conferences, the Shooting Hunting and Outdoor 
Trade (SHOT) Show, and other events in the US as they 
search for information resources and guidance. 

This comes at a good time as the United Nations races 
toward a vote on an Arms Trade Treaty (ATT), which is 
being drafted in UN committees for a vote at a 2012 
meeting. 

A Feb. 1 report by Rama Lakshmi of The Washington 

Post Foreign Service is one of the latest testimonials to 
this growing worldwide concern for the means to self-
defense. 

In the land of Mahatma Gandhi, Indian gunowners are 
coming out of the shadows for the first time to mobilize, 
US-style, against proposed new curbs on bearing arms, 
according to The Post story. 

When gunmen attacked 10 sites in Mumbai in 
November 2008, including two five-star hotels and a train 
station, Mumbai resident Kumar Verma sat at home glued 
to the television, feeling outraged and unsafe. 

Before the end of December, Verma and his friends 
had applied for gun licenses. He read up on India's gun 
laws and joined the Internet forum Indiansforguns.com. 
When he got his license seven months later, he bought a 
black, secondhand, snub-nose Smith & Wesson revolver 
with a walnut grip. 

"I feel safe wearing it in my ankle holster every day," 
said Verma, 27, who runs a family business selling fire-
protection systems. "I have a right to self-protection, 
because random street crime and terrorism have 
increased. The police cannot be there for everybody all 
the time. Now I am a believer in the right to keep and 
bear arms," said according to The Post's report. 

Verma said he plans to join the recently formed 
National Association for Gun Rights India to lobby 
against new gun controls that the government has 
proposed, blaming the proliferation of both licensed and 
illegal weapons for a rise in crime. 

The National Association for Gun Rights India 
(NAGRI) held its first meeting in New Dehli on Jana 17, 
at which several members of Parliament attended. The 
meeting was formative, including over 50 representatives 
from 10 Indian states. 

Although India's 1959 Arms Act gives citizens the 
legal right to own and carry guns, it is not a right 
enshrined in the country's constitution. Getting a license 
is a cumbersome process, and guns cannot be bought over 
the counter—requirements that gunowners describe as 
hangovers from the colonial past, when the British rulers 
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disarmed their Indian subjects to head off rebellion. 
In December, the Ministry of Home Affairs proposed 

several amendments to the Arms Act that would make it 
even harder to acquire a gun license, restrict the number 
of people eligible for nationwide licenses and curtail the 
amount of ammunition a gunowner can amass. 

An official said that the ministry has called for public 
input. But in the meantime, the proposals have given rise 
to a nascent gun rights movement modeled on the 
strategies of the National Rifle Association in the US 
and echoing its rhetoric of civil rights, dignity and self-
protection. 

"We are outraged. We are not murderers. Instead of 
going after real criminals, the government is indulging in 
window dressing by bringing in gun control laws that 
target law-abiding citizens who have licensed guns," said 
Abhijeet Singh, 37, a software engineer who started 
IndiansforGuns.com and is the coordinator of new gun 
rights association. 

Singh had communicated with Gun Week more than a 
year ago, reporting on his efforts to mobilize grassroots 
support for gun rights in India. 

"We want to remove the stigma on licensed 
gunowners," Singh told The Post. According to the 
National Crime Records Bureau, 87% of murders by 
firearms in India in 2007 involved illegally held guns. 

There is no official tally of legal gunowners, but Singh 
cited a rough estimate of 4 million to 5 million. 

Immediately after its first meeting in January, the 
National Association for Gun Rights India began meeting 
with lawmakers and consulting lawyers in a bid to stall 
the proposals. The group's president is a 39-year-old 
Member of Parliament, Naveen Jindal, who studied at the 
University of Texas business school in Dallas. Inspired 
by American students' displays of patriotism, Jindal 
earlier launched a successful campaign for Indians' right 
to display the national flag outside their homes and 
offices. 

Indian security experts appear dismissive of the 
group's efforts. "There is no place for a gun rights 
movement in India," said Julius Ribeiro, a former police 
officer who comments on security issues. "That kind of 
debate may work in America, but it will not work here, 
because laws are misused and guns can easily fall into the 
wrong hands. It can get dangerous in India." 

Gun rights advocates respond—using language 
familiar to Americans—that guns are a deterrent to crime. 

"An armed society is a polite society," said Rahoul 
Rai, a member of the campaign. He said the movement 
also reflects the rise of an Indian middle class that can 
"voice its fears about rising crime, interpret the 
constitution to articulate their rights to self-protection and 
bring like-minded people together through technology." 

Shahid Ahmed, who runs a website: thegungeek.com, 
said the process of getting a gun license in India is so 
burdensome that it encourages corruption. To hasten the 
process, he said, many applicants ask politicians to put in 
a word in their favor, or attempt to bribe officials and 
police officers. 

To illustrate the point, gun advocates refer to a 2008 
incident in the state of Madhya Pradesh, which was 
reported in the Apr. 15, 2008 issue of Gun Week. The 
clamor for, gun licenses was so high, according to news 
reports at the time, that officials tried to induce men with 
large families to participate in a vasectomy program by 
promising a gun license in return. 

That same year, participation by Indian shooters in the 
Olympics was threatened by a shortage of ammunition. 
The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

OH Democrats derail candidate for 

pro-gun views 
Democrats in Ohio came under criticism when they 

pushed a pro-gun state representative out of the race for 
secretary of state, substituting a Franklin County 
Common Pleas Court clerk instead. 

Pro-gun Democrat state Rep. Jennifer Garrison had 
even been urged to run for the position by Gov. Ted 
Strickland. The Marietta lawmaker ran headlong into the 
liberal party leadership and labor groups, however, over 
her opposition to abortion rights and her support of gun 
rights, according to The Cleveland Plain Dealer. 

When she stepped out of the race, opening the way 
for court clerk Maryellen O'Shaughnessy to face off 
against Republican state Sen. Jon Husted, Garrison 
declined to endorse O'Shaughnessy. Strickland has now 
thrown his weight behind O'Shaughnessy, as did 
Democratic Party Chairman Chris Redfern. 

The office of secretary of state is being vacated by 
incumbent Jennifer Brunner, also a Democrat, who is 
running for the US Senate, for the seat vacating through 
the retirement of Sen. George Voinovich (R). 

The Republican candidate, Husted, is a former House 
Speaker in legislature. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Washington state anti-gunner 

disappointed by State Police 
When gun rights activists and anti-gunners gathered in 

Olympia, WA, recently for a hearing on a now-defunct 
bill that sought to ban so-called assault weapons, one of 
the chief proponents of the measure was dismayed that 
state troopers did not prohibit armed citizens from 
attending. 

Ralph Fascitelli, president of Washington CeaseFire—
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the Northwest's most vocal gun prohibitionist 
organization—was observed by several Gun Week 

sources approaching a lieutenant with the Washington 
State Patrol, outside the hearing room in the John A. 
Cherberg Senate Office Building. Gun Week was able to 
confirm what transpired in separate interviews with 
witnesses, and the state trooper. 

Apparently alarmed at the sight of about a half-dozen 
citizens who were openly carrying sidearms, Fascitelli 
demanded to know whether troopers assigned to provide 
security to the 

Capitol Campus during the legislature's 60-day session 
had checked to see if the guns were loaded. He was 
advised that there is no provision in state statute for 
conducting such checks, and that open carry, even on the 
campus, is legal. 

At least three of the open carry activists spoke with 
Gun Week about the incident. They were standing in a 
group with several other people directly across the 
hallway, a distance of about eight feet, from the trooper 
and Fascitelli when the incident occurred. 

More than 300 gun rights supporters attended the 
hearing, and 298 of them signed up to testify against the 
proposed ban, sponsored by anti-gun Seattle Democrat 
Sens. Adam Kline and Jeanne Kohl-Welles. The bill 
ultimately did not get out of committee. 

Fascitelli's organization claims on its website to 
represent 6,000 Washington citizens. By contrast, Brian 
Judy, the state-liaison for the National Rifle Association, 
testified during the hearing that the NRA has some 
92,000 members in the Evergreen State. 

Gun Week attempted to contact the CeaseFire offices, 
and executive director Kristen Comer for comment 
following the incident, but her voice mailbox would not 
accept messages. Comer did not appear to have attended 
the hearing. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 

 

Hindsight 
Who gets the blame when guns are 

lost or stolen 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

I guess this must be one of those "who watches the 
watchman" columns. 

It comes at a time when many communities and states 
are enacting, or considering enacting, laws and 
ordinances that would require gunowners to report lost 
or stolen guns to the police within 24 hours of discov-
ering the loss. These lost or stolen gun reporting 
requirements are being given teeth: gunowners who fail 
to report such gun losses and thefts face heavy fines and, 
in some cases, jail sentences. 

Such laws tend to punish the victims of burglaries 
and other crimes without doing much to reduce crime. I 
know that these laws are justified by law enforcement 
and politicians to get around the claim that average 
citizens fail to report lost or stolen guns until those guns 
are recovered at a crime scene by police and are traced to 
them. That's not an unlikely reality. Some people are so 
comfortable with the way they store firearms in their 
homes, businesses, vehicles and elsewhere that they 
really wouldn't know they've lost a gun until someone, 
usually the police, asks where the gun is. 

But citizen gunowners are far from the only people 
who might not know where their guns are. In fact, there 
is plenty of evidence that the police and law enforcement 
agencies in general—the very guardians of society to 
whom such lost and stolen guns should be report—may 
be even more irresponsible than the average citizen 
gunowner. 

Over the years, Gun Week has published many stories 
about police officers leaving guns behind in restrooms, 
restaurants and other quirky places. We've also had 
several-- stories about police chiefs, police 
commissioners, federal agents and sheriffs who left guns 
in their cars while off duty, or while taking a lunch or 
bathroom break, only to have them stolen. In some cases, 
the guns later turn up in criminal investigations. 

But while these are generally one gun at a time news 
reports, every once in a while there is sort of a wholesale 
lost or stolen gun story. Some have involved substantial 
numbers of guns which were assigned to federal law 
enforcement agencies. Curiously, the latest of these 
involves the Department of Homeland Security, and it 
shows that carelessness and forgetfulness, and, in some 
cases, simple stupidity afflict those who are entrusted 
with guarding the public. In the case of the local "lost or 
stolen gun" ordinances, the very people to whom the 
average citizen is supposed to report such losses. 

ABC news reported in mid-February, that the 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS), lost almost 
300 guns according to a report by the Inspector General's 
office. 

The report which I have seen is available on the DHS 
website. 

But ABC's headlines focuses on the fact that the 
report said absent-minded officers left guns in a bowling 
alley, lunch box, on car seats or running boards. 

At least one of the guns when recovered had had gang 
signs engraved on it. And that wasn't the only one 
recovered after it had moved into the criminal 
marketplace. 

"Guns meant to help safeguard America found their 
way into the hands of known criminals after absent-
minded federal officers left firearms unsecured 
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everywhere from fast-food restaurants to bowling alleys, 
according to a report, ABC noted. 

"Nearly 300 guns were misplaced by or stolen from 
federal officials between fiscal years 2006 and 2008, 
some of which were never reported lost, the report 
concluded. Some of the guns were recovered later by 
local law enforcement from suspected gang members 
after they had been engraved with gang signs. 

"The Department of Homeland Security, through its 
components, did not adequately safeguard and control its 
firearms," according to the January report, which looked 
at seven of the department's agencies, almost every one 
of the agencies under DHS except the Transportation 
Security Administration (TSA), which is otherwise 
protected by federal security requirements. 

Firearms were left unattended in an idle vehicle in a 
parking lot, the restroom of a fast-food restaurant, a 
clothing store, a lunch box and a bowling alley, the 
report said. 

One gun was locked in the trunk of an officer's car 
along with body armor and radio equipment, but the key 
to the trunk was left next to the vehicle's windshield 
wipers. 

Another gun was left on the bumper of a car and fell 
off when the officer drove away. 

Despite such anecdotal examples of negligence, the 
number of lost guns is not surprising to former FBI agent 
and ABC News consultant Brad Garrett. 

"People who are true to their job, who are serious 
about their job have their guns with them all the time," 
said Garrett, who carried a handgun for the Bureau for 
more than 20 years. "It shouldn't happen, but for many 
people it sort of becomes like carrying their wallet. Do 
people lose their wallet? Sure they do. 

"People put them down and then an hour later they 
go, 'Oh, my.' " 

Garrett also said many thieves target official vehicles 
specifically because they could contain guns, which could 
explain why some of the guns were later recovered from 
suspected gang members and drug smugglers. 

During his time with the FBI, Garrett said, agent 
reports of missing or stolen guns happened "with some 
regularity." He, however, says he never lost his gun. 

The report was the result of an audit by the DHS's 
inspector general that reviewed firearm policies of seven 
agencies, from the Secret Service to the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency. There is no 
department-wide firearms policy and the DHS relies on 
each agency to manage its firearms. After the audit, the 
report recommended that the policy be changed. 

"DHS is strongly committed to ensuring that weapons 
utilized in support of its law enforcement mission are 
kept secure," DHS spokesman Matthew Chandler said. 

"We took immediate action to correct the deficiencies 
identified in this audit and to improve our overall 
management of firearms." 

The US Customs and Border Protection (CBP) and 
US Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) were 
singled out in the report for being responsible for losing 
243 of the 289 missing firearms, only 36 of which were 
determined to have been lost "due to circumstances 
beyond the control of the officers." However, it should 
be noted that these are the two DHS divisions that have 
the largest inventories, of guns of all kinds, handguns, 
rifles, automatic and semiautomatic carbines, and 
shotguns. 

Meanwhile, local law enforcement agencies are still 
having trouble being responsible for firearms supposedly 
under their control. 

The Associated Press (AP) reported on Feb. 24 that 
the Cleveland, TX, police department had an even bigger 
problem than DHS in terms of volume. 

"A federal investigation is under way to determine 
whether some 500 weapons missing from a police 
department's evidence room are part of an illegal 
firearms-trafficking scheme," AP reported. 

The guns were discovered missing from the 
Cleveland Police Department's evidence room during an 
inventory last year, the Houston Chronicle Reported The 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
(ATF) declined to discuss the probe with either news 
agency, saying it is an ongoing investigation. However; 
court records show ATF agents recovered 112 of the 
missing guns while executing a search warrant at a 
Humble gun shop. 

Two days before the report from Texas, ATF was 
reported to be leading an investigation into a burglary 
report at the Whitley County, KY, Sheriff's Office on 
Dec. 21. 

Whitley County Sheriff Lawrence Hodge has said he 
can't account for 78 weapons after the break-in. ATF 
spokesman George Huffman told The Times-Tribune of 
Corbin, KY, that the agency took over the investigation 
from the Kentucky State Police "because of the large 
number of firearms involved and ATF's expertise in 
firearm investigations." 

So it continues. The "guardians" lose or misplace 
guns, but the public gets the blame. The New GUN WEEK, 

March 15, 2010 

 

Hindsight 
Disappointed Brady Campaign lashes 

out at President Obama 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 
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One has to wonder how disappointed, or even 
enraged, have become the leaders of the Brady 
Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence in the past year. The 
news has not been good for them. Things have gotten so 
bad that the Brady Center is now reduced to attempting 
to coerce the Starbucks coffee chain into banning 
customers with legal guns (See Dave Workman's report 
on Page 4 of this issue). 

The Brady rage against Starbucks, however, seems to 
be small potatoes as they vent their spleen against anyone 
who doesn't take their advice, including the President of 
the United States. 

The Obama Administration is just entering their 
second year in office and the Brady Campaign has 
already issued the President a failing "report card." 

Just 14 months ago, the leadership and major funding 
sources for the Brady Campaign were fairly dancing in 
the streets as the election of President Barack Obama 
was confirmed. The Brady Bunch and their big money 
contributors had vigorously supported the Democratic 
candidate, whose past record and campaign platform 
were squarely on the antigun, anti-self-defense side. 

So delighted was the Brady Bunch with Obama's 
victory and with the Democrat majority in Congress that 
they were literally salivating at the prospect of realizing 
so much of their agenda. 

Indeed, while the Bradys were rubbing their hands, 
Americans concerned about their gun rights were 
shivering in their boots—all the way to their favorite gun 
and ammunition stores. 

The Brady Campaign staff immediately drafted their 
lengthy wish list for the incoming Obama 
Administration, a document that was made public on 
Dec. 18, 2008. Their wish list was long as they urged a 
President they expected to listen up when they urged him 
to "reverse the damage done during the Bush 
Administration." 

The whole document is rather long and laced with the 
usual Brady Campaign hyperbole. But here are the 
highlights, a blueprint for the anti-gun cause in the US 
and around the world. 

1. Repeal the Tiahrt Amendment's "unwarranted 
restrictions" on ATF, including repealing the restrictions 
on disclosure of crime gun data, repeal of the 24-hour 
Brady record destruction requirement, and repeal the 
prohibition on ATF's power to require dealer inventory 
audits whenever they wish; 

2. Repeal the new rules allowing concealed carry in 
national parks; 

3. Repeal the Protection of Lawful Commerce in 
Firearms Act, so victims of criminal acts can sue the 
firearms industry out of business rather than the 
cockroaches that committed the crimes; 

4. Extend the National Instant Criminal Check to all 
gun sales, including all gun show sales, and private sales; 

5. Provide more funding to expand the kinds of 
prohibiting data available in the NICS system; 

6. Deny firearms sales to anyone on the flawed 
"terrorist watch list;" 

7. Prohibit gun possession by "violent 
misdemeanants;" 

8. Prohibit gun possession for life for anyone 
convicted of a violent crime as a juvenile; 

9. Strengthen and expand ATF authority to regulate 
dealers, and "crack down on corrupt dealers and fight gun 
trafficking;" 

10. Restrict multiple handgun sales; 
11. Require gunowners to report lost or stolen guns at 

a time certain; 
12. Require gun dealers' to adopt minimum security 

standards to prevent thefts; 
13. Require manufacturers and dealers to perform 

background checks on all employees; 
14. Prevent dealers from "liquidating their inventory 

without background checks" after their license has been 
revoked; 

15. Require all new guns to have microstamping 
capability by a date certain; 

16. Restrict "military-style weapons" by resurrecting 
and expanding the Clinton "assault weapons" ban; 

17. Require consumer safety standards and "childproof 
features" for all firearms by turning the foxes of the 
Consumer Products Safety Commission loose in the 
firearms industry henhouse; 

18. Require handgun owners to demonstrate minimum 
safety requirements with enhanced record keeping of 
handgun transfers, meaning registration of all handguns, 
and 

19. Improve the national violent death reporting system 
data and restore "firearms research funding" for the anti-
gun Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). 

There is, of course, more detail available in the 
December 2008 letter to then President-elect Obama, 
which is available on the Brady Campaign website 
(bradycampaign.org). 

But that was then. Now the Brady Campaign has 
taken off the gloves with Obama by issuing in January 
2010 a 29- page document castigating the President for 
not delivering their anti-gun agenda. The cover of that 
Obama attack piece is reproduced in small size here. 
Notice, they gave the President all "F" grades and then 
they have the effrontery to call pro-gunners "extremists." 

Well, the ink of their latest document had barely 
curdled when they issued another attack on the 
President. 

"Ignoring a campaign promise to `repeal the Tiahrt 
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Amendment,' the Obama Administration yesterday 
maintained, in its proposed budget for FY 2011, the 
Bush-era language that requires the destruction of most 
Brady background check records, bans the government 
from requiring gun dealers to fully account for firearms 
in their possession, and prohibits public access to crucial 
information about crime guns," said Paul Helmke, 
president of the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 
Violence. He issued the following statement on the 
Administration's failure to remove the gun lobby 
language from its budget proposal: 

"We are disappointed that President Obama has failed 
again to propose repeal of the Tiahrt Amendment as he 
promised during his campaign," the Feb. 2, 2010 Brady 
press release cried. 

The Brady Campaign makes the mistake of attacking 
the President for not delivering their agenda at a time 
when Obama, and the country as a whole, have more 
serious concerns. The recession continues. The wars 
continue. The domestic and global economic dangers 
continue. And the political dangers for the White House 
and congressional Democrats continue. 

Obama's poll numbers continue to ski downward and 
the White House sees support for the Administration and 
its congressional majority at risk in the November 2010 
off-year elections. 

Independent voters now see Obama in a negative 
light by a nearly 2-1 margin, according to a new Marist 
College survey, while almost half of voters say he has 
failed to meet their expectations, the National Journal 

reported, but there is no evidence of linkage to the Brady 
Campaign's complaints. Indeed, public opinion appears 
to be growing more favorable to gun rights. 

Meanwhile, members of Congress should brace for a 
difficult election year, The Journal noted. 42% of 
registered voters said they would back their current 
member of Congress, while 44% said they would support 
someone else—a drop of 9 points in support of the 
incumbent in just two months. 

Into this volatile political environment, the Brady 
Campaign has hurled its kerosene lantern of slash and 
burn politicking. The New GUN WEEK, March 1, 2010 
 
*************************************************** 

SAF --NEWS RELEASE 
 

POLL: MOST AMERICANS SAY 

CITIES HAVE NO RIGHT TO BAN 

HANDGUNS 
 

3/5/2010 BELLEVUE, WA - A new Rasmussen poll 
has revealed that an overwhelming majority of Americans 

reject the notion that cities have a right to ban handguns, 
siding with the Second Amendment Foundation's position 
in its lawsuit to overturn the Chicago ban. 

Oral arguments in the SAF case were heard by the 
U.S. Supreme Court on Tuesday. Court observers predict 
the high court will overturn the Chicago ban, thus 
incorporating the Second Amendment to state and local 
governments through provisions in the 14th Amendment. 
Results from Rasmussen's national telephone survey 
found that 69 percent of the respondents say cities have 
no right to ban legal handgun ownership, while 25 
percent believe cities can ban guns. 

"The Rasmussen survey clearly shows that Americans 
have grown weary of anti-gun municipal demagoguery," 
said SAF Executive Vice President Alan M. Gottlieb. "A 
victory in our case before the Supreme Court should send 
a clear signal to gun prohibitionists like Chicago Mayor 
Richard Daley that arbitrarily disarming law-abiding 
citizens under the guise of fighting crime is an idea that 
has no place in this country." 

SAF is joined in its case by the Illinois State Rifle 
Association and four Chicago residents, including Otis 
McDonald, for whom the Supreme Court case is named. 

The Rasmussen poll also found very little difference 
between current public sentiment and earlier surveys that 
noted 70 percent of American adults believe the U.S. 
Constitution guarantees the individual right to own a 
firearm. 

"For years," Gottlieb said, "the anti-gun lobby has 
been claiming majority support for its Draconian agenda, 
but polling data like this new information from 
Rasmussen shows that the public is not about to surrender 
a significant civil right. We believe the Supreme Court is 
on the verge of expanding the scope of that right by 
applying the Second Amendment to the states." 
 
*************************************************** 

Gun Owners of America  NEWS 
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Gun Owners of America E-Mail Alerts 
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House Democrats Being Bribed & Coerced 

to Vote for the Senate's Corrupt 

ObamaCare Bill... Verbatim! 
Thursday, March 11, 2010 

 

Remember the Senate's anti-gun ObamaCare bill 



 

 
Page 21

that was crammed full of billions of dollar of 

bribes: 

 
*  The Cornhusker Kickback?   
*  $300,000,000 of bribes to Louisiana's Senator Mary 
Landrieu?   
*  A new hospital in Connecticut for morally challenged 
Senator Chris Dodd?   
*  Roughly ten billion in community health centers to buy off 
Vermont's Bernie Sanders?   
*  An exemption of Bill Nelson's Florida constituents from the 
Medicare Advantage cuts applicable to everyone else?   
*  A threat to take away Connecticut Senator Joe Lieberman's 
committee chairmanship unless he falls into line? 
 

And, lest we forget, remember the Senate ObamaCare bill 
which still allows the ATF to troll a health/gun database in order 
to take away firearms from tens of millions of Americans? 

Well, that's the bill that Speaker Nancy Pelosi is now trying 
to cram down the throats of conservative House Democrats, 
who are being told they have to pass this bill that is filled with 
bribes and corruption --- WITHOUT A SINGLE CHANGE. 

Not a single bribe will come out of the bill which Pelosi and 
Obama are now DEMANDING that the House pass by March 
18. 

Sure, there will be a companion package --- dubbed 
"ObamaCare Helper" --- which will be "passed" by the House at 
the same time.   

But once ObamaCare is passed, what motivation do either 
Obama or Senate Democrats have to pass a clean-up bill for 
House Democratic suckers once they've gotten the trillion dollar 
Senate bill they want? 

So -- how does Pelosi get the votes for ObamaCare Helper?  
Answer:  More bribes, threats and corruption. 

ACTION:  Write your representative one final time.  Tell 
him to oppose the Senate-passed ObamaCare bill that is full of 
bribes and corruption.  Remind him that, once Obama and 
Senate Democrats have gotten what they want, there is no 
incentive to ignore the Senate rules in order to bail out House 
Democratic suckers.  You can use the Gun Owners Legislative 
Action Center at http://gunowners.org/activism.htm to send a 
pre-written message. 

 

-----Pre-written letter ----- 
Dear Representative: 

The Senate's anti-gun ObamaCare bill is crammed full of 
billions of dollar of bribes: 

*  The Cornhusker Kickback.  
*  $300,000,000 of bribes to Louisiana's Senator Mary 

Landrieu.  
*  A new hospital in Connecticut for morally challenged 

Senator Chris Dodd. 
*  Roughly ten billion in community health centers to buy 

off Vermont's Bernie Sanders. 
*  An exemption of Bill Nelson's Florida constituents from 

the Medicare Advantage cuts applicable to everyone else. 
*  A threat to take away Connecticut Senator Joe 

Lieberman's committee chairmanship unless he falls into line. 

And, of course, the Senate ObamaCare bill still allows the 
ATF to troll a health/gun database in order to take away 
firearms from tens of millions of Americans. 

Well, now, you are being told you have to pass this bill that 
is filled with bribes and corruption --- and to pass it WITHOUT 
A SINGLE CHANGE. 

Not a single bribe will come out of the bill which Pelosi and 
Obama are now DEMANDING that the House pass by March 
18. 

Sure, there will be a companion package --- dubbed 
"ObamaCare Helper" --- which will be "passed" by the House at 
the same time. 

But once ObamaCare is passed, what motivation do either 
Obama or Senate Democrats have to pass a clean-up bill for 
House Democratic suckers once they've gotten the trillion dollar 
Senate bill they want? 

We understand that Pelosi will now attempt to shower you 
with bribes and threats. But believe me, your political career is 
more important than any bribe Pelosi can offer you. 

Please, resist the bribes and extortion from Pelosi.  Vote 
against the bribe-filled Senate bill and against the bribe-filled 
ObamaCare Helper bill.   
 
Sincerely, 

 

Firearms Freedom Advances In Virginia! -- You 

got it through the House, now time for the Senate 
Friday, February 26, 2010 

 

Great news!  Last month we alerted you to a superb pro-gun 
bill pending in the Virginia General Assembly. 

HB 69 recently passed the House of Delegates 
overwhelmingly (70-29) and is now before the Senate's Courts 
of Justice Committee. 

Introduced by Del. Charles Carrico (R-5) and known as the 
Virginia Firearms Freedom Act, HB 69 is modeled after similar 
legislation which has been successful in other states, including 
Montana -- the first state to pass such a law. 

The Firearms Freedom Act has a simple concept.  HB 69 
states that if a gun was made in Virginia, and then stays in the 
Commonwealth, the federal government may not regulate it 
under the Interstate Commerce Clause.  (Because, you see, the 
gun was never part of interstate commerce.) 

This is important because the Commerce Clause is the 
"hook" that Congress has used to justify almost every single 
federal gun control law.  But with the passage of HB 69, the 
Commonwealth will take a stand that guns stamped with the 
words "Made in Virginia" are no business of the federal 
government. 

Now that we've breezed through the House, we can expect 
anti-gun forces to try and kill this excellent measure in the 
Senate.  Therefore, it is imperative that we make it impossible 
for senators to do the bidding of the enemies of freedom. 

 

Obama Threatening to Pass Anti-gun Health 

Care by Cheating 
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Thursday, February 25, 2010 

He’s like a playground bully -- on steroids! 
According to a recent poll, only 23% of the American 

people want Congress to pass the anti-gun ObamaCare bill. 
And the President's response to this?  He believes 

Americans are just too stupid to understand what geniuses like 
him, Nancy Pelosi, and Harry Reid are trying to do for us. 

So what is Obama's current plan? 
Cheat. 
ObamaCare is already the product of fraud, secrecy, bribery, 

and corruption.  But Obama is preparing to ratchet up this 
corruption to a whole new level. 

In 1974, Congress created a special process for balancing 
the budget.  Senators could reduce the deficit with a simple 51 
votes in the Senate, rather than getting the 60 needed votes to 
stop a filibuster.  Under the rules, this process -- called 
"reconciliation" -- can ONLY be used for balancing the budget. 

To repeat, it cannot be used for anything other than reducing 
the deficit. By contrast, ObamaCare would INCREASE the 
deficit by at least $500 BILLION. 

So what does Obama do (with the help of crooked 
accountants at the Congressional Budget Office)? 

He lies. 
He fraudulently pretends the anti-gun ObamaCare legislation 

would reduce the deficit.  And he does this by hiding costs and 
pretending he's going to make cuts he never intends to fully 
implement ($465 billion in Medicare cuts). 

And he intends to use this fraud scheme to cram ObamaCare 
down the throats of the American people against their will. 

Americans don't want the increased taxes and gun control 
that have been injected into the bill.  Remember, Majority 
Leader Harry Reid tried to claim his legislation fixed the 
problems that Gun Owners of America had with this legislation. 

But in reality, the bill still allows the ATF to troll a 
health/gun database in order to take away firearms from tens of 
millions of Americans. 

ACTION:  Please contact your two senators and your 
representative.  Tell them that using the budget-balancing 
"reconciliation" process to pass ObamaCare is nothing but 
cheating. 

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

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

Dear  
ObamaCare is already the product of fraud, secrecy, bribery, 

and corruption.  But Obama is preparing to ratchet up this 
corruption to a whole new level. 

In 1974, Congress created a special process for balancing 
the budget -- with a simple 51 votes in the Senate, rather than 
the 60 needed to stop a filibuster.  Under the rules, this process -
- called "reconciliation" -- can ONLY be used for reducing the 
deficit. 

To repeat, it cannot be used for anything other than reducing 
the deficit. By contrast, ObamaCare would INCREASE the 
deficit by at least $500 BILLION. 

So what does Obama do (with the help of crooked 
congressional accountants at the Congressional Budget 

Office)?  He lies.  He fraudulently pretends ObamaCare would 
reduce the deficit.  And he does this by hiding costs (the $247 
billion "doc fix") and pretending he's going to make cuts he 
never intends to fully implement ($465 billion in Medicare 
cuts). 

This "reconciliation" scheme is nothing more than a fraud on 
the American people, who, according to every recent poll, 
oppose ObamaCare by overwhelming majorities. 

Understand this:  I strongly object to this "cheat scheme." 
Majority Leader Harry Reid has tried to claim his legislation 

fixed the anti-gun problems in ObamaCare.  But in reality, it 
will still allow the ATF to troll a health/gun database in order to 
take away firearms from tens of millions of Americans. 

Please oppose the use of "reconciliation" to pass 
ObamaCare.  
 
Sincerely, 

 

Gun Owners of America Political Victory Endorses J.D. 

Hayworth for Congress --  John McCain Wrong for 

Arizona, Wrong for America 

February 19, 2010 

 

John McCain has gone out of his way to earn the ire of 

conservatives and gun owners in his 20-plus years as a U.S. 

Senator from Arizona. 

Perhaps his crowning legislative achievement was so-called 
campaign finance reform, or the McCain-Feingold law.  This 

law put the muzzle on organizations such as GOA, prohibiting 
any broadcast advertisements within 30 days of a primary 

election and 60 days of a general election that even mention the 
name of a candidate for federal office. 

Not surprisingly, there is frequently a flurry of activity in 
Congress in the months right before an election, as politicians 
try to ram bills through at the end of a session.  Forbidding 
criticism of sitting legislators during these crucial times 
(although media corporations were exempt) made McCain's bill 
the perfect "Incumbent Protection" act. 

McCain's bill prohibited the most important form of speech 
the Founding Fathers meant to protect with the First 
Amendment -- political speech -- so it was welcome news when 
the Supreme Court recently repudiated much of the McCain bill 
as an assault on liberty. 

But it should not come as a surprise that McCain does not 
want voters hear about what he's up to in Washington, because 
the same person who holds the First Amendment in contempt 
would also like to run the Second Amendment through a 
shredder. 

John McCain may have begun as a pro-gun legislator, but 
when he decided to become a gun control "maverick," he went 
all out. 

Since his conversion to a gun control advocate over the last 
ten years, McCain has favored a ban on small and inexpensive 
handguns and considered a ban on certain semi-automatic 
firearms (so-called assault weapons). 

In what was his boldest move against American gun owners, 
however, McCain authored a bill to that could only have been 
designed to close down gun shows.  In addition to regulating all 
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private sales at gun shows, his bill would have placed onerous 
licensing requirements on gun show promoters and would 
essentially have registered the millions of people who attend 
gun shows.  Under the burdens of the McCain bill, no promoter 
in the country would put on a gun show and, if they did, gun 
owners would likely not attend. 

Thanks to McCain, the inaccurate and misleading phrase 
"gun show loophole" became a part of the anti-Second 
Amendment crowd's lexicon.  The truth is, there is no gun show 
loophole; firearms transactions are conducted the same inside a 
gun show as they are anyplace else. 

In 2000, McCain became a spokesman for a gun control 
organization (now defunct) called Americans for Gun Safety, a 
group that advocated licensing and registering all gun owners.  
The group ran radio and TV ads with McCain supporting ballot 
initiatives in Colorado and Oregon that would impose McCain's 
favorite restrictions on gun shows. 

These ads were a way for McCain to "stick it" to gun 
owners, after a gun show bill stalled in the Congress.  "I think 
that if the Congress won't act, the least I can do is support the 
initiative in states where it's on the ballot," McCain said in an 
interview. 

In 2001, the group ran advertisements in movie theaters 
featuring McCain urging people to keep their guns locked up 
"for the sake of the children."  In the ads, he greatly exaggerated 
the risks of children gaining access to firearms in the home, and 
at the same time completely ignored the danger of having guns 
locked away if they are needed to thwart a criminal attack. 

After the 2001 terror attacks, when Gun Owners of America 
and tens of thousands of commercial airline pilots were pushing 
legislation to arm pilots as a defense against terrorism, McCain 
prepared an amendment that would have replaced "firearms" 
with "stun guns."  GOA pointed out at the time how stun guns 
would not be effective against the type of attacks that could 
occur in a cockpit. 

John McCain may pretend to be pro-gun (especially in 
election years) but he has plunged his dagger deep into the 
backs of gun rights supporters.  He may fancy himself as a 
"maverick" in shining armor, riding to rescue the American 
people, but all the while he has trampled the Bill of Rights 
underfoot. 

Thankfully, this year gun owners have a choice.  Former 
Rep. J.D. Hayworth, who was "A" rated by Gun Owners of 
America in his twelve years in the House of Representatives, is 
challenging McCain in the 2010 Republican primary. 

J.D. respects the Constitution and understands that the 
Second Amendment was put there by the Founding Fathers to 
always ensure that the people would have the means to preserve 
their liberty. 

During his time in the Congress, J.D. Hayworth did not vote 
one way in election years and another way when in nonelection 
years.  J.D. consistently supported the Second Amendment, and 
that is just the type of leadership gun owners in Arizona will 
vote for in November. 

Gun Owners of America Political Victory Fund is proud to 
endorse J.D. Hayworth for U.S. Senate and urges gun owners 
and sportsmen from across America to help defeat anti-gunner 
McCain. 

Please visit J.D. on the web at http://www.jdforsenate.com 
to make the most generous contribution possible.  Working 
together, we can win this fight and gain a Second Amendment 
ally in the U.S. Senate. 

 
Sincerely, 
Tim Macy 
Vice Chairman 

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

NSSF Bullet Points 
3/8/2010 

Supreme Court Roundup 
ORAL ARGUMENTS HEARD IN 'MCDONALD 

V. CHICAGO' . . . The U.S. Supreme Court heard oral 
arguments last Tuesday for McDonald v. City of Chicago, 
a major Second Amendment case that will determine 
whether cities and states must honor the constitutional 
right to keep and bear arms. The SCOTUS Blog provides 
a lengthy roundup of links to coverage of the oral 
arguments, including newspaper articles and blog posts 
from many sources. Also, read an analysis provided by 
NSSF Senior Vice President and General Counsel 
Lawrence G. Keane, who was at the Supreme Court 
during the oral arguments. A decision in the case is 
expected some time this summer. 

• POLL: 69% SAY CITIES DON'T HAVE 

RIGHT TO BAN HANDGUNS . . . As the Supreme 
Court considers the McDonald v. Chicago case, a new 
poll from Rasmussen Reports shows that 69 percent of 
Americans say city governments do not have the right to 
prevent citizens from owning handguns. These findings 
are unchanged from June 2008 just before the Supreme 
Court overturned Washington, D.C.'s law banning 
handguns in that city. Read the full story from Rasmussen 
Reports.  

News of Note 

• FEBRUARY BACKGROUND CHECKS ON 

FIREARM SALES . . . Data released by the FBI's 
National Instant Criminal Background Check System 
(NICS) reported 1,243,211 checks in February 2010, 
ranking the month the second highest February (eighth 
highest month overall) for most NICS checks. This figure, 
while being a 1.3 percent decrease from the 1,259,078 
checks conducted in February 2009 -- the early stage of 
an ongoing surge in firearms and ammunition sales -- is 
an increase of 21.7 percent over checks in February 2008. 
The total number of background checks reported since the 
beginning of NICS is 112,380,272. 

• STARBUCKS ISSUES STATEMENT ON 

OPEN CARRY POLICY . . . Starbucks continues to 
make headlines nationally for its policy to allow open 
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carry in its stores, much to the dismay of anti-gun groups. 
On Wednesday, the company issued a statement, saying, 
". . . 43 of the 50 U.S. states have open carry weapon 
laws. Where these laws don't exist, we comply with laws 
that prohibit the open carrying of weapons. The political, 
policy and legal debates around these issues belong in the 
legislatures and courts, not in our stores." Read the 
complete statement.  

• AIMING FOR ACCURACY AT THE 

HUFFINGTON POST . . . Huffington Post readers in 
search of a better understanding of gun ownership trends 
in America and the firearms industry can do better than to 
rely on a blog written by Josh Sugarmann of the extremist 
anti-gun Violence Policy Center. They may want to 
consider subscribing instead to the NSSF Blog, which 
accurately chronicles the firearms industry and firearms 
trends. A recent post by Sugarmann contains (what else?) 
more bashing of AR-style modern sporting rifles. NSSF 
believes HuffPost readers deserve better. Read more in 
the NSSF Blog. 

Legal and Legislative 
• VIDEO: SETTING THE RECORD 

STRAIGHT ON TRADITIONAL AMMO . . . A video 
on NSSF's Keane Insights blog sets the record straight on 
traditional ammunition. Says NSSF Senior Vice President 
and General Counsel Lawrence G. Keane, "Some groups 
are claiming that consuming game harvested with 
traditional ammunition containing lead components poses 
an unreasonable risk to human health. The truth is that 
eating wild game poses no such risk. And that's not me 
saying it, that's the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention." Play Video 

• UPDATE ON VIRGINIA ONE-GUN-A-

MONTH LAW . . . A newly created subcommittee in the 
Virginia State Senate killed legislation to repeal the 
state's one-gun-a-month law. The subcommittee was 
created by the Chairman of the Senate Courts of Justice 
Committee Henry L. Marsh III (D) specifically for the 
purpose of terminating the proposed legislation. NSSF is 
engaging members in the Virginia Senate on the actions 
of the subcommittee as it is a violation of senate rules for 
a subcommittee to kill a bill. NSSF supports the repeal of 
one-gun-a-month and remains actively engaged in passing 
this legislation.  

• VIRGINIA BILL WOULD DEVELOP 

FIREARM SAFETY COURSE IN ELEMENTARY 

SCHOOLS . . . A proposal to require Virginia�s State 
Board of Education to develop a program of firearm 
safety education for elementary education students is 
advancing in the state Senate, reports the Associated 
Press. If passed, the program would be made optional to 
local school boards. NSSF supports the bill.  

 

2/15/2010 
• VIRGINIA COMMITTEE VOTES TO 

REPEAL ONE-GUN-A-MONTH LAW . . . The 
Virginia House of Delegates Militia, Police and Public 
Safety Committee voted 15-6 to repeal Virginia's one-
gun-a-month law. The proposed legislation (HB 49), 
which Gov. Bob McDonnell indicated he would sign into 
law, is now headed to the full House of Delegates for a 
vote as early as tomorrow. NSSF supports the repeal of 
the one-gun-a-month law and is encouraging all Virginia 
gun owners to contact their state delegate today, urging 
him or her to support this commonsense measure. Read 
more in NSSF's Keane Insights blog. 

• ANTI-GUN BILLS INTRODUCED IN 

ILLINOIS . . . Efforts are under way in the Illinois 
Senate to pass firearms-microstamping legislation (SB 
3425), while in the Illinois House a bill (HB 180) has 
been introduced that would establish a state-based 
licensing system for FFLs selling handguns. NSSF has 
sent letters of opposition on behalf of itself and the 
Illinois Association of Firearms Retailers for both bills. 
NSSF will also be issuing a legislative alert urging all 
sportsmen and gun owners to voice their opposition to 
these anti-gun / anti-business bills. Learn more. 

• MISSISSIPPI BILL WOULD ESTABLISH 

FIREARMS SALES-TAX HOLIDAY . . . State Rep. 
Warner McBride (D-Courtland) has introduced 
legislation (HB 1207) in Mississippi that would exempt 
firearms and ammunition sold over Labor Day weekend 
from state sales tax. NSSF is working with an economist 
to develop data in support of such tax-free holidays. This 
data would be used to encourage the introduction and 
passage of similar legislation in other states. Currently, 
tax-holiday legislation is pending in Kentucky, Oklahoma 
and Missouri.  

• 'BLOOMBERG BILL' INTRODUCED IN 

WEST VIRGINIA . . . West Virginia State Sen. Jeffrey 
Kessler is proposing legislation to ban Mayor Bloomberg-
like sting operations of West Virginia firearms retailers. 
In 2006, the New York City mayor hired private 
investigators to run undercover sting operations against 
out-of-state firearms dealers. These stings, which were 
conducted without the knowledge of ATF or Mayor 
Bloomberg's own police department, resulted in a written 
reprimand from the U.S. Department of Justice. The 
mayor's actions interfered with as many as 18 ongoing 
criminal investigations, jeopardizing the lives of law 
enforcement officers, witnesses and others. 

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

USSA News Alerts: 
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U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 
3/11/2010 

New Jersey Takes Step Towards Bear Hunt 
A recent decision by the New Jersey Fish and Game Council 
(FGC) moves the state closer to its first bear hunt in five years.   

PETA Building to be Renovated Thanks to Bob Barker 
Former Game Show Host Gives $2.5 Million for Project 
Bob Barker, the former host of the popular daytime game show 
the Price is Right, has upped his donations on behalf of this 
country’s most outrageous animal rights group.  He has helped 
PETA renovate a new office building in Los Angeles through a 
massive $2.5 million donation. 

Bullseye Blog: Hunting as a Rite of Passage? 
A few weeks ago, I wrote a blog that asked what kind of social 
impacts the loss of hunting would have on America. 

 

3/4/2010 
Administration Document Could Spell Trouble for 

Sportsmen 
A leaked memo from the U.S. Department of the Interior 
reveals plans to set aside millions of acres of federal lands, 
currently open to a multitude of users, as new “National 
Monuments.”  Basically, these designations could be established 
by a stroke of President Obama’s pen with no oversight.   

Yellow Tail Finally Makes Right Call on HSUS 

Partnership 
Social Media Campaign a Success 
A nationwide campaign to educate a leading winemaker about 
the true agenda of the nation’s largest anti-hunting group has 
met with success.   

PETA Update: Dog Show Protests and Billboard Wars  
The nation’s most outrageous animal rights group continues to 
stir controversy with campaigns that include disrupting the most 
well known dog show in the U.S. and attempting to tastelessly 
cash in on the Tiger Woods controversy. 

 

News Release:  Cabela’s Targeted by National 

Animal Rights Group  
2/26/2010 (Columbus) – One of the nation’s largest 

anti-hunting groups, Defenders of Wildlife, have taken 
aim at Cabela’s Inc. with a misguided and misleading 
public relations campaign designed to raise money to 
fund its efforts against outdoor sports. 

According to an action alert posted by Defenders, the 
group accused Cabela’s of sponsoring three so-called 
“wolf-killing competitions” in Idaho.  The group also 
attacked Cabela’s for the decision by the local paper in 
Sidney, Nebraska to not run an inflammatory ad against 
Cabela’s that Defenders had produced.  It then went on to 
solicit funds to run the ad in other papers throughout the 
state. 

The charges by Defenders are grossly misleading.  
Cabela’s did not sponsor any “wolf-killing” events.  
Rather, it provided $150 worth of products as a donation 
to the Sportsmen for Fish and Wildlife-Idaho 

organization.  That group organized and conducted three 
local predator hunts in 2009. The hunts complied with all 
state and federal laws.  Additionally, all available 
information indicates that no wolves were killed during 
the hunts. 

Cabela’s has been a long-time supporter of legal 
hunting and fishing and has worked closely with state and 
federal wildlife agencies to conserve wildlife populations. 
They are renowned in the business world as a leader in 
conservation programs and ethic.  By contrast, Defenders 
has been one of the leaders in an effort to keep the 
Northern Rocky Mountain wolf population on the 
Endangered Species List despite the recovery of their 
population and reasonable management plans designed by 
state officials. 

 “Defenders of Wildlife is attempting to tarnish the 
reputation of one of the most wildlife conscious 
companies in the world,” said Bud Pidgeon, U.S. 
Sportsmen’s Alliance president and CEO.  “Sportsmen 
should show their support by visiting a local Cabela’s and 
let them know that you appreciate their efforts and are not 
fooled by the antis’ propaganda.” 

The U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance is a national 
association of sportsmen and sportsmen’s organizations 
that protects the rights of hunters, anglers and trappers in 
the courts, legislatures, at the ballot, in Congress and 
through public education programs.  For more 
information about the U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance and its 
work, call (614) 888-4868 or visit its website, 
www.ussportsmen.org. 

 

2/26/2010 
Anti-Hunting Legislator Likely Head of Key House 

Committee for Sportsmen 
The next chairman of a key house committee with oversight 
over federal funding for wildlife conservation has a long history 
of opposing hunting, trapping, and gun ownership.   

HSUS Hit by Federal Racketeering Lawsuit 
Other Animal Rights Groups Named in Case 
The parent company of the Ringling Brothers and Barnum and 
Bailey Circus, Feld Entertainment, Inc., recently filed a federal 
lawsuit against the Humane Society of the United States 
(HSUS) and a group of other animal rights organizations under 
a law prohibiting racketeering. 

California Bill Would Prohibit Lead Shot  
A new bill in California would greatly restrict the use of 
traditional lead shot ammunition by hunters and recreational 
shooters in the state. 

USSA and Sportsmen Nationwide Mourn the Passing of 

FWS Director Sam D. Hamilton  
The U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance (USSA) joins other national 
conservation groups in expressing its deepest sympathy over the 
passing of Sam D. Hamilton, the Director of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (FWS).  Hamilton died on February 20 after 
having chest pains while skiing in Colorado. 
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2/18/2010 
Sunday Hunting Bills Point in Right Direction 

Bills in Connecticut and Maryland are a good start in expanding 
hunting opportunities on Sundays. 

States Get “Humane” Rating from HSUS 
The nation’s largest anti-hunting group, the Humane Society of 
the United States (HSUS), has issued “report cards” for 
Congress for years as a way to show who supports their agenda 
and who doesn’t.  Now, HSUS is issuing a similar report card 
for states based upon the type of laws each has on its books.   

Bullseye Blog: As So Goes Hunting, So Too America? 
Sometimes when surfing the web you manage to stumble across 
some unexpected news and blogs that just make you stop and 
think.  That happened to me last week with a blog by Tammy 
Sapp on how hunting and conservation go hand in hand and 
prompted me to write a blog.  This week, I found another one, 
this time by commentator Debbie Schlussell. 

Ohio’s First Lady to Return PETA Chocolate 
Last year, PETA was giddy that America’s First Lady, Michelle 
Obama, was not a wearer of fur.  Now, it can be glad that 
Ohio’s First Lady, Frances Strickland, doesn’t wear fur either.  
However, PETA might as well forget about sending her a box of 
vegan chocolate as a thank you gift. 

 
 

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

News links  
10-03-11 911 call: 'hero' boy saves parents from gunpoint 

robbery 

A seven-year-old boy has been praised for calling the police 
when robbers held his parents at gunpoint. Listen to the 
recording of his call to emergency services.  

Three armed robbers broke into the seven-year-old's home 
on Tuesday and threatened his parents at gunpoint, while he and 
his six-year-old sister hid in a bathroom in their Norwalk home 
and called emergency services.  

The boy, identified only as Carlos, told a dispatcher there 
was "some guy, who's going to kill my mum and dad" and 
begged her for help.  

"Bring some cops, a lot of them!" he is heard saying in the 
recording of the emergency call, adding "and bring soldiers 
too!"  

About 90 seconds into the call, Carlos' sister starts 
screaming as someone apparently breaks into the bathroom.  

Police said the robbers left without stealing anything once 
they realised the boy had called 911.  

On Wednesday, Carlos was reunited with the sheriff's 
dispatcher who took his call.  

The boy gave Monique Patino a big hug and both of them 
spoke to reporters about what happened.  

Throughout the 911 call, Carlos kept his composure and 
explained what was happening.  

He told reporters that he remained calm because his mother 
used to make him practice dialling 911 in case of emergencies.  

Patino, herself a mother of two young children, said she 
never considered that the call might have been a hoax.  

"Just hearing them scream and crying for help, I just felt 
their fear through the phone," she said, adding that "even if it 
was false, I don't care, I'm sending them".  

Deputies were on scene within three minutes, but the 
assailants had escaped in a car, the Los Angeles County sheriff's 
department said.  

Detectives were trying to determine the motive for the 
break-in.  

They said the six-year-old girl had left the front door open 
after running to the family's car to grab her lunch box and that 
the assailants burst in soon after.  

Carlos' parents declined to appear at the news conference 
and were "still pretty traumatised" by events, officials said.  

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/newsvideo/7419458/911-
call-hero-boy-saves-parents-from-gunpoint-
robbery.html?utm_source=tmg&utm_medium=TD_hero&utm_
campaign=video1103pm 

 

10-03-10 THE STATE'S OFFICIAL GUN? A call to arms 

Lehigh Valley legislator Pat Browne wants to make the long 
rifle the state firearm 

A Lehigh Valley lawmaker is dodging fire from a gun-
control advocate over a bill that would make Pennsylvania the 
first state in the nation to have an official firearm. 

Sen. Pat Browne, R-Lehigh, wants to bestow that honor on 
the Pennsylvania long rifle, a distinctive weapon built by 
gunsmiths in the Moravian community of Christian's Spring, 
Northampton County, in the mid-18th century. 

According to Browne, the weapon is a symbol of the 
struggle for the nation's founding -- and its subsequent 
expansion -- that has decidedly local ties. The rifle, which also 
was made in Lancaster County, was used in the American 
Revolution, the War of 1812 and the Civil War, he said. 

''It's an instrument that promoted the ideals of this country 
and it's a significant contribution to Pennsylvania's history and 
its past,'' Browne said. 

The Pennsylvania rifle was developed by German craftsmen 
and emerged around 1750. It was prized for its accuracy and 
range. 

With a barrel that could reach as much as four feet in length, 
it was the weapon of choice for frontiersmen, histories indicate. 

The handcrafted weapon's unique color combinations, 
carvings and engravings also set it apart as an example of early 
American art. 

''It is an historic rifle,'' said Jill Youngken, curator at the 
Lehigh Valley Heritage Museum in Allentown. 

The state slaps ''official'' designations on all sorts of items 
and creatures. 

 There's an official state drink -- milk. An official state dog -
- the Great Dane. And an official state animal -- the white-tailed 
deer which, presumably, earlier generations of Pennsylvanians 
hunted with the weapon Browne wants to make the official state 
firearm. 

But according to one advocate, this is one official symbol 
the state can do without. 
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''We're all for American history, but we'd also like to see 
[lawmakers] try to solve the gun problems we have in the here-
and-now,'' said Joe Grace of the Philadelphia-based pro-gun 
control group CeaseFirePa. 

With 22 law enforcement officers slain in the line of duty in 
the last decade (seven in the last 12 months), Grace said 
lawmakers could better spend their time by passing such long-
sought reforms as requiring gun owners to report lost or stolen 
weapons to police. 

''The last thing the Pennsylvania General Assembly should 
be doing,'' Grace said, ''is designating an official state rifle.'' 

Browne appeared prepared for the criticism, arguing that 
awarding the weapon its official designation was about 
recognizing its role in local and American history. 

 ''The only reason those documents were signed in 
Philadelphia was because soldiers in the Continental Army were 
fighting for those ideals,'' he said. 

Browne's bill is before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee and could be sent to the full chamber for a vote 
soon. Browne is running for re-election. 

http://www.mcall.com/news/local/all-
a1_5gun.7200179mar10,0,6847809.story 

 

10-03-08 Indiana Appeals Court: Concealed Carry Not A 

License To Be Searched 

Indiana Appeals Court ruled that police were wrong to 
handcuff and search motorist merely because he held a valid 
concealed handgun permit 

Police may not search a vehicle merely because its driver 
has been issued a valid concealed carry permit, the Indiana 
Court of Appeals ruled on Thursday. A three-judge appellate 
panel weighed the actions of Indianapolis Police Officer Danny 
Reynolds who pulled over Melvin Washington for driving with 
a burned-out headlight on September 17, 2008 at 12:30am. 

On that morning, Reynolds first asked Washington whether 
he had a gun, and Washington said he had one under his seat. 
Washington also carried a valid concealed carry permit. At this 
point, Reynolds ordered Washington out of the car and 
handcuffed him so that he could conduct a search under the seat 
of Washington's vehicle. Reynolds spotted a small bag of 
marijuana and issued Washington a court summons and a ticket 
for the defective headlight. Washington was then released with 
his handgun placed in the trunk of his vehicle, unloaded. 

Washington moved to have the evidence against him 
suppressed because the warrantless search, he argued, violated 
the Fourth Amendment protection against unreasonable 
searches. A lower court disagreed, insisting that "officer safety" 
justified the search. The court of appeals did not buy the safety 
argument. 

"In the present case, prior to the search for the handgun, 
Officer Reynolds did not express any concerns for officer 
safety," Judge James S. Kirsch wrote for the majority. 
"Although Washington admitted that a handgun was present 
inside of the car, he was at all times totally cooperative with 
Officer Reynolds The testimony at the suppression hearing 
indicated that, during the traffic stop, Washington made no 
furtive movements, answered the officer's questions, and 
showed no disrespect to the officer. At the time he searched for 

the handgun, Officer Reynolds had no information that any 
crime or violation of law had been or was about to be 
committed, except for the inoperable headlight infraction. 
Further, at the suppression hearing, Officer Reynolds did not 
testify that he had any specific concern for officer safety during 
his traffic stop of Washington." 

Because no legitimate safety exception to the Fourth 
Amendment applied in this case, the court ruled the search was 
improper. Judge Melissa S. May added in a concurring opinion 
that the majority's ruling created a subjective element -- 
cooperation -- that could serve as a loophole allowing searches. 
To solve this problem, May cited the US Supreme Court case 
Arizona v. Gant where a warrantless vehicle search was 
overturned because the suspect had no access to his car (view 
decision). 

"While we are dealing here with a traffic stop, rather than an 
arrest, the fact remains that Washington, like Gant, was 
removed from his car and handcuffed," May wrote. 
"Accordingly, Washington's statement there was a gun under his 
seat simply could not justify a search of his car based on 
concern for officer safety." 

A copy of the decision is available in a PDF file at the 
source link below. 

http://www.thenewspaper.com/rlc/docs/2010/in-
gunsearch.pdf 

http://www.thenewspaper.com/news/30/3072.asp 
 

10-03-08 VA - Senate panel kills 'castle doctrine' bill 

RICHMOND - A Senate committee has rejected the so-
called "castle doctrine" bill, which would have provided 
immunity from civil prosecution if you used lethal force to 
defend yourself and your home. 

House Bill 854 was proposed by Delegate James "Will" 
Morefield, a Republican from North Tazewell and a strong 
supporter of the Second Amendment. It was struck down by the 
Senate Courts of Justice Committee on a 9-6 party-line vote 
Wednesday. All of the Democrats on the panel voted to kill the 
bill; all of the Republicans wanted to keep it alive.  

Mike McHugh, president of the Virginia Gun Owners 
Coalition, called the committee's action "outrageous." 

"It reflects confusion on the part of the Democratic 
leadership over the issue of the right to defend yourself. They're 
not in touch with the average Virginian," McHugh said. 

 But Andy Goddard, president of the Richmond chapter of 
the Million Mom March, a campaign against gun violence, said 
the bill was unnecessary and "nonsensical." He said citizens 
should have the right to defend themselves, but he was against 
expanding legal protections for killing someone. 

 "It would send a message that a disproportionate response is 
acceptable. Expanding immunities could lead to people abusing 
the law. Who knows what someone could do," Goddard said. 

"Someone with a score to settle could shoot someone dead 
in their home and claim, 'He was trying to attack me.'" 

 However, McHugh said the bill would have done more 
good than bad. 

"This bill would keep homeowners who defend themselves 
from being sued by the intruder. After going through a scary 
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ordeal like that, why should you then have to go through a civil 
suit?" he said. 

 The bill initially included language to exempt homeowners 
from being liable in criminal court as well. However, it was 
amended in the House to apply only to civil actions. 

 The House of Delegates had approved the bill on a 75-24 
vote on Feb. 16. 

 Virginia is one of six states that do not have any form of 
"castle doctrine" legislation. 

HB 854 stated that: "Any person who lawfully occupies a 
dwelling is justified in using any degree of physical force, 
including deadly physical force, against another person when 
the other person has unlawfully entered the dwelling, having 
committed an overt act toward the occupant or another person in 
the dwelling, and the occupant reasonably believes he or 
another person in the dwelling is in imminent danger of bodily 
injury. 

 "Any occupant of a dwelling using physical force, including 
deadly physical force, as provided in this section shall be 
immune from civil liability for injuries or death of the other 
person who has unlawfully entered the dwelling that results 
from the use of such force." 

 
http://www.wpcva.com/articles/2010/03/08/chatham/news/news
37.txt 

 

10-03-07 Women a 'driving force' in Ohio handgun sales 

MANSFIELD -- The influx of new concealed carry permits 
comes as the image of the average gun owner -- a middle-aged 
man -- is changing 

At a recent gun show in Mansfield, where venders peddling 
everything from flak jackets to military meals ready-to-eat gave 
the event the feel of a survivalists convention, more than a few 
women milled around among the scores of men buying or 
looking. 

"Since the CCW permits, more women are getting their 
CCW permits than men," said David Holden, 43, owner of an 
East Canton gun shop and one of the show's sellers."Women are 
the driving force in the gun sales." 

 It wasn't always so. 
The expected rush by women to apply for a permit did not 

materialize for the first couple of years after the 2004 passage of 
Ohio's concealed handgun law. State lawmakers who supported 
concealed carry cast about for reasons why. 

 Long-time state Rep. Jim Aslanides, Ohio's first concealed 
handgun permit holder, said women constituents didn't want 
their ages and names printed in the paper. The Coshocton 
County-area Republican later helped pass House Bill 9, which 
in 2007 amended Ohio's Public Records Act to limit media 
access to licensee information. 

"If a person wants to have their privacy, I understand why," 
said Luverna Rossington, of Bucyrus. "I just accept the fact that 
I always had a right." 

 The 73-year-old, who grew up on a farm around guns, got 
her permit in 2004 and doesn't travel without her firearm. Her 
husband Ron and two sons also have licenses. 

"I renewed it once, and I plan to keep it," Luverna said. "It 
gives you a little more confidence that you're safe." 

 For Holden's family, their way of life now more or less 
revolves around guns. His 11-year-old daughter Christina has a 
youth permit and shoots on a rifle team. On weekends, the 
family heads out to gun shows across the state and Midwest 
with their business, National Firearms LLC. 

 "I carry a firearm everywhere I go," Holden's 41-year-old 
wife, Charlotte, said while showing off some her wares -- a 
snub-nosed revolver and one of Smith & Wesson's Airweight 
pistols. "I married into a family where guns were a way of life." 

Charlotte, a State-Tested Nursing Assistant, keeps her 
handgun locked in her glovebox while at work in a nursing 
home. 

Furthermore, firearm manufacturers are reaching out to 
female gun owners in the midst of the surge in licenses. 

In May 2009, the Smith & Wesson Corporation supported 
Susan G. Komen for the Cure organization through a unique 9 
mm handgun. 

The company made its first quarterly donation to the breast 
cancer awareness organization through proceeds collected from 
the sale of a black-and-pink polymer-frame pistol. Professional 
shooter Julie Goloski Golob designed the pistol with the 
company. 

The full-size pistol is engraved with the awareness ribbon on 
the slide and is packaged with two pink grip inserts (small and 
medium) along with the three standard black grip inserts. 

Louis Katona, a New Washington police officer and 
certified concealed carry instructor, said he isn't surprised by the 
gun show demographics. Women make up 40 to 50 percent of 
his classes, he said. 

"They seldom come alone -- they come with their fathers, 
husbands or brothers," he said. "It makes (women) feel 
empowered. They just want to do something to protect their 
families and themselves. 
http://www.mansfieldnewsjournal.com/article/20100307/NEWS
01/3070310/1002/rss01 

 

 

10-03-06 Canada - Mr. Bumble's gun registry 

 The minute anyone talks or writes about free speech, some 
twit is sure to pop up and say that there's no absolute freedom of 
speech. They usually can't resist adding that no one is free to 
shout "Fire!" in a crowded movie theatre. 

 They're quite right. The only thing wrong with those who 
keep insisting there are no absolutes is they do it to restrict some 
particulars that irk them. 

Everyone knows free speech isn't "absolute." If it were, it 
would be legal to defame people, counsel murder, or 
impersonate a police officer. No one disputes that being free to 
use hand gestures doesn't entitle anyone to signal a truck to back 
over a toddler. Our freedom to gesticulate isn't "absolute." It's 
enough, though, to give censors the finger. 

 Now that I got this off my chest, let me turn to a different 
topic. Well -- maybe not entirely different. It is another facet of 
the complex syndrome that prompted Charles Dickens to have 
Mr. Bumble call the law an "ass." 

 This week, Canada's gun laws confirmed Mr. Bumble's 
assessment (pun intended) by sending firearms dealer Bruce 
Montague to prison, after the Ontario Court of Appeal turned 
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down his plea for relief. As the case was argued, the court pretty 
much had to, though it probably would have turned it down 
anyway. Some might call a system that incarcerates "a decent, 
hard working, otherwise law-abiding citizen" -- as the trial 
judge who sentenced Montague described him -- Orwellian or 
Kafkaesque. I prefer Dickensian, because naming laws more 
sinister than Canada's gun registry is easy, but naming one more 
asinine is hard. 

With the imposition of Bill C-68 in 1995, for no discernible 
reason except urban angst and anti-masculine paranoia, the 
government tied the ownership and acquisition of all firearms to 
a bureaucratic rigmarole. It's a procedure as intrusive, 
humiliating, and astronomically expensive as it's useless -- that 
is, useless for any purpose other than reminding citizens that in 
Canada the state can do anything. 

 At Montague's trial, the judge himself described the law as 
"convoluted and dangerous to honest citizens." Perhaps thinking 
that Canada has no scofflaws growing wild, our lawmakers set 
out to cultivate some by criminalizing the hitherto lawful 
conduct of owning and acquiring long guns. Before long, a 
backlash of newly minted "criminals" assembled in outposts of 
resistance such as the Canadian Unregistered Firearm Owners 
Association. They were upstanding, law-and-order citizens, 
radicalized by what Shakespeare called "the insolence of 
office," preaching and occasionally practicing civil 
disobedience. 

The state's disrespected minions plotted administrative 
vengeance, as is both their duty and sport. Montague seemed 
like a straggler; vulnerable because of his sizable arsenal -- 
described by the Court of Appeal as "sufficient for a small-scale 
insurrection." The Crown threw everything except the kitchen 
sink at him and his wife, Donna -- and I'm not so sure they 
skipped the kitchen sink. The prosecution laid 53 charges. After 
a four-month trial, the jury acquitted of 27 and convicted of 26. 
If it had been basketball, Montague would have won. Since it 
was a criminal trial, he lost. 

For mistakenly belie ving he lived in a free country -- i.e., he 
had a common law-derived, constitutionally protected right to 
his own property without having to answer the state's 
impertinent, humiliating questions about his personal life -- the 
authorities proposed to seize Montague's home, business, 
firearms, ban him from his livelihood as a gun dealer and 
manufacturer and send him to jail for 18 months. 

 Civil disobedience isn't for sissies. Don't do it at home -- 
except where else would you do it? 

 On appeal, Montague and his wife wanted Justices 
Moldaver, MacPherson and Cronk to agree with them "that they 
have a constitutional right to possess arms in their home for 
self-defence, free from government interference or regulation." 
It was a good request for martyrdom; a lousy one for acquittal. 
Predictably, the appeal court justices didn't agree. They quoted 
the Supreme Court that "Canadians, unlike Americans, do not 
have a constitutional right to bear arms." 

The justices couldn't resist adding that, even assuming the 
Charter did protect people's 

http://www.canada.com/news/story.html?id=2648666 
 

10-03-06 Bob, Band Aid and how the rebels bought their 

arms 

A quarter of a century ago, the BBC's Michael Buerk 
achieved something very rare - he not only reported the world, 
but changed it a little bit. 

His vivid on-the-spot coverage of a famine "of biblical 
proportions" in Tigray in northern Ethiopia pricked the 
conscience of the richer part of the world.  

The money came pouring in. Bob Geldof's Band Aid and 
Live Aid led the way in galvanising public attention, raising 
cash and mobilising a huge relief effort.  

As a result, many thousands of lives were saved - and tens of 
thousands of those facing starvation received food. 

In the past week, the BBC World Service has broadcast an 
Assignment documentary you can listen to it here - based on the 
testimony of key figures on the ground in and around Tigray in 
the mid-1980s.  

It presents evidence, compelling evidence, that some of the 
famine relief donations were diverted by a powerful rebel group 
to buy weapons.  

 The documentary has revealed some uncomfortable facts 
and provoked a strong response. This morning a British 
newspaper, The Independent, gives over its front-page to 
complaints from Sir Bob Geldof and several leading charities. 
They accuse the BBC of "disgracefully poor reporting". 

 The suggestion of aid money being to diverted to buy arms 
is "palpable nonsense", in the words of Phil Bloomer, director 
of Oxfam's campaigns and policy division. 

 Sir Bob goes further. "This is a Ross/Brand moment in 
BBC standards for me", he told The Independent. "It is a 
disgrace".  

Ok, so let's stand back a moment. This documentary was put 
together by Martin Plaut, Africa Editor at BBC World Service 
News.  

He has a particular expertise in the Horn of Africa, and 
indeed reported from there on the famine back in the 1980s. He 
has spent almost a year gathering material and doing research 
for this documentary - and the BBC stands by his journalism. 

As so often is the case, the famine that afflicted northern 
Ethiopia was compoundedby war. Much of Tigray was 
controlled by a hard left-wing rebel group, the Tigrayan 
People's Liberation Front. They were fighting the Ethiopian 
army, then the largest in Africa.  

This was also the era of the cold war - and the Americans 
were seeking to undermine the Soviet-aligned Ethiopian 
government. 

It is not in dispute that millions of dollars of relief aid was 
channelled through the Relief Society of Tigray (Rest), which 
was a part of the TPLF rebel movement. It was the only way of 
reaching those in desperate need in rebel-held areas. What 
MartinPlaut's documentary uncovers is the systematic diversion 
of aid received by Rest to buy arms for the TPLF. 

 Martin tracked down two key former members of the TPLF 
who explained how they managed to divert the money.  

 They are now at odds with the then TPLF leader, Meles 
Zenawi, who is currently Ethiopia's Prime Minister. But they are 
credible voices. 
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One of these former TPLF fighters, the rebel army 
commander at the time, makes an allegation which has attracted 
particular controversy - that the organisation made a policy 
decision that only 5% of the money received by Rest would be 
spent on relief, with the bulk going directly or indirectly to 
support their military and political campaigns. 

Among the other accounts featured in the World Service 
programme, Robert Houdek, who was the senior US diplomat in 
Ethiopia in the late 1980s, states that TPLF members told him at 
the time that some aid money and supplies was used to buy 
weapons. A CIA document paints the same picture. 

Sir Bob Geldof was given every opportunity to express his 
point of view while the documentary was being made, but 
declined to be interviewed.  

Some relief agencies - including Christian Aid and Cafod - 
pointed us towards their staff involved in directing food 
supplies 25 years ago, and those voices were included. 

Two key aid workers active in and around Ethiopia in the 
1980s confirm in the BBC World Service programme the way 
in which relief was channelled through Rest - though they 
dispute that there was a significant diversion of money for arms 
buying.  

"If we were being conned, I think it was on a very small 
scale," said Stephen King, then overseeing from Sudan the work 
of Catholic charities in providing food to the starving. 

The documentary did not say that most famine relief money 
was used to buy weapons - it did not suggest that any relief 
agencies were complicit in the diversion of funds - it explicitly 
stated that "whatever the levels of deception, much aid did reach 
the starving". 

 But there is a clear public interest in determining whether 
some money given as famine relief ended up buying guns and 
bullets.  

And that's what the evidence suggests. 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/theeditors/2010/03/ethiopia.htm
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10-03-05 69% Say Cities Don’t Have Right To Ban 

Handguns 

The Supreme Court is wrestling with a major case 
questioning whether Chicago’s handgun ban violates the Second 
Amendment, but 69% of Americans say city governments do 
not have the right to prevent citizens from owning such guns.  

A new Rasmussen Reports national telephone survey shows 
that just 25% of adults think city governments do have that 
right.  

 These findings are unchanged from June 2008 just before 
the Supreme Court overturned a Washington, D.C. law banning 
handguns in that city. That decision also prompted an increase 
in the high court’s favorability ratings. Sizable majorities of 
Americans across virtually all demographic lines, including age, 
income, gender, race and political affiliation, share the belief 
that cities do not have the right to ban handgun ownership.  

 In part, that’s because 70% of all adults believe the U.S. 
Constitution guarantees the right of an average citizen to own a 
gun. That’s down five points from a year ago but consistent with 
findings last October. Generally unchanged from those surveys 

is the 14% who say there’s not a constitutional right to gun 
ownership. Sixteen percent (16%) are not sure.  

 Americans have decidedly mixed feelings about the need 
for stricter gun control laws, however. Forty-two percent (42%) 
say tougher anti-gun laws are needed, but 49% disagree and say 
stricter gun control is not necessary.  

 In recent years, support for stronger gun control has ranged 
narrowly from a low of 39% in October to a high of 45% in 
April 2007 following the killings at Virginia Tech. The plurality 
(49%) of women favor stricter gun control laws, but 58% of 
men are opposed. Support for more gun control is considerably 
higher among those 18 to 29 than among those in any other age 
group.  

Sixty-five percent (65%) of Democrats think America needs 
stronger anti-gun laws. Sixty-five percent (65%) of Republicans 
and 52% of voters not affiliated with either major party 
disagree.  

Forty-four percent (44%) of Americans now say someone in 
their household owns a gun. Forty-eight percent (48%) say there 
is no gun in their house.  

Interestingly, married adults and those with children living 
with them are much more likely to say there is a gun in the 
household than unmarrieds and those without children in the 
home.  

 Last June, 57% of Americans said gun sales were up in the 
United States because of a fear of increased government 
restriction on gun ownership. Twenty-three percent (23%) said 
gun sales have risen because of a fear of increased crime.  

Thirty-eight percent (38%) of voters now rate the Supreme 
Court's performance as good or excellent, while 19% say it's 
doing a poor job.  

Please sign up for the Rasmussen Reports daily e-mail 
update (it’s free) or follow us on Twitter or Facebook. Let us 
keep you up to date with the latest public opinion news.  

http://www.rasmussenreports.com/public_content/politics/cu
rrent_events/gun_control/69_say_cities_don_t_have_right_to_b
an_handguns 
 

10-03-04 N.Y. High Court Judge Takes Colleagues to Task 

Over Constitutional Issue in Gun Case 

 In a rare written dissent, Judge Robert S. Smith has taken 
his six colleagues on the New York Court of Appeals to task for 
not finding the "substantial constitutional question" that would 
allow them to review a judge's denial of a pistol permit to a 
Westchester County, N.Y., attorney.  

Smith said the refusal of the court to hear an appeal in 
Kachalsky v. Cacace (pdf), SSD4, highlights the "amorphous 
definition" that the judges have come to attach to "substantial" 
and how it is at odds with provisions in Article 6, §3(b)(1), of 
the state Constitution and provisions of CPLR 5601 and 5602 
governing when the court recognizes a right to appeal in civil 
cases. 

 Most such appeals are dismissed unanimously in batches, 
with the court merely noting that "no substantial constitutional 
question is directly involved." 

One court observer said he could recall only a few dissents 
in the last decade to denials of leaves to appeal. 
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Here, however, Smith protested that the majority had used a 
standard with no basis in state law to deny a hearing in a case 
that raised a serious constitutional issue. 

The judge acknowledged that, like his colleagues, he also 
has been guilty of relying on loose readings of what constitutes 
a "substantial" constitutional question triggering the court's 
review as of right. 

"We have at times followed the practice -- one in which, I 
confess, I have joined -- of giving 'substantial' a much more 
flexible meaning, so flexible that it confers on us, in effect, 
discretion comparable to that we have in deciding whether to 
grant permission to appeal under CPLR 5602," Smith wrote. "I 
am convinced that this practice is inconsistent with both the 
constitutional provision and the statute implementing it." 

 Kachalsky v. Cacace presented the question of whether 
Penal Law §400.20(2)(f), which requires "proper cause" for the 
issuance of a license to carry a concealed handgun, violated the 
Second Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. Smith argued that 
there could hardly be an issue posing a more "substantial" 
constitutional question for the court. 

Kachalsky raises the questions of whether the Second 
Amendment limits the states or the federal government from 
issuing gun-possessing permits and whether a prohibition from 
carrying a concealed weapon without proper cause is consistent 
with the Second Amendment, Smith wrote. 

 "I make no comment on the merits of either issue, except to 
say that neither is insubstantial," the judge wrote in his Feb. 16 
dissent to the majority's summary refusal to grant leave to 
appeal. "On neither issue could petitioner's case, by any remote 
stretch, be called frivolous or fanciful." 

He noted that the issue of whether the Second Amendment 
limits the powers of states and the federal government to set 
limits on gun possession is of "such great substance" that the 
U.S. Supreme Court heard oral arguments on Tuesday in a case 
about the legality of Chicago gun control ordinances in 
McDonald v. City of Chicago. 

 If nothing else, Smith's dissent provides some insight into 
the thoughts of at least one judge on his colleagues' bases for 
denying leave to appeal on constitutional grounds in civil 
matters, court observers said. 

 Stewart Sterk, a professor at Benjamin N. Cardozo School 
of Law, said Smith is suggesting that it is not really 
"intellectually honest" for the court to be declining jurisdiction 
on appeals where it says a substantial constitutional question is 
missing when "there are some cases where you can't really say 
that, because the Supreme Court appears to be dealing with 
those issues." 

 "What he is really complaining about is that in some cases, 
the court effectively is deciding a case on the merits by 
declining to take jurisdiction," said Sterk, who once clerked for 
Court of Appeals Judge Charles D. Breitel. "The constitutional 
question is rejected and he is objecting to that practice." 

E. Leo Milonas, a partner at Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw 
Pittman who writes a column on Appellate Division practice for 
the New York Law Journal, said he welcomed Smith's 
unconventional dissent in Kachalsky. 

"It is good that they differ and when they do so, that they 
feel strongly enough about it that judges want to assert their 

position," said Milonas, a former state chief administrative 
judge. "It is good for the public. It is good for the law." 

Smith is no stranger to standing apart from his colleagues on 
the court. He has by far been the member most apt to write 
dissents in cases the bench has heard, delivering 53 since he was 
appointed to the court by Governor George E. Pataki in 2003. 

In some of those dissents, Smith has written in less-than-
glowing-terms of the reasoning used by judges in the majority 
or the ramifications of their rulings. 

THRESHOLD DETERMINATION 
Challenging the failure to grant leave in this case, Smith 

wrote that neither Article VI, §3, of the state Constitution nor 
CPLR 5601 and 5602 of state law require that a constitutional 
question be found to be "substantial" for an appeal to be taken 
to the court as of right. 

 "But we have interpreted them to mean that," he wrote. 
http://www.law.com/jsp/article.jsp?id=1202445566496&rss

=newswire 
 

10-03-04 Starbucks in crosshairs on gun-control debate 

NEW YORK (CNNMoney.com) -- The debate over gun 
control is heating up at Starbucks. 

Gun owners bearing arms have been gathering at various 
Starbucks locations in states where it's legal to do so in public. 
That's sparked protests from gun-control advocates and kudos 
from pro-gun groups 

The coffee chain says that its stores simply abide by state 
laws, and it is legal to carry weapons in 43 states. But 
businesses have the right to prohibit customers from carrying 
guns in their establishments despite state laws, and that's the 
crux of this particular dust-up. 

"While we deeply respect the views of all of our customers, 
Starbucks' long-standing approach to this issue remains 
unchanged," the company said in a statement. "We comply with 
local laws and statutes in all the communities we serve."  

Starbucks (SBUX, Fortune 500) said the gun-toting 
gatherings first began at its stores in Northern California after 
two other chains, San Francisco-based Peet's Coffee & Tea and 
California Pizza Kitchen, put policies in place to prevent gun 
owners from carrying firearms in their stores.  

 The Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence then wrote a 
letter to Starbucks CEO Howard Schultz, urging Starbucks to 
enforce a similar policy. On its Web site, the Brady Campaign is 
soliciting supporters through an online petition that urges 
Starbucks to offer "espresso shots, not gunshots" and reverse its 
corporate policy.  

 On the other side of the debate, gun rights advocates are 
pleased with Starbucks' decision. Forum members of 
OpenCarry.org, a pro-gun Internet community with nearly 
28,000 members, are posting that they are "impressed" with 
Starbucks' stance and will regularly buy the company's coffee to 
show support.  

 Starbucks said if it were to adopt a policy prohibiting 
customers from carrying guns in states where it is legal to bear 
firearms, that would require its employees to ask law abiding 
customers to leave stores, putting them in an unfair and 
potentially unsafe position. 
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The company also said the gun-control debate belongs in the 
legislatures and courts, not at its stores.  

"Advocacy groups from both sides of this issue have chosen 
to use Starbucks as a way to draw attention to their positions," 
the company said. "As the public debate continues, we are 
asking all interested parties to refrain from putting Starbucks or 
our partners in the middle of this divisive issue."  

http://money.cnn.com/2010/03/04/news/companies/Starbuck
s_gun_policy/index.htm 

 

10-03-03 New Ammunition for Gun Rights 

 WASHINGTON—The Supreme Court seemed likely to 
rule for the first time that gun possession is fundamental to 
American freedom, a move that would give federal judges 
power to strike down state and local weapons laws for 
infringing on Second Amendment rights. 

Related Video-News Hub: Supreme Court Hears Gun Case  
At oral arguments Tuesday, the court considered whether its 

2008 decision voiding the District of Columbia handgun ban 
should be extended to the rest of the country. Because 
Washington is federal territory and not part of a state, the legal 
basis for imposing federal constitutional limits on gun laws 
adopted by states had been unclear. 

None of the justices from the 2008 majority suggested any 
reason state handgun bans should be treated any differently. If 
that's how they rule, legal challenges likely would be mounted 
against gun regulations across the country.  

 On its face, the legal question before the court has little 
relation to policy views regarding gun control and much to do 
with questions of constitutional history. 

The Supreme Court has subsequently held that many 
constitutional rights considered fundamental to American 
principles of liberty override state laws. However, more 
technical provisions—such as the Fifth Amendment requirement 
that grand juries approve criminal indictments—apply only to 
the federal government and don't necessarily bind states.  

 The question is whether the Second Amendment right to 
bear arms will be elevated to the status of fundamental rights, 
such as freedom of speech, that state's can't abridge. 

Two years ago, after the court voted 5-4 along its 
conservative-liberal split to strike down the Washington 
ordinance, gun-rights forces filed suit against weapons laws 
around the country. Tuesday's arguments involved a challenge 
to handgun bans in Chicago and Oak Park, Ill. 

Plaintiff Otis McDonald, who challenged Chicago's ban on 
handguns, in front of the Supreme Court in Washington, D.C., 
Tuesday. 

 Before the Civil War, courts held that the Bill of Rights 
applied only to the federal government. After the Union victory, 
the Reconstruction amendments were adopted to elevate 
individual rights over state powers and cement the federal role 
in enforcing them. 

 Paul Clement, arguing for gun-rights groups, said the right 
to bear arms has equally deep roots as other rights the court has 
found fundamental. "If you apply [earlier] jurisprudence, the 
case really is very straightfoward," said Mr. Clement.  

James Feldman, a Washington lawyer representing Chicago, 
told the court that because guns can kill innocents and aid 

criminals, owning them isn't a fundamental right. Moreover, he 
noted, the Second Amendment right "to keep and bear arms" is 
prefaced by the statement that "a well regulated Militia" is 
"necessary to the security of a free State," suggesting the scope 
of the amendment is limited. 

 Conservative justices said they had already decided in the 
2008 case, District of Columbia v. Heller, that the militia clause 
didn't impose limits. 

"Its rationale was that because of its fundamental character, 
the right to bear arms must be understood as separate from the 
qualifying phrase of the militia clause," said Justice Anthony 
Kennedy.  

Mark Diaz of Schrank's Smoke 'n Gun shop in Waukegan, 
Ill., last year. 

Chief Justice John Roberts agreed. "I don't see how you can 
read Heller and not take away from it the notion that the Second 
Amendment, whether you want to label it fundamental or not, 
was extremely important to the framers in their view of what 
liberty meant," he said. 

Justice Stephen Breyer, one of the liberal dissenters from 
Heller, said gun possession was different in nature from the 
other rights described in the Constitution. 

When state or local lawmakers enact gun regulations, they 
do so aiming to protect public safety, he said. 

"Here every case will be on one side guns, on the other side 
human life," with each side marshalling statistics, he said. He 
asked Alan Gura, an Alexandria, Va., lawyer challenging the 
Illinois laws, why federal judges were better-positioned to make 
that decision than state legislatures. 

Review the cases already decided and still to come in the 
Supreme Court's 2009-2010 term, plus details on the arguments, 
the court's calendar, and the justices themselves. 

"We decide that by looking, not to which side has the better 
statistics, but rather to what the framers said in the Constitution, 
because that policy choice was made for us in the Constitution," 
Mr. Gura said. 

Justice Kennedy suggested that Chicago's fears of 
unleashing an arsenal on city streets were overblown, observing 
that even when the court has recognized a right, "the states have 
substantial latitude...to impose reasonable regulations." 

 While Mr. Gura seemed likely to get the result he wanted, 
lawyers were also interested in the reasoning the court might use 
if it chooses to extend gun rights. 

It could do so in the traditional way, invoking the due-
process clause of the 14th Amendment to say that depriving 
citizens of the right to bear arms amounts to depriving them of 
liberty without due process of law. 

Mr. Gura pushed a more ambitious argument. He called on 
the court to breathe new life into another 14th Amendment 
clause that protects undefined "privileges or immunities of 
[U.S.] citizens" from state infringement. 

The Supreme Court effectively nullified the privileges 
clause in the late 19th century. Many scholars consider that a 
wrong turn, and some say reviving the clause could pave the 
way for extension of other rights not involving guns. 

But liberal and conservative justices alike were unreceptive. 
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 "What you argue is the darling of the professoriate, for sure, 
but it's also contrary to 140 years of our jurisprudence," said 
Justice Antonin Scalia, who wrote the Heller opinion. 

Read More  
Handgun Case Creates Odd Alliances (02/19/10) 
Rethinking Original Intent (03/14/09) 
Opinion: Second Amendment and the States  
"What unenumerated rights would we be declaring 

privileges and immunities under your conception of it?" Justice 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg asked Mr. Gura. 

"We can't give a full description," he replied. 
"That doesn't trouble you?" asked Justice Scalia. 
 Otis McDonald, a plaintiff in the case against Chicago, said 

that if the justices find in his favor, he'll first sigh in relief and 
then buy a gun. "It gives me a fighting chance in my 
neighborhood," Mr. McDonald said 

http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704548604
575097560651300490.html?mod=WSJ_hpp_MIDDLENextto
WhatsNewsThird 

 

10-03-03 NJ Police- Gunshot victim accidentally shot 

himself 

BELLMAWR, N.J. - March 3, 2010 (WPVI) -- A man 
found with a gunshot wound in the parking lot of a New Jersey 
Wawa accidentally shot himself, police said. 

 At around 9:30 a.m. officers and medics were dispatched 
the store on Wellwood Avenue for a report of a shooting victim.  

 Investigators say the 23-year-old man accidentally shot 
himself in the leg while in a truck. 

Officers on the scene say the man told them he was shot in 
Philadelphia but drove himself to New Jersey. However, 
investigators say it's not clear where he was shot. 

As it turns out, the man has a license to carry a firearm in 
Pennsylvania, but not in New Jersey. 

 Police say the man may face charges related to the shooting 
http://abclocal.go.com/wpvi/story?section=news/crime&id=

7308360 

 

10-03-03 Georgia Woman charged with killing husband 

is lobbyist for a group fighting domestic violence 

 45-year-old woman, charged with ending a domestic 
dispute by killing her 26-year-old husband of five days, is a 
registered lobbyist for a group fighting domestic violence 

 Arelisha Bridges was ordered held without bond in the 
Fulton County Jail. She is scheduled for a preliminary hearing 
later this month on charges of felony murder, murder, 
aggravated assault and possession of a firearm during the 
commission of a felony. 

 Officials said Bridges claimed she was unemployed. But 
records show she is a lobbyist for an organization called the 
National Declaration for Domestic Violence Order; its Web site 
says the group is pushing legislation to create a database of 
those convicted of sex crimes or domestic abuse. 

Usually an accused felon will appear at a preliminary 
hearing a day later, but Bridges' hearing was within hours of the 
shooting death of Anthony Rankins. Officials said the court 
appearance was moved up because of the unusual circumstances 
around the crime. 

Witnesses told police that Bridges was wearing a nightgown 
and a shower cap as she argued with Rankins on the sidewalk on 
North Avenue near West Peachtree Street around 10:45 p.m. 
Monday. 

And moments later, witnesses said, they heard shots. They 
said she then "calmly walked away." 

 A MARTA police officer stopped her as she was getting 
into her car, perhaps to return to her home nearby on Centennial 
Olympic Park Drive. 

According to Atlanta police, Bridges told investigators that 
she and Rankins had been dating for a few months and were just 
married on Feb. 24. 

Bridges' group isn't among the prominent domestic violence 
lobbying groups in Georgia, said Kirsten Rambo, the executive 
director of the Georgia Commission on Family Violence. 

"This is the first I've heard about that organization," Rambo 
said. "I certainly couldn't say if they were legitimate or not," she 
said, adding, "It's certainly a new name to me." 

Bridges has filed sparse lobbying expenses, according to 
State Ethics Commission records. So far this year, she's reported 
spending $20 -- for parking while lobbying for the abuse 
database. 

http://www.ajc.com/news/atlanta/woman-charged-with-
killing-344266.html 

 

10-03-02 Jim Thorpe police: Woman's boyfriend shot 

estranged husband 

A woman's boyfriend shot and wounded her estranged 
husband in the leg during a struggle in Jim Thorpe last night 
while she tried to retrieve her personal belongings from the 
marital home, according to police. 

The boyfriend, Thomas H. Smith, 52, of Lower Three Mile 
Lane, Lehigh Township, is in Carbon County jail today under 
$500,000 bail. The estranged husband, Jace J. Gill, 68, of 11 
Lehigh Gorge Drive, Jim Thorpe, is recovering from a bullet 
wound in his left thigh, according to Jim Thorpe Police 
Department. 

Smith was charged with aggravated assault, simple assault 
and recklessly endangering another person. 

Police said they were dispatched to Gill's home, which is in 
a wooded area off Route 903, around 7:25 p.m. last night to 
investigate a report of a suspicious vehicle. While driving to the 
scene, Patrolman Michaelangelo S. Bokeko was informed that a 
man had been shot. 

When he arrived, he found 61-year-old Judith A. Gill 
applying pressure to the bullet wound in her estranged husband's 
leg while Smith stood nearby with a bloody nose. 

Police said Smith told them his girlfriend, Judith A. Gill, 
had permission from her divorce attorney to enter the house to 
retrieve her personal belongings and vehicle. 

A news release from police said that Smith told them that he 
was attempting to enter the front door of the home when "Jace 
\[Gill\] came out of nowhere and began to attack him." 

Smith told police he shot Gill during the altercation. Gill 
was transported by ambulance to a medical helicopter and flown 
to Lehigh Valley Hospital-Cedar Crest for treatment. His 
injuries were not life-threatening. 
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Smith was treated at Gnaden Huetten Memorial Hospital in 
Lehighton for his bloody nose and then arraigned on the charges 
before District Judge Edward Lewis in Jim Thorpe, police said 

http://www.mcall.com/news/breaking/all-jim-thorpe-
shooting-0302cn,0,6022686.story 

 

10-03-02 ATF seizes 30 toy guns, infuriating local business 

owner 
CORNELIUS, Ore. - A local business owner is 

flabbergasted after a shipment of 30 toy guns for his store was 
confiscated by ATF agents in Tacoma. 

Brad Martin and his son, Ben, sell the Airsoft BB guns from 
their store in Cornelius where they’ve been in business for seven 
years. 

 The Martins said they buy their stock from Taiwan because 
the merchandise is less expensive. But the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives seized a shipment of 30 in 
October. That shipment is worth around $12,000 and the ATF is 
promising to destroy the entire shipment.  

 Special Agent Kelvin Crenshaw said the toys can be easily 
retro-fitted into dangerous weapons. 

 "With minimal work it could be converted to a machine 
gun," Crenshaw said. 

 Brad Martin is furious about the loss of money, for sure, but 
also in what he now thinks as a loss of his time and the use of 
government agents to seize toy guns.  

 "All this manpower, all this time, all this taxpayer money, 
[it is] wasting my time and my profitability,” Martin said. 
“[Just] to seize 30 toy guns!" 

Ben Martin disagrees that the toy guns could ever be 
considered dangerous. 

 "To say these are readily convertible to machine guns is 
absolutely preposterous,” he said. “The round wouldn't go into 
the firing chamber and even if the firing pin did strike the 
primer the gun would basically blow up in your face.” 

 ATF said it also seized the toys because they are missing 
the blaze orange tips required on all imported toy guns. 

The Martins said they've received shipments before from 
Taiwan that were missing the orange tips and were simply asked 
by customs agents to drive up to Tacoma and paint the tips 
orange themselves. They are wondering why it is an issue now. 

http://www.koinlocal6.com/content/news/topstories/story/A
TF-seizes-30-toy-guns-infuriating-local-
business/vUVs2QUCAUuZWeRrqgIQaA.cspx 

 

10-03-02 Top U.S. Court Signals States Must Respect 

Gun Rights 

 March 2 (Bloomberg) -- U.S. Supreme Court justices 
signaled they are poised to extend constitutional protections for 
gun owners to state and local laws in a case that may invalidate 
a handgun ban in Chicago.  

Hearing arguments in Washington today, several justices 
suggested that the right to bear arms is so fundamental it should 
restrict states and cities as well as the federal government. They 
pointed to the 2008 ruling, District of Columbia v. Heller, that 
said the Constitution’s Second Amendment protects individual 
rights.  

“I don’t see how you can read Heller and not take away from 
it the notion that the Second Amendment, whether you want to 
label it fundamental or not, was extremely important to the 
framers in their view of what liberty meant,” said Chief Justice 
John Roberts, a member of the 5-4 majority in the earlier case.  

Justice Anthony Kennedy, a frequent swing vote and another 
member of the Heller majority, made similar comments. “If it’s 
not fundamental, then Heller is wrong,” he said.  

A ruling against Chicago, the only major U.S. city with a 
blanket prohibition on handguns, wouldn’t necessarily 
jeopardize less stringent gun laws. Several members of the 2008 
majority, including Roberts and Justice Antonin Scalia, said 
states and cities might still be able to enact other restrictions.  

“We said as much in Heller,” said Scalia, who wrote the 
earlier ruling.  

Bill of Rights  
Kennedy said that, as with other provisions in the Bill of 

Rights, the court had let states impose “reasonable” regulations. 
“Why can’t we do the same thing with firearms?” he asked.  

The ban is being challenged in a pair of lawsuits by four 
Chicago residents, including 76-year-old Otis McDonald, and 
the National Rifle Association.  

Like the rest of the Bill of Rights, the Second Amendment 
was originally aimed only at the federal government. The 
Supreme Court has applied some, though not all, of the rights in 
the first eight amendments to the states by “incorporating” them 
into the 14th Amendment’s due process clause.  

Justice Stephen Breyer, a dissenter in Heller, today 
questioned the wisdom of applying the Second Amendment 
beyond the federal government. He said state legislatures may 
be better equipped than federal judges to decide whether the 
lives saved by gun restrictions are worth the infringement on 
ownership rights.  

“Balancing life versus guns?” Breyer said. “How are federal 
judges supposed to carry this out?”  

Constitutional Choice  
 McDonald’s lawyer, Alan Gura, answered, “That policy 

choice was made for us in the Constitution.” Paul Clement, 
representing the National Rifle Association, said the Second 
Amendment “protects a fundamental pre-existing right that is 
guaranteed to the people.”  

Chicago’s lawyer, James Feldman, said that states and local 
government have long been allowed to ban particular types of 
weapons. Chicago lets residents keep shotguns and rifles.  

 “The city of Chicago has come up with something that is 
well within our tradition,” Feldman said.  

The justices showed little interest in Gura’s suggestion that 
they incorporate the Second Amendment through the long- 
dormant privileges-or-immunities clause of the 14th 
Amendment, rather than the due process clause.  

Academics and advocates from both sides of the political 
spectrum are urging the court to reconsider an 1873 ruling that 
all but nullified the privileges-or-immunities clause.  

 Roberts told Gura he had a “heavy burden” to carry on that 
argument. Scalia said he saw little reason to overturn 140 years 
of law, “unless you’re bucking for a place on some law school 
faculty.”  

The case is McDonald v. City of Chicago, 08-1521.  
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http://www.bloomberg.com/apps/news?pid=20601087&sid=
aELyQglA4Xbo&pos=9 

 

10-03-02 Supreme Court Still Divided on Guns 

WASHINGTON — At least five justices appeared poised to 
expand the scope of the Second Amendment’s protection of the 
right to bear arms on Tuesday, judging from comments at an 
unusually intense Supreme Court argument 

 By its conclusion, it seemed plain that the court would 
extend a 2008 decision that first identified an individual right to 
own guns to strike down Chicago’s gun control law, widely 
considered the most restrictive in the nation.  

 While such a ruling would represent an enormous symbolic 
victory for supporters of gun rights, its short-term practical 
impact would almost certainly be limited. Just how much 
strength the Second Amendment has in places that regulate but 
do not ban guns outright will be worked out in additional cases.  

 The new case, McDonald v. Chicago, No. 08-1521, was a 
sequel to the 2008 decision in District of Columbia v. Heller, 
which placed limits on what the federal government may do to 
regulate guns. The issue before the court in the new case was 
whether the Second Amendment also applied to state and local 
laws. It appeared that at least the justices in the Heller majority 
would say yes without reservation because they considered the 
rights protected in the Second Amendment as basic as those in 
other provisions of the Bill of Rights.  

 “If it’s not fundamental, then Heller is wrong,” said Justice 
Anthony M. Kennedy, who was in the majority in Heller.  

Justice John Paul Stevens, who wrote a dissent in Heller, 
suggested Tuesday that important questions remain unresolved.  

 “I’m asking you what is the scope of the right to own a 
gun?” he said. “Is it just the right to have it at home, or is the 
right to parade around the streets with guns?”  

Heller itself struck down parts of the gun control law in the 
District of Columbia, then the strictest in the nation. But the 
majority opinion, by Justice Antonin Scalia, suggested that all 
sorts of restrictions on gun ownership might pass Second 
Amendment muster.  

 Justice Stephen G. Breyer, who also wrote a dissent in 
Heller, peppered the lawyers with questions about how the court 
might apply the Second Amendment to the states in a limited 
way. The Second Amendment says, “A well regulated militia, 
being necessary to the security of a free state, the right of the 
people to keep and bear arms, shall not be infringed.”  

Drawing on the first clause of the amendment, Justice 
Breyer said that a right tied to state militias might be worthy of 
protection, while the right to bear arms “to shoot burglars” 
might not be.  

The lead plaintiff in the case, Otis McDonald, has said he 
wants to keep a handgun in his home for protection from drug 
gangs. Justice Breyer asked Alan Gura, a lawyer for residents of 
Chicago challenging its gun control law, whether the city should 
remain free to ban guns if it could show that hundreds of lives 
would be saved. Mr. Gura said no.  

 Justice Scalia objected to the inquiry. A constitutional right, 
he said, cannot be overcome because it may have negative 
consequences.  

But Justice Scalia was less receptive to an idea that has 
excited constitutional scholars in recent months. “What you 
argue,” he told Mr. Gura, “is the darling of the professoriate, for 
sure, but it’s also contrary to 140 years of our jurisprudence.”  

Justice Scalia was referring to Mr. Gura’s assertion that the 
court has been making parts of the Bill of Rights applicable to 
the states in the wrong way.  

 The Second Amendment, like the rest of the Bill of Rights, 
originally restricted only the power of the federal government. 
The Supreme Court later ruled that most but not all of the 
protections of the Bill of Rights applied to the states under the 
due process clause of the 14th Amendment, one of the post-
Civil War amendments.  

 Many judges and scholars, including Justice Scalia, have 
never found that methodology intellectually satisfactory. “Due 
process,” after all, would seem to protect only procedures and 
not substance. The very name given to the methodology — 
substantive due process — sounds like an oxymoron.  

Mr. Gura, supported by scholars all along the political 
spectrum, argued that the court should instead rely on the 14th 
Amendment’s “privileges or immunities” clause, which says that 
“no state shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the 
privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States.” There 
is evidence that the authors of the clause specifically wanted it 
to apply to allow freed slaves to have guns to defend 
themselves.  

 Justice Scalia was unimpressed. He said Mr. Gura should 
focus on winning his case rather than remaking constitutional 
law.  

“Why do you want to undertake that burden,” Justice Scalia 
asked, “instead of just arguing substantive due process, which as 
much as I think it’s wrong, even I have acquiesced in it?”  

Unless, the justice added, Mr. Gura was “bucking for a place 
on some law school faculty.”  

James A. Feldman, a lawyer for the City of Chicago, urged 
the justices to treat the Second Amendment differently from its 
cousins because it concerns a lethal product. “Firearms, unlike 
anything else that is the subject of a provision of the Bill of 
Rights, are designed to injure and kill,” Mr. Feldman said.  

Now it was the chief justice’s turn to give advice to the 
lawyer before him.  

“All the arguments you make against” applying the Second 
Amendment to the states, Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr. said, 
“it seems to me are arguments you should make in favor of 
regulation under the Second Amendment. We haven’t said 
anything about what the content of the Second Amendment is 
beyond what was said in Heller.”  

http://www.nytimes.com/2010/03/03/us/03scotus.html?hpw 
 

10-03-02 Justices debate Chicago handgun ban 

Washington (CNN) -- Chicago's 28-year-old strict ban on 
handgun ownership appeared in trouble Tuesday at the U.S. 
Supreme Court in a potentially far-reaching case over the ability 
of state and local governments to enforce limits on weapons. 

 A conservative majority seemed ready to say the U.S. 
Constitution gives individuals greater power than states -- or at 
least equal power -- as far as possessing certain firearms for 
self-protection. 
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 The only question was how far the court would apply 
competing parts of the 14thAmendment to preserve some 
"reasonable" gun control measures in place nationwide. 

"There are provisions of the Constitution, of the Bill of 
Rights, that have been incorporated against the states, where the 
states have substantial latitude and ample authority to impose 
reasonable regulations," Justice Anthony Kennedy said. "Why 
can't we do the same thing with firearms?" 

At issue is whether the constitutional "right of the people to 
keep and bear arms" applies to local gun control ordinances, or 
only to federal restrictions. The basic question has remained 
unanswered for decades, and it gives the conservative majority 
on the high court another chance to allow Americans expanded 
weapon ownership rights. 

A ruling is expected by late June. 
 The appeal was filed by a Chicago, Illinois, community 

activist who sought a handgun for protection from gangs. 
Speaking from outside his South Side home, Otis McDonald 
told CNN that he wants a handgun to protect himself and his 
family from violence in his neighborhood.  

"That's all I want ... just a fighting chance," McDonald said. 
"Give me the opportunity to at least make somebody think about 
something before they come in my house on me." 

The city of Chicago, with perhaps the toughest private 
weapons restrictions in the nation, denied McDonald's 
application for a handgun permit. 

Two years ago the justices affirmed an individual's right to 
possess such weapons, tossing out restrictive laws in the federal 
enclave of Washington, D.C. 

The larger issue is one that has polarized judges, politicians 
and the public for decades: Do the Second Amendment's 27 
words bestow gun ownership as an individual right or as a 
collective one -- aimed at the civic responsibilities of state 
militias and therefore subject, perhaps, to strict government 
regulation? And is that regulation limited to federal laws, or can 
they be applied to local communities? 

The amendment states: "A well-regulated militia being 
necessary to the security of a free state, the right of the people to 
keep and bear arms, shall not be infringed." 

Tuesday's hourlong arguments focused mainly on the 
whether the Second Amendment should be "incorporated" or 
applied to state and local laws like most of the other 
amendments in the Bill of Rights. 

James Feldman, the attorney for the city of Chicago, told the 
justices that gun laws are different. "Firearms are designed to 
injure and kill," Feldman said. 

 That argument brought skepticism from several 
conservatives on the bench. 

"Your position is that a state or local government could 
completely ban all firearms?" Justice Samuel Alito asked 
Feldman. 

Justice Antonin Scalia said the court's 2008 ruling over 
Washington's law applied this time, too. "The function of what 
was codified" in the Second Amendment, he said, "was to 
enforce the traditional right of the people to bear arms." 

Chief Justice John Roberts downplayed concern of a 
sweeping ruling that might cripple cities from finding ways to 

prevent violence. The extent of gun rights are "still going to be 
subject to the political process," Roberts said. 

 A number of others, led by Justice Stephen Breyer, sought 
to limit the court's ruling striking the handgun ban in 
Washington. That decision offered at least partial constitutional 
validation to citizens seeking the right to possess one of the 
most common types of firearms in their homes. 

The Justice Department estimates as many as 275 million 
guns are in the United States. In 2005, three-quarters of the 
10,100 homicides by firearms nationwide were committed with 
handguns. 

 "Chicago says that their gun law has saved hundreds, 
including -- and they have statistics -- lots of women in 
domestic cases," Breyer said. "When you have the First 
Amendment, or some of the other amendments, there is always a 
big area where it's free speech versus a whole lot of things, but 
not often free speech versus life. When it's free speech versus 
life, we very often decide in favor of life." 

Underpinning the legal basis for the court's jurisdiction in 
this appeal is a complex reading of the 14th Amendment, passed 
in the wake of the Civil War to ensure all citizens -- including 
newly freed slaves -- were protected from state laws that might 
restrict their fundamental rights. 

One part ensures states cannot deprive people of "life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of law." That has been 
commonly applied by federal courts when it comes to disputes 
over basic rights, so-called "ordered liberty" cases. Such cases 
include affirming the right to abortion and to homosexual sex. 

But another rarely used provision also prevents states from 
depriving the "privileges or immunities" of all citizens. The 
specific question for the high court in the Chicago case is 
whether the "immunities and privileges" clause should now be 
used to overturn the handgun ban. An 1873 ruling limited use of 
that provision when striking down a variety of state laws. 

Alan Gura, the attorney for Chicago activist McDonald, has 
promoted a new reading of the clause in his lead role 
representing gun owners. 

 However, the current court appeared reluctant to revive that 
argument, seemingly content to apply the "due process" 
standard to Chicago's handgun law. The National Rifle 
Association supports that position. 

 The constitutional theories are dense, but some legal 
scholars have said they think if the high court embraces this 
"privileges and immunities" clause, it could open up to fresh 
review a huge range of issues, such as property rights and same-
sex marriage. 

Courts have generally upheld other cities' restrictions on 
semiautomatic weapons and sawed-off shotguns. The high 
court's conservative majority has in recent years upheld a 
California ban on assault rifles, similar to a federal ban that 
expired in 2004. 

 Forty-four state constitutions protect their residents' right to 
keep weapons, according to a brief filed by 32 state attorneys 
general in support of the individual weapons owners in the 
current appeals. 

 Some constitutional experts have noted the Bill of Rights 
had traditionally been applied by courts only to the federal 
government, not to local entities. It was not until the past half-
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century that the justices have viewed free speech, assembly and 
the press -- among other rights -- as individual in nature, and 
fundamental to liberty, superseding in many cases the power of 
states. 

 There have been limits. The high court repeatedly has 
refused to extend to states the Fifth Amendment requirement 
that persons can be charged with serious crimes only by 
"indictment of a grand jury." 
http://www.cnn.com/2010/CRIME/03/02/scotus.gun.control/ind
ex.html 

 

10-03-01 VPC invents bizarre new justification to ban 

'assault weapons' 

The rabidly anti-gun Violence Policy Center (VPC), which 
sometimes criticizes the Brady Campaign for not being anti-gun 
enough, has released another of it's "studies."This one covers 
familiar territory for the VPC, being one of many of its calls for 
a federal ban of so-called "assault weapons"--defined vastly 
more expansively than the 1994 ban. 

Before we get to the study itself, though, let's take just a 
second for background.The VPC has for decades been one of 
the leading cheerleaders for bans of what are, basically, semi-
automatic rifles. Back in 1988, their executive director Josh 
Sugarmann was surprisingly candid about the planned cynical 
manipulation of the public's and media's ignorance 

In a September 1988 report on "assault weapons" that he 
prepared for the Education Fund to End Handgun Violence, gun 
control advocate Josh Sugarmann [exectuive director of the 
rabidly anti-gun Violence Policy Center] candidly observed: 
"The weapons' menacing looks, coupled with the public's 
confusion over fully automatic machine guns versus semi-
automatic assault weapons--anything that looks like a machine 
gun is assumed to be a machine guncan only increase the chance 
of public support for restrictions on these weapons. In addition, 
few people can envision a practical use for these guns." 

So now to the current "study"(pdf file). The intent, 
evidently, is to illustrate a growing rate of "'assault weapon' 
violence" since the expiration of the 1994 AWB. The VPC's 
problem is that in the two year period over which the study was 
conducted, there was no such increase. 

More than one out of four assault weapons incidents involve 
police. A total of 235 separate incidents were reported during 
the two years examined. These incidents were almost equally 
divided between the first period (March 1, 2005 to February 28, 
2006) and the second period (March 1, 2006 to February 28, 
2007). There were 117 incidents in the first, and 118 in the 
second. Police were involved in 64 (27.2 percent) of the total 
incidents. 

 The number of assault weapons incidents involving police 
grew significantly between the two periods. Police were 
involved in 29 incidents (24.8 percent) in the first period and 35 
incidents (29.7 percent) in the second period, an increase of 
20.7 percent between the two periods. 

 Keep in mind that these 235 "incidents" over a period of 
two years (in a country of over 300 million people, and 200 
million privately owned firearms) weren't all killings--they 
didn't all even involve shooting--they're just "encounters" with 
so-called "assault weapons," and the number stayed almost 

identical through the two halves of the study (117 in the first 
year, and 118 in the second).Actually, when one considers the 
steady increase in the population of both people and "assault 
weapons," it could be said that the rate actually declined. 

What the VPC apparently is seizing on is the fact that law 
enforcement "encounters" with "assault weapons" did actually 
go up--from 29 to 35--their "increase of 20.7 percent."When 
you think about it, though, since the total number of incidents in 
each of the two periods was essentially identical, the fact that 
the number of law enforcement encounters increased, means 
that the number of encounters by private citizens must have 
decreased. 

 Nothing against the police, but isn't that the kind of trend 
the VPC would applaud?Groups like the VPC and Brady 
Campaign, after all, argue that only the police are sufficiently 
trained and trustworthy to engage in gun battles with bad guys. 
Both groups argue that only police should have "assault 
weapons" (except we'll call them something else when in the 
hands of the police), they both argue for much more restrictive 
concealed carry laws, and in fact, the VPC's Josh Sugarmann 
has written a book calling for an outright ban of privately owned 
handguns. 

Shouldn't the VPC be happy about the trend of "encounters" 
with "assault weapons" shifting away from the general public, 
and to the trained professionals best equipped, according to the 
VPC, to deal with them? http://www.examiner.com/x-2581-St-
Louis-Gun-Rights-Examiner~y2010m3d1-VPC-invents-bizarre-
new-justifiation-to-ban-assault-weapons 

 

10-02-27 Gunslinging for Jesus: Gun Activists Seek Patron 

Saint of Handgunners 

 ChattahBox)—Catholic handgun owners and Second 
Amendment activists want their own personal patron saint of 
handgun slinging. And with the celebration this weekend of the 
Feast of St. Gabriel Possenti, they are renewing their call to the 
Vatican to officially declare St. Possenti as the Patron of 
Handgunners. Apparently in 1860, while a young monk, 
Possenti held off a band of marauders with two handguns. And 
John M. Snyder, a gun lobbyist and founder of the St. Gabriel 
Possenti Society, has been on a mission for over 20-years to 
draw attention to Possenti’s gunslinging to further his claims 
that Jesus would have approved of carrying handguns for self 
defense. 

In a press release put out by Christian Newswire, Snyder 
renewed his call to declare St. Possenti the Patron of 
hangunners: 

“The special day is most significant this year since it now is 
150 years since 1860,” added Snyder. “That was the year St. 
Gabriel Possenti used handguns to rescue residents of Isola del 
Gran Sasso, Italy from a gang of marauders. By his action, our 
patron demonstrated that handguns may be used by good people 
to protect the innocent from violent criminal perpetrators. This 
is an important lesson to ponder today as people in the United 
States and throughout the world face perennial threats of 
murderous violence from terrorists.” 

Snyder has previously denounced Catholic pacifism, as 
against the teachings of the Bible. “A lot of the Catholic bishops 
in the United States are out of line on this issue,” Snyder said. 
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“They are pacifists up the wazoo. They don’t really understand 
their own faith. They don’t understand the religion of which 
they are officials.” 

According to Snyder, Jesus suggested during the Last 
Supper that it’s OK for people of faith to carry handguns when 
he said: “The one who has no sword must sell his cloak and buy 
one.” 

Snyder has also written a book entitled “Gun Saint” that 
details Possenti’s brave handgun usage while wearing his monk 
robes. 

Snyder claims that handgun owners are getting a bum deal. 
Gun enthusiasts have already claimed Saints for other aspects of 
the gun culture, including St. Elmo; the ammo saint and St. 
Barbara; the saint of artillery gunners. 

So far, the Vatican has declined to appoint St. Possenti as 
the official Patron of Handgunners, but Snyder remains hopeful. 
“I’m going to keep plugging,” he said. “There should be a 
patron of handgunners and I think it ought to be St. Gabriel 
Possenti.” 

http://chattahbox.com/us/2010/02/27/gunslinging-for-jesus-
gun-activists-seek-patron-saint-of-handgunners/ 

 

10-02-27 Bossier sheriff launches 'Operation Exodus' 

 The Bossier Parish sheriff's office is launching a program 
called "Operation Exodus," a policing plan for an end-of-the-
world scenario involving a mostly white group of ex-police 
volunteers and a .50-caliber machine gun, inspired in part from 
the Book of Exodus in the Bible. 

 "The buck stops with Larry Deen," said Bossier Parish 
Sheriff Larry Deen. "The liability stops with Larry Deen. I am 
the chief law enforcement officer in this parish, and it is 
incumbent upon me protect all of the people in it." 

Deen said he had been formulating a plan to protect Bossier 
Parish's vital resources, like food and gasoline, in the event of a 
catastrophic event, such as war or a terrorist attack. Deen said 
he had been thinking of the plan since the terrorist attacks of 
Sept. 11, 2001. 

 Local residents may remember then-President George W. 
Bush's address to the nation was made out of Barksdale Air 
Force Base in Bossier City immediately after the attacks. At that 
time, Deen's men and about 100 other patrol cars barricaded 
entry to the base to protect the president from what turned out to 
be the nonexistent threat of an assault on the base. 

Deen's office contacted more than 300 parish residents it 
thought would be useful during a similar emergency. Two 
hundred were chosen. Most of these people are ex-police 
officers and sheriff's office deputies that the sheriff's office was 
familiar with, Deen said. 

 Under the plan, these volunteers, supplemented with active 
public safety personnel, will be dispatched to vital areas in 
Bossier to protect them from looters or rioters. Deen listed as 
examples food inside grocery stores and gasoline in gasoline 
stations, not to mention protecting hospitals and other public 
meeting places. 

These volunteers will be armed by the sheriff's office, using, 
among other things, shotguns, riot shields and batons. The 
members are mostly white men. Five are black. Women 
involved will only be used in "support roles," Deen said, which 

indicated non-combat activity. One of their first official training 
sessions was Feb. 20 when they learned basic hand-to-hand 
combat techniques. 

 “We run from that word," Deen said. "We're just the 
opposite that word." 

 Sheriff's office deputies stressed the program would not cost 
much. Because weapons, such as a .50-caliber machine gun 
mounted on something the sheriff's office calls "the war wagon," 
already have been purchased, the cost associated with the 
program would only be training and uniforms volunteers must 
wear, costing about $4,500 total. 

 Deen said in a press release last week that he named the 
program in part from the Book of Exodus in the Bible. 
However, on Wednesday, when asked whether he believed in a 
true "End of Days" scenario, he declined comment. 

 "I don't think we need that," Deen said. "These are totally 
different deals: there's Exodus in the Bible, but we're talking 
about Operation Exodus in Bossier Parish so I wouldn't even 
want to comment on that." 

The sheriff's office is one of the three governmental entities 
that regulate Bossier Parish on the local level, the other two 
being Bossier City and the Bossier Parish Police Jury, which 
regulates mostly the rural areas of the parish. 

The sheriff's office can levy taxes without permission from 
the other two bodies. Its budget has more than doubled in the 
past six years, from $15.6 million in 2004 to $35.5 million in 
2009, despite an increase of only about 5,000 people in the 
parish during that time period, according to the U.S. Census. 
The sheriff's budget is on track to eclipse the Police Jury's 
operating budget ($45 million in 2010) and, eventually, Bossier 
City's ($45 million in 2010). 

Deen stressed this program was not meant to replace 
existing emergency preparation plans, such as those of the local 
Homeland Security Office. 

When asked whether the program would be a useful tool in 
the event of a disaster, Sandy Davis, director of the Caddo-
Bossier Office of Homeland Security and Emergency 
Preparedness, said "I think every public safety agency should be 
prepared for disaster response." 

 Deen said he had contacted other parish officials to inform 
them of the plan and coordinate their efforts, and the other 
officials "were all for it." 

 However, few parish officials wanted to give The Times 
comment about the program. They included Bossier City Mayor 
Lorenz "Lo" Walker and Bossier Parish Administrator Bill 
Altimus. 

For now, Operation Exodus volunteers selected will meet 
quarterly to hold refresher training, Deen said. 

"It's my job," Deen said. "It's a calling." 
http://www.shreveporttimes.com/article/20100227/NEWS01

/2270314/1060/NEWS01 
 

10-02-26Gun Rally Liberals and the NRA have found 

common cause in a pending supreme court case. 
 When the constitutional accountability Center launched in 

2008, it looked like just another liberal legal-advocacy group, 
dedicated to "fulfilling the progressive promise of our 
Constitution's text and history." The causes it has backed run the 
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standard liberal gamut: among other things, the group supports 
California's efforts to regulate carbon emissions and pushes for 
"robust due-process protections for immigrant criminal 
defendants." So if you were told that the CAC had filed an 
amicus brief in McDonald v. Chicago, a case about gun control 
to be argued before the Supreme Court this week, you might 
think it was siding with Chicago, whose restrictions on gun 
ownership are being challenged. 

You would be wrong. For decades, liberals have opposed 
gun rights on the grounds that the Second Amendment is limited 
to the establishment of state militias. But some liberal dissenters 
from this view now say that is too narrow a reading of the 
Constitution. They contend that it fails to take into account the 
historical record and contradicts liberals' own reading of the 
Constitution's protection of individual rights. 

The CAC has joined forces with staunch conservatives, 
including Steven G. Calabresi, cofounder of the Federalist 
Society, to support expanding individual rights, including gun 
rights, in the states—inviting the possibility that Chicago's 
virtual ban on handguns might be overturned. "There is a deeply 
progressive historical basis for some individual right to bear 
arms," says Douglas Kendall, the CAC's founder. 

 This is still far from the standard liberal view. But Kendall 
does have allies. Some sharp liberal legal minds are part of his 
campaign to reverse and embrace the right to gun ownership. "I 
believe in an individual right to bear arms, consistent with a 
living Constitution," says Adam Winkler, a professor of law at 
UCLA and a frequent participant in the American Constitution 
Society, the liberal answer to the Federalist Society. Winkler 
was one of eight scholars, including other prominent liberals, 
who signed the CAC's brief in the McDonald case. 

 What is going on here? For much of the nation's history, 
Kendall and his supporters argue, the right to bear arms was 
considered essential to citizenship. "Forty-two states in their 
state constitutions provide protections for the right to bear 
arms," says Winkler. "It is one of the longest-standing, most 
deeply entrenched rights in American history." 

At the heart of the left-leaning dissenters' argument is a plea 
for consistency. For decades, liberals have insisted that the 
Constitution assumes—even if it does not explicitly spell out—a 
right to bodily autonomy. This right, long disputed by 
conservatives, is a basis for arguments in favor of abortion 
rights and gay rights. Liberals who support gun rights find a 
similar implied right to own weapons: after all, they say, what is 
the right to bear arms but the ability to protect your body from 
criminals as well as the government? "The right to bear arms 
gives you a mechanism to protect your bodily autonomy from 
attack," says Winkler. 

 The CAC's main concern in weighing in on the McDonald 
case isn't to secure gun rights but to set a precedent that will 
expand individuals' protection under the Bill of Rights to the 
state level. That would, they hope, bolster liberal constitutional 
arguments in favor of stronger due-process and abortion-rights 
protections. 

The real issue in McDonald is whether the Second 
Amendment applies to the states. Currently, it covers only the 
federal government. The Supreme Court has already applied 
"fundamental rights," such as the right to free speech, to states. 

The National Rifle Association is asking the court to elevate the 
Second Amendment to the list of fundamental rights. The CAC 
hopes instead that the court will add not just the Second 
Amendment but the whole Bill of Rights. That would make state 
laws vulnerable to federal-court challenges under a part of the 
Constitution that liberals love: the "privileges or immunities" 
clause of the 14th Amendment. Liberals would be able to sue 
states in federal court on everything from welfare to gay 
marriage, challenging laws that deprive someone of the 
"privileges or immunities" of citizenship. The CAC believes the 
benefits of these new protections are worth the weaker gun laws 
that may go along with them. 

Traditional liberal legal scholars don't see it this way. They 
still come down overwhelmingly against individual gun rights. 
When the conservative majority on the Supreme Court ruled in 
2008 that Washington, D.C.'s outright ban on handgun 
possession violated the Second Amendment, the four left-
leaning justices dissented. Liberals attacked the majority 
decision, saying the record from 1789 shows the Founders' 
intent was to protect state militias. Applied today, that means 
that the National Guard can stock arms, but a National Guard 
reservist, much less a typical citizen, does not have a right to 
buy a pistol and keep it in his home. 

Most legal conservatives don't buy the CAC's new line of 
reasoning, either. Conservatives support the conclusion that 
individuals have the right to bear arms—but find the new 
liberals' underlying argument unconvincing. They do not believe 
a right to bodily autonomy can be found—or even implied—in 
the language of the Constitution. Essentially, conservatives 
reject this argument for the same reason that they have long 
rejected the implied right to privacy that the Supreme Court 
pointed to in deciding Roe v. Wade. 

Justice Antonin Scalia and other "originalists" are most 
concerned with trying to discern what the Founders had in mind 
when they wrote the Constitution. They often dismiss the 
traditional liberal approach to constitutional jurisprudence as 
one that tries to reach desired outcomes by conveniently finding 
a basis for them in the Constitution. (Liberals, of course, argue 
conservatives are doing just that in their reading of the Second 
Amendment.) 

As a result, for now the liberal stand in favor of gun rights 
remains a novel argument in search of a judicial home. For 
different reasons, most scholars on the left and the right want 
nothing to do with it. Politicians aren't rushing to embrace it. 
One could see how moderate Democratic members of 
Congress—always looking for ways to woo back rural voters—
might adopt this thinking. But they had begun to tone down 
their opposition to gun ownership even before this new legal 
argument started making the rounds inWashington. To the 
distress of gun opponents, President Obama has said he 
"supports and respects the Second Amendment," and 
Democratic leaders on Capitol Hill have not made gun control a 
priority despite earlier promises to aggressively pursue a ban on 
assault weapons. In a tough election fight, worried Democrats 
are looking for all the arms they can bear 

http://www.newsweek.com/id/234185?GT1=43002 
 

10-02-24 Justices uphold Florida's 'Miranda' warning 
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 The Supreme Court on Tuesday approved Florida's version 
of the well-known "Miranda" rights warning, despite complaints 
that it wasn't clear a suspect could have a lawyer present during 
questioning.  

The court's 7-2 decision restoring Kevin Dwayne Powell's 
conviction is the first of several it will make this year clarifying 
exactly what the long-established Miranda rights require police 
to do.  

 Powell was convicted of illegally possessing a firearm after 
telling police he bought the weapon "off the street" for $150 for 
his protection. Before his confession, Powell signed a Miranda 
statement that included the words, "You have the right to talk to 
a lawyer before answering any of our questions. If you cannot 
afford to hire a lawyer, one will be appointed for you without 
cost and before any questioning. You have the right to use any 
of these rights at any time you want during this interview."  

The Florida Supreme Court overturned the conviction, 
saying police did not explicitly tell him he had a right to a 
lawyer during his police interrogation.  

 But Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg, writing for the court's 
majority, said Powell was given enough information.  

 "Nothing in the words used indicated that counsel's 
presence would be restricted after the questioning commenced," 
Justice Ginsburg said. "Instead, the warning communicated that 
the right to counsel carried forward to and through the 
interrogation."  

 Justice Ginsburg praised a different version of the Miranda 
warning, one used by the FBI, which says in part, "You have the 
right to talk to a lawyer for advice before we ask you any 
questions. You have the right to have a lawyer with you during 
questioning."  

 "Different words were used in the advice Powell received, 
but they communicated the same essential message," she said.  

 Justice John Paul Stevens and Stephen Breyer disagreed 
with the majority's reasoning. Justice Stevens wrote that the 
Florida warning "did not reasonably convey the right to talk to a 
lawyer after answering some questions, much less implicitly 
inform Powell of his right to have a lawyer with him at all times 
during interrogation."  

 Miranda rights have been litigated since they first came into 
being in 1966. The courts require police to tell suspects they 
have the right to remain silent and the right to have a lawyer 
represent them, even if they can't afford one.  

 The court has two more Miranda decisions pending, 
including whether officers can interrogate a suspect who said he 
understood his rights but didn't invoke them, and whether a 
request for a lawyer during interrogation can expire after a 
lengthy period of time.  

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/feb/24/justices
-uphold-floridas-miranda-warning/ 

 

10-02-23 Canada - Replica guns should be licensed: 

safety council  

 Replica guns should be licensed and registered just like the 
real thing, say safety advocates and police. In recent years, 
police officers across the country have shot and killed several 
people holding guns that later turned out to be replicas. 

 The Canada Safety Council has approached police to push 
for gun replicas to be regulated under the federal Firearms Act, 
said council president Emile Thérien. That would require them 
to be licensed and registered. 

 The Ottawa Police Services Board supports that proposal 
and is asking its provincial and federal counterparts to lobby for 
the changes. 

 Acting Staff Sgt. Mark Patterson of the Ottawa police guns 
and gangs unit said it's oftendifficult for police officers to tell a 
real gun from a replica during threatening situations like armed 
robberies. 

"You don't have that luxury, for lack of better term, to see 
what firearm is being used being by the suspect," he said. 

 Just a month ago, Edmonton police shot to death a woman 
brandishing a replica handgun. 

Last March, Ottawa police shot to death a bank robbery 
suspect who pointed a gun at officers and threatened to shoot. 
The man's gun later proved to be a replica, but Ontario'sSpecial 
Investigation Unit cleared Ottawa police of wrongdoing, saying 
the man's behaviour would cause a "reasonable" person to think 
the gun was real. 

 Patterson said replica pellet guns are also a risk because 
their pellets can travel fast enough to cause serious injury, 
especially to people's eyes. 

Replica guns are extremely common in Ottawa and about 40 
per cent of handguns seized by police last year were replicas, 
Patterson said. 

 Thérien said replica pellet guns are advertised by many 
mass merchandisers in their catalogues around Christmas. "So 
they're easy to buy." 

In Ontario, the only restriction he knows of is that you must 
be 18 to purchase one. 

http://www.cbc.ca/canada/ottawa/story/2010/02/23/ottawa-
fake-guns-firearms-act.html 

 

10-02-23 Shooting suspect nabbed 

 A McKeesport man who allegedly shot at a police officer in 
Crawford Village has been arrested. 

"It was a pretty intense situation," McKeesport police Chief 
Bryan Washowich said of the incident, which occurred at 1:35 
a.m. on Saturday. 

 Dontae Arseni Armstrong, 19, of McKeesport, is accused of 
firing a shot at an officer moments after the suspect allegedly 
fired an initial shot in the direction of building 50. 

Police had been called to the area to break up a fight at 
building 52. Three officers who'd been dispatched were getting 
ready to clear the scene when the shooting began, according to 
reports. 

After allegedly seeing Armstrong fire the shot at the 
building, one of the officers ordered him to drop the gun. Police 
said that, when Armstrong heard the command, he turned and 
fired at the officer, then ran toward building 49. The officer 
gave chase and saw Armstrong trying to put the gun in his 
jacket pocket. 

Armstrong reportedly fell at one point during the chase, got 
up and resumed running, carrying the pistol in his right hand 
before throwing it into a snow pile. 
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 The officer eventually was able to strike Armstrong several 
times from behind with a police baton. The suspect was 
apprehended, but continued to struggle with police and later 
tried to kick out the windows of a police car, according to the 
arrest report. 

 Police recovered the gun, a .40 caliber Beretta that had been 
reported stolen from a home on Garbett Street. 

"We're fortunate that the actor was taken into custody and 
nobody was seriously injured," Washowich said. 

 Noting that police could have returned fire at Armstrong 
even as he was running because he was still carrying the gun, 
Washowich added, "The officers on the scene handled the 
situation with extreme professionalism and restraint" 

 It is unclear whether Armstrong was involved in the fight 
police had been called to disburse. 

Two shell casings were found in the area in which 
Armstrong allegedly fired the shots. A slug was recovered from 
a vehicle that was parked nearby. 

 Armstrong is charged with criminal attempt, criminal 
mischief, carrying a firearm without a license, persons not to 
possess a firearm, receiving stolen property and three counts 
reckless endangerment of another person. 

He was arraigned Saturday and is being held on $50,000 
bail. His preliminary hearing is set for March 1. 
http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/dailynewsmckeesport/s_66851
2.html 

 

10-02-23 California -Editorial: Message to Open Carry 

members: It's time to put the guns away 

 IT APPEARS some Bay Area residents feel that simply 
having a right to bear arms is not enough. They also feel they 
must exercise that right in a public display that conjures visions 
of a modern-day Wild West.  

The term is known as open carry or open display, which is 
allowed by a provision of the California Penal Code. Open carry 
is a shorthand term for openly carrying a firearm in public view 
as opposed to concealing it, which is illegal in California in 
most circumstances.  

Recently a group called Open Carry orchestrated a number 
of displays during which gun owners showed up at suburban 
coffee shops and a restaurant toting their unloaded handguns in 
belt holsters. Ammunition for the weapons also was 
conveniently situated on the belts. 

 More than anything else, we surmise, this display is meant 
as a not-so-subtle political statement. But we hope those 
carrying the weapons are more judicious with their firearms than 
they are with fashioning political statements. This one misses 
the target. Instead of some grand public lesson, this action is 
seen by many Bay Area residents as childish machismo.  

Needless to say, many customers of the coffee shops and 
restaurant — who had chosen not to exercise their right to bear 
arms — were taken aback by such displays. Some patrons left 
immediately, while others summoned police officers.  

Police have been pulled off the streets to check  
 Open Carry members to make sure their weapons are, 

indeed, unloaded.  

While these pages have never been a fan of handguns, we 
certainly acknowledge and accept that the U.S. Constitution 
gives law-abiding citizens the right to bear arms.  

We also understand that the California Penal Code states 
"guns carried openly in belt holsters are not concealed."  

But the open carry of weapons could prompt all sorts of 
consequences never intended or considered by the person 
exercising his or her constitutional right. 

Members of law enforcement are not enamored with this 
open carry trend either. It doesn't help them; it makes their job 
tougher. 

 A person carrying a weapon (loaded or not) who is 
confronted by police could cause a deadly result simply by 
making a wrong move. 

We can envision a circumstance where a teen comes into a 
coffee shop and runs out with the tip jar and the good citizen 
carrying a weapon decides to load up and pursue the youth. That 
has bad ending written all over it.  

Or, even more dramatically, an armed robber enters a store 
brandishing a loaded weapon and sees a patron with a gun on 
his belt. Either the perpetrator knows it is unloaded or he 
doesn't, but either scenario is rife with disastrous prospects. 

We could go on with the "what ifs," but you get the drift.  
We will grant that members of groups such as Open Carry 

likely are well-trained with a weapon. But it is unlikely that they 
are well-trained in police work.  

 Besides, how are average, coffee-buying suburbanites 
expected to know who is trained and who is not.  

 Many merchants are instituting policies that refuse service 
to gun-toting patrons. We applaud them for doing so.  

Yes, the right exists. We get it. Statement made. Now, how 
about everyone take a deep breath and put the guns away. 

http://www.contracostatimes.com/opinion/ci_14449344?ncli
ck_check=1 

 

10-03-01 Maryland - 4.5 SWAT Raids Per Day 

 Maryland's SWAT transparency bill produces its first 
disturbing results 

Cheye Calvo's July 2008 encounte r with a Prince George's 
County, Maryland, S wgWAT team is now pretty well-known: 
After intercepting a package of marijuana at a delivery service 
warehouse, police completed the delivery, in disguise, to the 
address on the package. That address belonged to Calvo, who 
also happened to be the mayor of the small Prince George’s 
town of Berwyn Heights. When Calvo's mother-in-law brought 
the package in from the porch, the SWAT team pounced, 
forcing their way into Calvo's home. By the time the raid was 
over, Calvo and his mother-in-law had been handcuffed for 
hours, police realized they'd made a mistake, and Calvo's two 
black Labradors lay dead on the floor from gunshot wounds. 

As a result of this colossal yet not-unprecedented screw-up, 
plus Calvo's notoriety and persistence, last year Maryland 
became the first state in the country to make every one of its 
police departments issue a report on how often and for what 
purpose they use their SWAT teams. The first reports from the 
legislation are in, and the results are disturbing. 

 Over the last six months of 2009, SWAT teams were 
deployed 804 times in the state of Maryland, or about 4.5 times 
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per day. In Prince George's County alone, with its 850,000 
residents, a SWAT team was deployed about once per day. 
According to a Baltimore Sun analysis, 94 percent of the state's 
SWAT deployments were used to serve search or arrest 
warrants, leaving just 6 percent in response to the kinds of 
barricades, bank robberies, hostage takings, and emergency 
situations for which SWAT teams were originally intended. 

Worse even than those dreary numbers is the fact that more 
than half of the county’s SWAT deployments were for 
misdemeanors and nonserious felonies. That means more than 
100 times last year Prince George’s County brought state-
sanctioned violence to confront people suspected of nonviolent 
crimes. And that's just one county in Maryland. These 
outrageous numbers should provide a long-overdue wake-up 
call to public officials about how far the pendulum has swung 
toward institutionalized police brutality against its citizenry, 
usually in the name of the drug war.  

But that’s unlikely to happen, at least in Prince George's 
County. To this day,Sheriff Michael Jackson insists his officers 
did nothing wrong in the Calvo raid—not the killing of the 
dogs, not neglecting to conduct any corroborating investigation 
to be sure they had the correct house, not failing to notify the 
Berwyn Heights police chief of the raid, not the repeated and 
documented instances of Jackson’s deputies playing fast and 
loose with the truth. 

 Jackson, who's now running for county executive, is 
incapable of shame. He has tried to block Calvo's efforts to 
access information about the raid at every turn. Last week, 
Prince George's County Circuit Judge Arthur M. Ahalt ruled 
that Calvo's civil rights suit against the county can go forward. 
But Jackson has been fighting to delay the discovery process in 
that suit until federal authorities complete their own 
investigation into the raid. That would likely (and conveniently) 
prevent Prince George's County voters from learning any 
embarrassing details about the raid until after the election. 

But there is some good news to report here, too. The 
Maryland state law, as noted, is the first of its kind in the 
country, and will hopefully serve as a model for other states in 
adding some much-needed transparency to the widespread use 
and abuse of SWAT teams. And some Maryland legislators 
want to go even further. State Sen. Anthony Muse (D-Prince 
George's), for example, wants to require a judge's signature 
before police can deploy a SWAT team. Muse has sponsored 
another bill that would ban the use of SWAT teams for 
misdemeanor offenses. The latter seems like a no-brainer, but 
it's already facing strong opposition from law enforcement 
interests. Police groups opposed the transparency bill, too. 

 Beyond policy changes, the Calvo raid also seems to have 
also sparked media and public interest in how SWAT teams are 
deployed in Maryland. The use of these paramilitary police 
units has increased dramatically over the last 30 years, by 1,000 
percent or more, resulting in the drastic militarization of police. 
It's a trend that seems to have escaped much media and public 
notice, let alone informed debate about policies and oversight 
procedures. But since the Calvo raid in 2008, Maryland 
newspapers, TV news crews, activists, and bloggers have been 
documenting mistaken, botched, or disproportionately 
aggressive raids across the state. 

 Lawmakers tend to be wary of questioning law enforcement 
officials, particularly when it comes to policing tactics. They 
shouldn't be. If anything, the public employees who are 
entrusted with the power to use force, including lethal force, 
deserve the most scrutiny. It's unfortunate that it took a violent 
raid on a fellow public official for Maryland's policymakers to 
finally take notice of tactics that have been used on Maryland 
citizens for decades now. But at least these issues are finally on 
the table. 

Lawmakers in other states should take notice. It's time to 
have a national discussion on the wisdom of sending phalanxes 
of cops dressed like soldiers into private homes in search of 
nonviolent and consensual crimes. 
http://reason.com/archives/2010/03/01/45-swat-raids-per-day 

 

10-03-01 UK -Brown defends DNA database and CCTV 

roll-out as he rejects Cameron's claim that Britain has a 

'broken society' 

-Brown defends DNA database and CCTV extension 
-PM accuses Tories of ramping up fear of crime 
-He tells police to get bobbies back on the beat 
-Don't blame red tape, forces are told 
Gordon Brown defended the controversial DNA database 

and plans to extend CCTV today as he put the fear of crime and 
yobbery at the heart of the election campaign. 

 The Prime Minister attacked the Tories' opposition of the 
CCTV roll-out and the retention of DNA samples from people 
arrested but not convicted. 

In a major speech on law and order, he promised that both 
would be 'on the ballot paper' in the coming election.  

 He also risked a row with the police by promising to name 
and shame forces which are not getting officers out on the beat.  

Speaking to an audience of police officers in Reading, he 
said he wanted policing to be more 'visible' with officers 
spending 80 per cent of their time on patrol.  

The pledge came as he set out new measures to tackle anti-
social behaviour and countered David Cameron's claim that 
Britain has a 'broken society'.  

 Mr Brown branded the bleak claim a 'fiction' and accused 
the Tories of ramping up the fear of crime by 'abusing' statistics.  

 He said: 'You don't tackle the fear of crime by cultivating it, 
by ramping up a public sense of panic, by abusing the figures 
and claiming our society is broken. 

'In the fight against crime, we must always be vigilant. But 
we must also be careful. There are those who spread fear with 
fiction. Today I want to talk about the facts.' 

 The Premier continued: 'I greatly resent those who seek to 
talk down what has been achieved in our communities. We will 
never accept the simplistic and defeatist argument that our 
communities are "broken". 

 'Let us go back once more to the facts: a society in which 
not just crime and anti-social behaviour but also child poverty, 
illiteracy, and ill health have all fallen, cannot be called a 
broken society. 

 'I know there are problems, but I also know that there is 
nothing bad in Britain that cannot be fixed by what is good in 
Britain. We have it within ourselves not just to reduce crime but 
to reduce the fear of crime in our society.' 
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His remarks on policing are likely to prompt an angry 
reaction from some officers, who blame Labour bureaucracy for 
forcing them to spend hours on paperwork each day.  

But Mr Brown said that argument is 'not acceptable'.  
 He also admitted admit that more needs to be done to rid 

the streets of louts, and set out plans to toughen Anti-Social 
Behaviour Orders.  

 He said that from now on, anyone who breaches the terms 
of an Asbo can expect to be prosecuted. Critics say the orders 
are routinely being flouted.  

 Polls suggest anti-social behaviour has raced up the list of 
voters' concerns, with many families intimidated by bullies or 
noisy, late night drunks.  

Government sources say Mr Brown's speech will be 
followed by a ministerial summit tomorrow examining further 
measures such as minimum standards for police responses to 
complaints of anti-social behaviour.  

The Government also wants to give communities more 
power, and proposes giving repeat victims free legal support.  

 Mr Brown said today that although crime has fallen by 
more than a third since 1997, Labour has not done enough to 
tackle growing fears about crime and anti-social behaviour.  

 'If they are worried, I'm worried,' he said. 'So that means 
stepping up our fight against those who terrorise our 
neighbourhoods; intimidate decent people on our streets; and 
seek to make us fearful in our own homes.'  

He argued that the best response is a stronger police 
presence on the streets and challenge local and police 
authorities to match the Government's commitment to ring-fence 
spending to maintain numbers.  

 'A fundamental part of the policing pledge is that 
neighbourhood police teams should spend 80 per cent of their 
time on the beat,' he said. 'This is a promise that every force has 
made to every community across the country.'  

But Mr Brown warned that some forces are claiming the 
target involves 'too much bureaucracy'.  

 'Let me be absolutely clear - that is not acceptable,' Mr 
Brown said. 'And let me be clear - yes, we will protect the 
funding for front line policing and yes, we will protect the 
police from politicisation - but no, we cannot protect them from 
accountability to the public in those cases where the 
commitments you have signed up to are not met.  

 'From next week, Her Majesty's Inspectorate of 
Constabulary will publish for the first time online report cards 
of police performance - and every force has committed to 
publishing on its web page a clear explanation of how people 
can complain if standards are not being met.'  

 The Prime Minister rejected David Cameron's 'simplistic 
and defeatist' argument that parts of society are 'broken', but 
said that strong communities can only be held together by 'fair 
rules'.  

 Some police officers have been forced to spend up to half 
their working day on paperwork, official figures have shown.  

 Police complain that they have to spend more than 13 hours 
filling in forms if they want to track a serial burglar planning a 
raid. http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1254499/Brown-
tells-police-Get-bobbies-beat--dont-blame-red-tape.html 

 

10-02-28 CT Teen's family sues Stamford police for 

wrongful arrest 

STAMFORD -- Two city police officers are accused in a 
lawsuit of wrongfully arresting a 14-year-old boy during an 
incident two years ago in which police said the teenager was 
playing with fake guns. 

The lawsuit, filed last month in state Superior Court in 
Stamford, alleges that Stamford police officers David Sileo and 
Edward Davis wrongfully arrested the boy in November 2008, 
charging him with breach of peace and carrying a facsimile 
firearm. The complaint argues that the teenager committed no 
crime and that the officers lacked probable cause to arrest him. 

 The boy's family is suing the city and Police Department for 
more than $15,000. 

Court documents accuse the police of violating the fourth 
and 14th amendments of the U.S. Constitution when they 
responded to a Lindstrom Road home where Blair Cassell, the 
14-year-old named in the lawsuit, and friends were shooting 
Airsoft guns at soda cans Nov. 11, 2008. Those amendments 
establish the foundations for probable cause and due process. 

It is unclear from court records how police were summoned 
to the home, but according the complaint, they responded with 
several police cruisers and surrounded the home with weapons 
drawn. The lawsuit claims police officers told the family a caller 
reported seeing an armed man wearing camouflaged shorts and 
carrying a rifle on Lindstrom Road. The city has yet to file an 
answer to the complaint. 

The Airsoft guns, which according to the report had orange 
tips covering the muzzles, were left on the house's porch, and 
Cassell and his friends were inside when police arrived. The 
lawsuit says the officers forced the unarmed youths to crawl 
toward police and then arrested them after discovering the 
Airsoft guns were "toys." It also accuses the officers of failing 
to read them their Miranda rights and being verbally abusive 
toward the teen's parents. 

Steve Duke, a professor at Yale Law School in New Haven, 
said many unknown factors have a bearing on establishing 
probable cause in the case. Neighbors may have complained of 
people shooting guns, or the teens themselves may have 
admitted to police that they owned and had possessed the guns. 

 "There are endless possibilities that could strengthen or 
weaken the case of either side," Duke said. "One can hardly 
know the truth based upon allegations in a complaint." 

 The lawsuit also claims one of the officers libeled the 14-
year-old by sending his high school a note that said the youth 
was charged with felony offenses, causing him to be suspended 
for 10 days. His charges were misdemeanors, not felonies. Both 
the criminal charges and note to the high school, called a 
student felony referral, were eventually withdrawn, the 
lawsuit says. 

Stamford police Chief Robert Nivakoff said he could not 
comment on the specifics of ongoing litigation, but he said he 
believes the department would prevail in the lawsuit. 

Officials from the city's legal department did not respond to 
phone calls seeking comment on the lawsuit. The family 
involved in the suit referred questions to their attorney, Toby 
Schaffer, of Shapiro & Siegel in Stamford, but Schaffer was on 
leave and not available for comment. 
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Duke said the lawsuit sent him to the Connecticut state 
statutes, which don't clearly say whether Airsoft guns fall under 
the law's definition of firearms. 

 Duke, who teaches criminal law and procedure at Yale, said 
it could be argued that the Airsoft guns fall under the state's 
definition of BB guns because they fire pellets, and the law 
defines BB guns as firearms because they are weapons "from 
which a shot my be discharged." Under state law, BB gun are 
dangerous weapons and illegal to carry, except on 
private property. 

 "If the police claim that they thought the Airsoft guns were 
`firearms' or `facsimile firearms' and they are found to be 
correct as a matter of law and fact, then the claim the boys were 
arrested without probable cause will fail," Duke said in an e-
mail. 

 If the court finds the Airsoft guns were neither firearms nor 
facsimile firearms and the police mistook them for real or fake 
weapons, the officers should be held liable for false arrest, 
Duke said. 

Though Airsoft guns are sold throughout the state in 
sporting goods stores, their popularity and authenticity have 
caused controversy. Airsoft guns are illegal to sell in 
Bridgeport, and in 2007, state legislators proposed a bill that 
would fine anyone caught tampering with safety markings on 
the guns, usually orange tips covering the muzzle. 

 Law enforcement officials who supported the bill said the 
Airsoft guns are easily made into "stick-up weapons" and that 
they were accidents waiting to happen because they were meant 
to resemble real weapons. 

In a letter written to dozens of public officials a week after 
the 2008 incident, Cassell's mother described the arrest of her 
son as a harrowing experience. 

She also said her son was taken to the Police Department in 
handcuffs and questioned without a parent present. 

"We found our son sitting on a bench with his head between 
his knees sobbing and shaking," Susan Cassell wrote in a letter, 
which was submitted as an exhibit in the complaint against the 
police department. 
http://www.stamfordadvocate.com/default/article/Teen-s-
family-sues-Stamford-police-for-wrongful-385270.php 

 

10-02-27 Packing your piece on the hiking trail 

Exposed weapons in national parks, a rise in sales – the gun 
makes a comeback stateside 

Anthony Bries lends new meaning to the term "weekend 
warrior." 

 During the week, he works as a home inspector in his town 
of Baraboo, Wisc. But on weekends for the past two years, he 
has indulged his passion: teaching anyone who wants to know 
how to shoot military-style rifles – such as the AR-15, prized for 
its low recoil.  

 As a senior instructor with the grassroots, three-year-old 
U.S. rifle instruction program The Appleseed Project, Bries 
teaches shooting techniques usually encountered only in the 
police or military. He isn't paid for his trouble, but he doesn't 
care.  

To him, if he can teach an ordinary American to hit a target 
from up to 450 metres away with a semi-automatic, it's all worth 
it.  

"There is something about shooting that is empowering," 
says Bries, emphasizing that women, teens and children shoot 
for free (state age laws permitting).  

 It seems many in the U.S. are seeking empowerment these 
days. The gun has seen a renaissance in America in recent years. 
Gun ownership is up. And the passing of recent pro-gun laws is 
recalling the Clinton era, when the National Rifle Association 
drove a heated debate over Americans' right to bear arms, 
incidents such as the Branch Davidian standoff at Waco led to 
the rise of citizen militias, and gun ban legislation such as the 
Brady Law pitted gun owners against politicians. Last week, a 
controversial new law allowing people visiting America's 
national parks to openly carry loaded firearms came into effect, 
angering parks advocates. 

But are the 2010s destined to be the new 1990s? Not 
necessarily, says Doug Pennington, assistant director of 
communications at the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 
Violence, which helped pass the Brady Law. (That legislation, 
passed in 1993, requires background checks on handgun 
buyers.) 

 "It's the metaphor of the oscillator – it comes in and it fades 
out," Pennington says. "There are always going to be people ... 
who try to arm themselves to the teeth and form a militia and go 
into the woods. This too shall pass." 

Still, it doesn't seem like it's fading anytime soon. Gunmaker 
Smith & Wesson logged a 13 per cent increase in sales in the 
financial year that ended in 2009, and expects sales to go up 
further. Appleseed has seen people flock to it since it was 
founded three years ago, going from offering just 17 shoots to 
800 this year.  

 Gun and ammunition sales shot up after Barack Obama won 
the presidency, so much so that Bries says "it was hard to even 
buy .22 ammunition."  

New laws loosening gun restrictions have also drawn the ire 
of anti-gun groups – including the national parks legislation. 

 "Among those things people go to national parks for is to 
get away from threat of guns, and that changes now," says Bill 
Wade, chair of the executive council of national parks service 
retirees. Wade's organization has come out in opposition to the 
law, which was signed last May after being lobbied for by the 
NRA. National parks' rate of violent crime has been 
exponentially lower than the rate for the country as a whole, 
thanks to a ban on loaded guns in parks in force for decades. 

Meanwhile, new legislation allowing guns to be taken on to 
Amtrak trains has been enacted by President Obama. 

 Although Obama campaigned partly on what he called 
"common-sense" gun control measures, he has done little to 
satisfy activists' hopes that he would be an anti-gun president.  

"We just gave Obama an F for gun violence prevention for 
2009," says Daniel Vice, a senior attorney at the Brady 
Campaign who fought the national parks gun legislation.  

Massad Ayoob, director of Massad Ayoob Group, a deadly 
force training centre for private citizens, says gun sales stayed 
strong in 2009 due to fears of heightened crime during the 
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recession or a breakdown of the social order that would be 
brought by a natural disaster.  

"Look at what happened in 2005 with Hurricane Katrina," 
says Ayoob. "Law and order was so overwhelmed, they could 
not be there to protect you from roving bands of looters." He 
says guns are popular with survivalists who regularly prepare 
for apocalyptic disaster – "preppers," as Ayoob calls them. 

 Ayoob admits you'd need the extreme accuracy of a semi-
automatic "probably only in the case of a zombie attack."  

 But they're so much fun, he says, and popular in 
recreational shooting. 

Ayoob, who is also a police captain in New Hampshire, 
argues that self-defence is "a human rights issue." 

He says guns have saved his live. 
"I've been involved in incidents in my life where if I had not 

had the gun there is no doubt in my mind that I would have been 
killed or crippled," he says. Police are "not Spider-man. We 
don't have a Spider sense that tingles and warns us when you're 
in trouble. 

"A gun is like a fire extinguisher," he goes on.  
"It's not something you particularly want to have to use, but 

if you ever need it, you're going to need it desperately." 
Gun activists see momentum in their favour. They are now 

gearing up for a Second Amendment March set for April 19 
near the Washington Monument, named for the amendment to 
the Constitution that guarantees the right to keep and bear arms.  

In congress, a piece of anti-gun legislation aimed at closing 
a loophole allowing people to buy weapons at gun shows 
without certain background checks has stalled. 

 Then, of course, there is the Tea Party contingent, which 
Bries says is well represented among Appleseed students and 
instructors. 

 Although gun sales have been up since Obama was elected, 
it isn't yet clear whether the trend has led to increased gun 
violence. U.S. statistics on gun violence for 2009 have not yet 
been released. 

 But Pennington still says he hopes the current gun boom – 
what he calls "the extreme interpretation of the Second 
Amendment" – fades fast. 

Bries, however, seems to see the gun as a symbol of 
America itself – of ordinary Americans' sacrifice for liberty. 

 "We always say in America that freedom isn't free," he says. 
"Someone has to pay for it." 

http://www.thestar.com/news/insight/article/771712--
packing-your-piece-on-the-hiking-trail 

 

10-02-23 Fearing Obama Agenda, States Push to Loosen 

Gun Laws 

 When President Obama took office, gun rights advocates 
sounded the alarm, warning that he intended to strip them of 
their arms and ammunition. 

And yet the opposite is happening. Mr. Obama has been 
largely silent on the issue while states are engaged in a new and 
largely successful push for expanded gun rights, even passing 
measures that have been rejected in the past.  

In Virginia, the General Assembly approved a bill last week 
that allows people to carry concealed weapons in bars and 
restaurants that serve alcohol, and the House of Delegates voted 

to repeal a 17-year-old ban on buying more than one handgun a 
month. The actions came less than three years after the 
shootings at Virginia Tech that claimed 33 lives and prompted a 
major national push for increased gun control.  

 Arizona and Wyoming lawmakers are considering nearly a 
half dozen pro-gun measures, including one that would allow 
residents to carry concealed weapons without a permit. And 
lawmakers in Montana and Tennessee passed measures last year 
— the first of their kind — to exempt their states from federal 
regulation of firearms and ammunition that are made, sold and 
used in state. Similar bills have been proposed in at least three 
other states.  

 In the meantime, gun control advocates say, Mr. Obama has 
failed to deliver on campaign promises to close a loophole that 
allows unlicensed dealers at gun shows to sell firearms without 
background checks; to revive the assault weapons ban; and to 
push states to release data about guns used in crimes.  

He also signed bills last year allowing guns to be carried in 
national parks and in luggage on Amtrak trains.  

 “We expected a very different picture at this stage,” said 
Paul Helmke, president of the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 
Violence, a gun control group that last month issued a report 
card failing the administration in all seven of the group’s major 
indicators.  

 Gun control advocates have had some successes recently, 
Mr. Helmke said. Proposed bills to allow students to carry guns 
on college campuses have been blocked in the 20 or so states 
where they have been proposed since the Virginia Tech 
shootings. Last year, New Jersey limited gun purchases to one a 
month, a law similar to the one Virginia may revoke.  

But recent setbacks to gun control have been many.  
 Last month, the Indiana legislature passed bills that block 

private employers from forbidding workers to keep firearms in 
their vehicles on company property.  

Gun rights supporters also showed their strength last year by 
blocking legislation to give District of Columbia residents a full 
vote in Congress by attaching an amendment to repeal 
Washington’s ban on handguns.  

Asked by reporters about the Brady group’s critical report 
on the Obama administration, a White House spokesman, Ben 
LaBolt, pointed out that the latest F.B.I. statistics showed that 
violent crime dropped in the first half of 2009 to its lowest 
levels since the 1960s.  

“The president supports and respects the Second 
Amendment,” Mr. LaBolt said, “and he believes we can take 
common-sense steps to keep our streets safe and to stem the 
flow of illegal guns to criminals.”  

Still, gun rights groups remain skeptical of the 
administration.  

“The watchword for gun owners is stay ready,” said Wayne 
LaPierre, chief executive of the National Rifle Association. “We 
have had some successes, but we know that the first chance 
Obama gets, he will pounce on us.”  

 That Mr. Obama signed legislation allowing guns in 
national parks and on Amtrak trains should not be seen as 
respect for the Second Amendment, Mr. LaPierre said. The two 
measures had been attached as amendments to larger pieces of 
legislation — a bill cracking down on credit card companies and 
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a transportation appropriations bill, respectively — that the 
president wanted passed, Mr. LaPierre said.  

Regardless of Mr. Obama’s agenda, gun dealers seem to be 
reaping the benefits of fears surrounding it.  

 Federal background checks for gun purchases rose to 14 
million in 2009, up from 12.7 million in 2008 and 11.2 million 
in 2007. But from November 2009 to January 2010, the number 
of background checks fell 12 percent, compared with the same 
months a year earlier.  

In Virginia, the success of new pro-gun laws is partly a 
result of the Republican Party’s taking the governor’s office 
after eight years of Democratic control.  

A major setback for state gun control advocates was this 
week’s House vote repealing the one-gun-per-month law, which 
was passed in 1993 under Gov. L. Douglas Wilder, a Democrat, 
and has long been upheld as the state’s signature gun control 
restriction.  

 Supporters of limiting gun purchases to one a month said 
the law was important to avoid Virginia’s becoming the East 
Coast’s top gun-running hub. Opponents dismissed the concern.  

“We shouldn’t get rid of our Second Amendment rights 
because some people in New York City want to abuse theirs,” 
Robert G. Marshall, a Republican delegate from Manassas who 
supported repeal of the one-gun-a-month limit, told reporters.  

Gun control advocates hoped to win new restrictions after 
the Virginia Tech massacre on April 16, 2007, in which a 
student, Seung-Hui Cho, shot and killed 32 people before 
turning a gun on himself.  

 After the shooting, Gov. Tim Kaine, a Democrat, pushed 
for stronger gun control measures. But last year the legislature 
rejected a bill requiring background checks for private sales at 
gun shows and repealed a law that Mr. Kaine had supported to 
prohibit anyone from carrying concealed weapons into a club or 
restaurant where alcohol is served.  

In previous years, the guns-in-bars bill cleared both 
chambers but was vetoed by Mr. Kaine. But the new governor, 
Robert F. McDonnell, has said he supports the measure.  

 Virginia is also considering a measure adopted in Montana 
and Tennessee that declares that firearms made and retained in-
state are beyond the authority of Congress. The measure is 
primarily a challenge to Congress’s power to regulate commerce 
among the states.  

The Montana law is being challenged in federal court, and 
the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives has sent a letter to Tennessee and Montana gun 
dealers stating that federal law supersedes the state measure. 
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/02/24/us/24guns.html 

 

10-02-22 Homeland chief: Domestic extremism is top 

concern 

 WASHINGTON (AP) - Homeland Security Secretary Janet 
Napolitano says terrorists who are U.S. citizens or live in the 
country legally and plot against the U.S. are just as big of a 
concern as international terrorists.  

 She says that when she started as secretary a year ago, the 
focus was largely on international terrorists who want to harm 
U.S. interests. But in the past year, more of the violent 
extremism that has been seen overseas is showing up in the U.S.  

 She says officials need to drill down and analyze the factors 
that make a young person, raised in the U.S., migrate to 
extremist beliefs and actions.  

 Napolitano was speaking to governors who are in 
Washington for their annual conference. 

http://apnews.myway.com/article/20100221/D9E0R8H02.ht
ml 

 

10-02-22 Parks open to holders of concealed guns 

 U.S. national parks will open Monday to holders of 
concealed firearms as a hard-fought law passed last year takes 
effect, but both sides expect more battles over exactly what the 
legislation means in practice.  

The law - probably the biggest legislative achievement for 
conservatives in what was otherwise a year dominated by 
President Obama's agenda - says national parks will be 
governed by the same rules as the states in which they are 
located. That means about 370 of the country's 392 National 
Park Service properties will permit visitors to carry firearms.  

 But the Park Service says exceptions are in place and that 
another federal law requires guns to be kept out of federal 
facilities. That means firearms are still prohibited at any 
building where park employees regularly work, including office 
buildings, maintenance sheds and, most contentious of all, 
visitor centers.  

"I think you're going to have people on both sides of the 
issue test this in what is or is not a federal facility," said David 
Barna, a spokesman for the National Park Service.  

 Gun rights advocates said they are pleased that weapons 
will no longer be off limits but that the Park Service should not 
poke exemptions into the law.  

 "That's ludicrous. You're going to tell someone if they have 
a concealed weapon permit they can't go into the visitor center 
to use the restroom?" said Rep. Rob Bishop, Utah Republican. 
"If they come up with restrictive exemptions, what they're 
asking for is a lawsuit to try and stop implementation of what 
Congress clearly told them to do."  

 The new rules, for example, prohibit concealed firearms on 
tours of the caves at Carlsbad Caverns, because it's a location 
where park employees regularly work.  

 The law was written by Sen. Tom Coburn, Oklahoma 
Republican, and adopted as an amendment to a bill rewriting 
rules for the credit card industry. The law included a delayed 
enactment date of Feb. 22.  

Under the rules, those permitted to carry a firearm by state 
law can now do so on park property.  

"Prior to this, there would be a patchwork of laws that 
governed different lands governed by different federal agencies. 
What this does, it provides uniformity within a state," said 
Andrew Arulanandam, a spokesman for the National Rifle 
Association.  

 Advocates of gun control were dismayed that House 
Democrats accepted the language and that Mr. Obama signed 
the bill. The Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence gave Mr. 
Obama an "F" for his first year in office.  

 "In just one year, Barack Obama has signed into law more 
repeals of federal gun policies than in President George W. 
Bush's eight years in office," the Brady Center said in its one-
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year report, which also noted rules that restored Amtrak 
passengers' ability to carry firearms in checked luggage.  

 Mr. Bishop said the success of the park rules shows that 
even under a Democrat-controlled Congress, Second 
Amendment rights remain powerful.  

 "If I were to list anything positive that's come out of 
Congress in the last year, year and a half, this is it. And anything 
that restricts Second Amendment rights are going nowhere in 
Congress," he said.  

Mr. Barna, the Park Service spokesman, said his agency 
doesn't expect any problems from the new law.  

 He said city gun laws still prohibit firearms on the National 
Mall and other park properties in Washington, D.C., but not at 
places like the George Washington Memorial Parkway in 
Virginia.  

However, he said, Virginia law prohibits firearms at sites 
that are holding educational programs for children, such as at 
Wolftrap during children's theater events. Hotels, bookstores 
and other concessions in parks not operated by Park Service 
employees will follow local rules.  

 Mr. Barna said gun owners, particularly those who carry 
their firearms, tend to be knowledgeable about state and local 
laws.  

He said parks are updating their Web pages to explain what 
is or isn't allowed, and will post signs at the buildings that are 
still off limits to firearms.  

As of Sunday, the George Washington Memorial Parkway's 
Web site had a page that said firearms could be legally 
possessed in the park in accordance with state law, then listed 
links to the D.C., Virginia and Maryland legal codes, though 
users had to hunt for the portions that dealt with firearms.  

 Mr. Barna said that firing a gun likely would incur a penalty 
in most parks.  

 By carving out so many exceptions, he said, the Park 
Service is creating a problem that doesn't exist with other 
federal land agencies.  

The Bureau of Land Management and U.S. Forest Service 
have allowed state laws to govern firearms on their property. 
Mr. Bishop said that policy is less complex than what the Park 
Service is imposing.  

"The Park Service could treat Americans as Americans and 
respect the Constitution if they wanted to. I wish they wanted 
to," he said. 
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/feb/22/national-
parks-will-open-gates-to-holders-of-conce//print/ 

 

10-02-20 College approves gun club on campus 

Officials earlier banished even discussion of proposal 
 In a complete reversal of its position, a community college 

in Pennsylvania has approved the registration of a student group 
advocating personal protection, called Students for Concealed 
Carry on Campus.  

According to The Foundation for Individual Rights in 
Education, a nonprofit educational foundation that works on 
behalf of individual rights, due process, freedom of expression, 
academic freedom, and rights of conscience at colleges and 
universities, the case involved student Christine Brashier.  

 Brashier had sought help from the organization after 
officials at the Community College of Allegheny County first 
banned her from trying to organize a chapter and threatened her 
with disciplinary action then reaffirmed that activity would not 
be permitted on campus.  

 The school initially had told Brashier her pamphlets about 
plans for a student organization were "solicitation," and if she 
continued to talk about the issue it could be considered 
"academic misconduct."  

Brashier's pamphlets in April 2009, advocated organization 
of a chapter of SCCC at the school. Her pamphlets stated the 
group "supports the legalization of concealed carry by licensed 
individuals on college campuses." She personally distributed 
copies of thepamphlets, which identified her as a "Campus 
Leader" of the effort to start the chapter.  

Brashier then was summoned to a meeting with college 
administrators who told her passing out non-commercial 
information was prohibited.  

 "Furthermore, they insisted that the college pre-approve any 
pamphlets, that pamphlets like hers would not be approved and 
that Brashier destroy all copies of her pamphlet," FIRE 
reported. "At one point during the meeting, Dean Yvonne Burns 
reportedly said, 'You may want to discuss this topic but the 
college does not, and you cannot make us.'"  

 School spokesman David Hoovler told WND at the time the 
dispute was mischaracterized by FIRE. He said school officials 
had approached the student to encourage her to follow standard 
procedures for launching a student group.  

 But now, FIRE spokesman Robert Shibley said the case was 
being closed because of the approval by Allegheny of the local 
chapter of Students for Concealed Carry on Campus.  

"FIRE will continue to monitor the situation, of course, to 
ensure that the group continues to be treated fairly and that 
CCAC has wholly abandoned its attempts at censorship," his 
announcement said.  

 He continued, "Those who follow FIRE know that we don't 
have a position on concealed carry of firearms on campus, just 
as we don't have a position on abortion, affirmative action, or 
any number of hot-button political issues. We do, however, 
strongly believe that our nation's campuses are not only an 
important place for debate on these topics to take place, but one 
of the most important places for this sort of debate."  

"If guns are to be carried on campus, or alternatively banned 
from campus, it stands to reason that one would want to consult 
the students about it, as concerns for their safety form the 
foundation for both sides of the argument," FIRE said. 
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?pageId=125608 

 

10-02-19Duquesne teens are charged in robbery 

 Two Duquesne teenagers are being treated as adults and 
have been jailed in lieu of $100,000 bond apiece as they face 
charges in an armed robbery at a Duquesne Place apartment. 

 Duquesne police said the two were arrested after a Tuesday 
night incident in which a ski-masked invader used a shotgun to 
rob a woman of $6,000 she was saving to buy a car. 

Police Chief Richard Adams said Edward Reese Jr., 16, was 
arrested after his voice and clothing were recognized by one of 
the victims. 
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Reese and Joshua Bristo, 17, an alleged lookout, are being 
charged as adults under state Act 33. 

 "A 51-year-old female who lives at Duquesne Place 
Apartments heard a knock on her door," Adams said. "There 
was a man with a ski mask and a shotgun aimed at her face. He 
ordered her onto the floor." 

The woman's 18-year-old son heard the encounter and came 
out of a bedroom, only to also be ordered to the floor at 
gunpoint, Adams said. The police chief said the gunman asked 
for and took the $6,000. 

"He then fled the scene on foot," Adams said. "When the 
police got there, the 18-year-old said he recognized the voice. 

 "He said he had met a kid earlier in the day named Eddie. 
The voice fit the description of this Eddie (as did) the clothing." 

Adams said "Eddie," later identified as Reese, was arrested 
at his home along Fourth Street. 

"(Reese) admitted to being the person involved in the 
incident," the Duquesne chief said. 

"He said he had a lookout, a friend of his, who was in the 
general area watching out for police or anyone else. (Reese) 
said he dropped the shotgun and money, and the other guy 
picked it up and ran." 

Adams said Bristo came with his mother to the police 
station, where he was arrested. 

"Apparently he must have become aware that this Eddie was 
picked up," Adams said. 

Adams said the money and the gun have not been recovered, 
nor was it clear how the suspects knew about the money. 

Reese and Bristo were arraigned in Pittsburgh and placed in 
Allegheny County Jail. 

The suspects each face two counts of robbery and 
aggravated assault and single counts of burglary, criminal 
conspiracy and possession of a firearm by a minor. 

 Bristo also faces two counts of recklessly endangering 
another person and a single count of receiving stolen property. 

Reese also faces single counts of theft by unlawful taking, 
receiving stolen property and recklessly endangering another 
person 

A preliminary hearing is set Wednesday at 12:30 p.m. 
before a magisterial district judge in Pittsburgh Municipal 
Court. 
http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/dailynewsmckeesport/s_66800
0.html 

 

10-02-19Local Gun-Control Laws Come Into Sights of U.S. 

Supreme Court 

Feb. 19 (Bloomberg) -- For gun-control advocates, defeat 
may be inevitable in the Chicago handgun-ban case before the 
U.S. Supreme Court. The question is whether they will get a 
consolation prize. 

The central issue in the case, set for argument March 2, is 
whether the Constitution’s Second Amendment applies to state 
and local gun laws, in addition to those enacted by the federal 
government and District of Columbia. When the court in 2008 
struck down D.C.’s handgun ban and declared that the Second 
Amendment protects individual rights, the five justices in the 
majority suggested the court eventually would bind states and 
cities. 

 How the court takes that step, known as “incorporation,” 
may prove as important as if it does so. Some gun-control 
groups are effectively conceding incorporation, instead asking 
the court to say that states and cities can still enact “reasonable” 
regulations. That might leave intact sales restrictions and bans 
on concealed weapons and particular types of guns. 

 “Given that the five justices who ruled against D.C. are still 
on the court, it’s going to be tough to flip any one of those 
votes,” said Paul Helmke, president of the Brady Center to 
Prevent Gun Violence in Washington. “We want to make sure 
that if Chicago loses that other gun laws that Chicago might 
adopt or other cities might adopt are upheld.” 

Doctrinal Question 

The case also presents a major doctrinal question. 
Advocates from across the ideological spectrum are asking the 
justices to forge a new path in incorporating the Second 
Amendment, relying on the long-dormant privileges-or-
immunities clause of the 14th Amendment. 

 A decision relying on that provision would potentially 
create a new legal basis for a host of established constitutional 
rights, including abortion, and might provide the framework for 
stronger protections of property rights. 

Chicago is now the only major U.S. city with a blanket 
prohibition on handguns. The ban is being challenged by four 
Chicago residents, including Otis McDonald, a 76-year-old 
homeowner in the Morgan Park neighborhood on the city’s 
South Side. 

 McDonald, who keeps a shotgun in his house, says he wants 
a handgun by his bed for protection. He says that his home has 
been broken into at least three times and that he was once 
accosted by three neighborhood youths after he called the police 
to report that one of them was brandishing a gun. 

‘Gang-Bangers and Drug Dealers’ 

 “We the law-abiding citizens are the ones who are being 
victimized by all the laws that are being devised,” said 
McDonald, a retired maintenance engineer who grew up in 
Louisiana as the son of sharecroppers. “These laws do nothing 
to the gang-bangers and drug dealers because their guns are 
gotten illegally anyway.” 

Chicago Mayor Richard M. Daley said his city’s laws help 
reduce gun violence. 

 “People of all backgrounds and from every part of our 
nation -- our mothers and fathers, brothers, sisters and children -
- needlessly lose their lives because guns are too easily available 
in our society,” he said in January. 

 The Second Amendment, like the rest of the Bill of Rights, 
was originally aimed only at the national government. Three 
times in the 19th century, the Supreme Court refused to apply 
the Second Amendment to the states. 

 More recently, the court has said that some, though not all, 
of the rights in the first eight amendments are so fundamental 
they are incorporated into the 14th Amendment’s due process 
clause, which binds the states. The established test is whether a 
right is “implicit in the concept of ordered liberty.” 

‘Fundamental’ Right 

Although the court didn’t resolve incorporation in its 2008 
decision, Justice Antonin Scalia’s majority opinion referred to 
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gun rights as “fundamental” and said the Second Amendment 
“codified a right inherited from our English ancestors.” 

The lawyer for the Chicagoans, Alan Gura, said 
incorporation wouldn’t necessarily mean invalidation of less 
restrictive laws. “Most states have regimes regulating the 
carrying of guns that are perfectly constitutional,” Gura said. 

Scalia’s opinion said the court wasn’t questioning laws 
barring handgun possession by convicted felons and the 
mentally ill or restrictions on bringing guns into schools or 
government buildings. 

 Gura is urging the court to invoke the privileges-or- 
immunities clause, which he says was designed to provide broad 
protections in the aftermath of the Civil War. The provision 
says that “no state shall make or enforce any law which shall 
abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United 
States.” 

1873 Precedent 

That provision was rendered all but meaningless in an 1873 
Supreme Court decision known as The Slaughter-House Cases. 
That ruling has since come under academic criticism for 
eliminating the 14th Amendment’s most straightforward 
assertion of protected rights. 

“The biggest thing restoring the privileges-or-immunities 
clause would do is make the Constitution make sense again,” 
said Doug Kendall, president of the Constitutional 
Accountability Center, a Washington-based advocate for civil 
rights, the environment and voting rights. 

 The potential ramifications worry some advocates of 
individual rights. Unlike other parts of the 14th Amendment, the 
privileges-or-immunities clause doesn’t protect non-citizens, 
says Lawrence Rosenthal, a professor at Chapman School of 
Law in Orange, California. 

“In the immigrant community, there’s enormous concern 
over this theory,” he said. 

The case is McDonald v. City of Chicago, 08-1521. 
http://www.businessweek.com/news/2010-02-19/local-gun-

control-laws-come-into-sights-of-u-s-supreme-court.html 
 

10-02-19 Letters shed new light on British despair during 

the American War of Independence  

A remarkable archive of letters has thrown new light on the 
despair of British commanders during the American War of 
Independence.  

Their downbeat perspective contrasts dramatically with the 
exhortations of George III and his ministers in London who 
come across as hopelessly out-of-touch and absurdly optimistic.  

 The documents, part of a collection that have been in 
private possession for more than two centuries, reveal a much 
gloomier analysis by British generals than previously believed.  

According to the collection which goes on sale at Sotheby's 
in New York in a series of auctions beginning in April, they 
began to despair of victory almost as soon as the conflict began 
in 1775.  

 A letter from Gen John Burgoyne, dated 25 June 1775 in 
Boston gives an early assessment of how bad things looked.  

 "Our prospects are gloomy," he told an unidentified lord in 
a letter written after the first two battles of the campaign in 
Massachusetts – a humiliating defeat to a local band of 

militiamen followed by a victory but with heavy losses at 
Bunker Hill.  

He described the British position as "a crisis that my little 
reading in history cannot parallel" and predicts even at this early 
stage that the Crown would only be able to subdue the rebellion 
with the help of German or Russian allies.  

"Such a pittance of troops as Great Britain and Ireland can 
supply will only serve to protract the war, to incur fruitless 
expense and insure disappointment," he said.  

The Burgoyne letter is part of the collection of papers and 
correspondence of Sir Henry Strachey, who had a ringside seat 
on the momentous events as chief aide to the Howe brothers 
who led the British war effort. He later held a similar role at the 
Paris peace negotiations.  

In March 1777, Sir Henry writes that the American 
revolutionaries are much more "obstinate" than realised by the 
"short-sighted folks in England".  

 The items on sale include a copy of George III's famous 
royal proclamation of August 1775 "for suppressing rebellion 
and sedition" – one of fewer than 20 still known to be 
inexistence.  

 The collection reveals attitudes from George III and his 
political aides in London that bordered on plain delusional as 
they failed to grasp the realities 3,500 miles away.  

Lord Germain, secretary of state for the colonies, 
demonstrated a particular condescending contempt for the 
rebels that appeared to blind him to the realities on the ground.  

 In a letter in Oct 1776, he referred to their "pernicious 
designs" and accused them of "misrepresentation and perversion 
of facts" that "fatally blinded the eyes of a deluded multitude". 
He denounced their use of "violence and threats in search of a 
Redress of grievances which never existed".  

Even after a major victory for Washington's forces, he 
managed to hold out hopes that the enemy would somehow see 
the error of their ways.  

"I trust, however, that the unexpected Success of the Rebels 
there will not so far elate them as to prevent them from seeing 
the real Horrors of their Situation and tempt them to disdain to 
sue for Pardon," he opined.  

 Yet by June 1778, Captain Balfour wrote to Sir Henry from 
Philadelphia, lamenting: "I am sure you will pity us here, 
insulted & ridiculed by the Americans, disgusted and unhappy 
amongst ourselves."  

 Sotheby's is expecting to raise up to £770,000 from the 
archive's sale, while the broadside of the George III 
proclamation alone is estimated to go for up to £32,000.  

They papers were privately held by the Strachey family in 
Britain for about two centuries, then sold to the library of late 
US newspaper Baron James Copley, a voracious collector of 
documents relating to America's military, political and literary 
history. 
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/northamerica/usa/7
271468/Letters-shed-new-light-on-British-despair-during-the-
American-War-of-Independence.htm 

 
 

10-02-19 S. Fayette man faces federal charges 



 

 
Page 50

 A South Fayette Township man was indicted Wednesday by 
a federal grand jury on drug and gun charges.  

Terrance Curtis Triplett, 30, of 3005 Garden Apartments, 
was found with guns, cocaine and heroin after state police and 
members of the federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms 
and Explosives served a search warrant on his home last month.  

State police obtained the search warrant after witnessing 
what they believe were drug transactions between Triplett and 
alleged customers.  

 An informant approached a member of the state police vice 
unit to tell the trooper of a man selling heroin and cocaine from 
his home. This man reportedly used a "runner" to deliver drugs 
to customers. Dealers use runners to avoid getting caught and 
arrested with the drugs.  

The informant also identified the dealer's source for the 
heroin and cocaine as "Terry" who drives a black BMW. Later 
identified as Triplett, the informant told police that the cocaine 
and heroin is often stored in the trunk of the BMW.  

After setting up surveillance at the home of the Carnegie 
man, the vice trooper saw Triplett arrive, remove a box from the 
trunk and enter the residence.  

Police set up surveillance in the lot of Triplett's apartment 
complex. They followed Triplett three times to locations in 
Green Tree and Heidelberg, where they saw what appeared to 
be drug transactions.  

 Police served the warrant on Triplett's home Jan. 13. In 
addition to the drugs, guns and cash, they also found a digital 
scale and new stamp bags for packaging heroin.  

Found inside Triplett's home were seven ounces of cocaine, 
about 100 grams of heroin, five handguns and $40,000. A check 
of the guns showed they were not sold in Pennsylvania, thereby 
coming across state lines.  

Triplett, as a convicted felon, is not permitted to possess 
firearms. He has prior convictions on charges of receiving 
stolen property, escape, drugs and robbery.  

 The case is being prosecuted under Project Safe 
Neighborhoods, an effort by federal, state and local law 
enforcement, prosecutors and communities to prevent, deter and 
prosecute gun crime.  

Triplett remains in federal custody.  
http://www.observer-reporter.com/OR/Story/02-18-2010-

south-fayette-man-indicted 
 

10-02-19Homeland Security bashed for lost, stolen firearms 

WASHINGTON -- Agents and officers of the Department of 
Homeland Security reported that 289 of their handguns, 
shotguns or automatic rifles had been lost or stolen between 
2005 and 2008, with weapons left in places ranging from fast-
food restaurant restrooms to bowling alleys to clothing stores, 
the agency's inspector general said in a report released 
Thursday. 

Most of the losses could have been prevented, DHS 
Inspector General Richard Skinner reported. In one case, his 
office stated, a border officer left a weapon in his idling vehicle 
at a convenience store. Both the weapon and the vehicle were 
stolen. In another case, a shotgun and semiautomatic rifle were 
stolen from an officer's closet at home. Other agents left 

firearms in truck beds or on vehicle bumpers, where weapons 
fell off as they drove away. 

"The Department of Homeland Security, through its 
components, did not adequately safeguard and control its 
firearms," Skinner concluded in a 23-page report dated Jan. 25. 

"Although some reported losses were beyond the officers' 
control, most losses occurred because officers did not properly 
secure firearms," the inspector general concluded. The report, 
first reported yesterday by USA Today, recommended that DHS 
set tighter departmentwide rules for storing, transferring and 
taking inventory of weapons, and for reporting when they are 
lost. 

 While the report was embarrassing for DHS, other 
unidentified federal law enforcement agencies fared worse. 
Skinner said the Justice Department and the Government 
Accountability Office, Congress' audit arm, found similar 
problems among 18 agencies assessed between 2003 and 2007. 

 Elaine Duke, then-DHS undersecretary for management, 
committed in a Dec. 11 letter to Skinner's assistant to stronger 
oversight and departmentwide policies. 

 "Components that were audited took immediate and 
substantive actions to correct noted deficiencies and to improve 
the overall management of their firearms," Duke said. She said a 
DHS management plan and policy were expected within 
months. 

 Overall, DHS agencies reported having more than 188,548 
firearms on hand as of July, not counting the Transportation 
Security Administration (TSA), whose inventory is secret for 
security reasons. Two DHS components -- Customs and Border 
Protection (CBP) and Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
(ICE) -- reported 243 lost weapons, or 84 percent of the total. 
TSA, the Secret Service and the Coast Guard lost 46. 

About one in four losses was beyond officers' control, with 
weapons lost for example when Hurricane Katrina made 
landfall, in assaults against officers or taken from lockboxes or 
safes. 

Listing examples of poor practices, auditors found CBP and 
ICE firearms instructors storing weapons in bags visible from 
the windows of their vehicles. Other officers were observed 
putting them in glove compartments, under seats and in trunks. 

 Agencies are sloppy about tracking weapons, the report 
said. CBP and ICE staff took two to four months on average to 
report lost weapons to headquarters. 

 According to ICE and CBP, 65 lost firearms were 
recovered, but 15 were taken by local law enforcement from 
felons, gang members, criminals, drug users and teenagers.  

http://pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/s_667908.ht
ml 

 

10-02-19Officer in fatal shooting faces surgery 

Police say robbery suspect assaulted officer before she fired 
her weapon 

A Pittsburgh police officer who fought and then fatally shot 
an armed robbery suspect was in stable condition Thursday with 
injuries she suffered during the struggle and could undergo 
surgery today on her hand, officials said. 

Officer Janine Triolo was seriously assaulted by the suspect 
before she shot him late Wednesday, police said, and she was 
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being treated at a hospital for a concussion, facial wounds and a 
broken nose. 

 Police said Ryan Rashawn Davis, 20, of Lawrenceville, 
robbed another man at gunpoint near Penn Avenue and East 
Liberty Boulevard and ran down Denniston Avenue toward 
Schenley High School. 

Zone 5 officers were called to 129 Denniston Ave. at 10:27 
p.m. for a report of the robbery, and Officer Triolo, who works 
in Zone 4, responded as back-up, police said, but arrived there 
first. The man described his assailant as a "black male dressed 
in black." 

Officer Triolo encountered a man who matched the suspect's 
description -- later identified as Mr. Davis -- and police said he 
began assaulting her within seconds. She shot and killed Mr. 
Davis during the assault. 

Police officials said Officer Triolo, a three-year veteran of 
the force, is the first female officer in the bureau's history to 
fatally shoot someone. 

Detectives had yet to speak with Officer Triolo on Thursday 
afternoon, and were hoping to learn more about the attack and 
how she disarmed Mr. Davis. She recovered his semi-automatic 
pistol at the scene, police said. 

An officer who arrived within minutes as her back-up said 
she was visibly injured, with blood on her face and a black eye, 
according to a police report. She was "holding her service 
weapon in the low and ready position and had [Mr. Davis'] 
handgun under her right armpit," the report says. 

Mr. Davis was laying face down in the snow, "unresponsive 
and not moving." Officer Triolo had managed to cuff his left 
hand, so a second officer cuffed the right, putting both behind 
his back before a third officer checked his pulse, according to 
the report. 

Mr. Davis was pronounced dead at the scene. 
Police spokeswoman Diane Richard said police are certain 

Mr. Davis was the person who committed the robbery. His 
physical description, clothing, hat and gun matched that of the 
robbery suspect's, she said. The robbery victim, who was 
questioned by homicide detectives, was not hurt. 

The district attorney's office is investigating the shooting, 
and Officer Triolo has been placed on paid administrative leave 
per police bureau protocol in officer-involved shootings. 

Mr. Davis was not permitted to possess a firearm at the time 
of his death, as the incident was not his first encounter with the 
law. He was serving probation for a 2008 firearms charge to 
which he pleaded guilty, and he was arrested for robbery in 
2006 and 2007, both times as a juvenile. 

In the 2008 case, Mr. Davis was on a basketball court 
carrying a bag in which police said they could clearly see the 
outline of a gun, according to a criminal complaint. They asked 
if he had a gun, and he told them he had only an iPod. When the 
officers searched the bag and found the weapon, he told them he 
had"just been released" and was "carrying it for protection," the 
complaint says. 

 His relatives declined to comment. http://www.post-
gazette.com/pg/10050/1037052-53.stm 

 

10-02-17 Hearing rescheduled for Manor shooting suspect 

Through a Spanish translator Tuesday morning, District 
Judge J. Gary DeComo told a man accused of firing shots at the 
Rodeway Inn in January that he will try to have a lawyer 
appointed to represent the defendant. 

DeComo told Herminio Acevedo Castro, 22, that he would 
reschedule the man's preliminary hearing to March 2. 

Castro is accused of firing shots in the air in the Rodeway 
Inn's parking lot in Manor Township at about 11:45 p.m. Jan. 
22, and was later found by police in a room in possession of an 
unlicensed 9mm semi-automatic pistol, according to court 
documents. 

 Township police recovered seven shell casings at the scene, 
according to court documents. 

 DeComo said he would not lower Castro's bail from 
$100,000 because of the seriousness of the charges — sale or 
transfer of an unlicensed firearm, possessing an unlicensed 
firearm, prohibited offensive weapons and seven counts of 
reckless endangerment. Castro does not have an address listed 
on court documents. Officials are investigating the possibility 
that he is an undocumented alien from Mexico. 

During the investigation, police learned that Castro sold a 
.22-caliber pistol to Randall Christopher Smith, 56, of 201 
Edgewood Ave. Colona, Ill. Police found the unregistered gun 
under a pillow onSmith's bed at the inn. Smith told police he 
purchased the pistol from Castro earlier in the evening. 

Police dropped a charge of sale or transfer of firearms 
against Smith yesterday and he instead paid a $300 fine on a 
disorderly conduct citation. He had been released from jail prior 
to yesterday's hearing. 

 Also arrested at the Rodeway Inn incident was Lorenzo 
Olivarria Zacarias, 32, on a driving under the influence charge. 
DeComo told Zacarias through a Spanish translator that he 
would lower the man's bail from $25,000 to $700. Zacarias is 
also believed to be undocumented. 

Zacarias waived charges of driving after imbibing and 
driving without a license yesterday. 

Police said after observing a shell casing on the hood of 
Zacarias' vehicle, they ordered him out at gunpoint and noticed 
he was intoxicated and that beer cans were in the bed of the 
truck. Zacarias' address is listed to be the Rodeway Inn on court 
documents. 

 The translator communicated with Castro and Zacarias to 
explain the proceedings and their options 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/leadertimes/news/s_667598
.html 

 

10-02-17 A Muslim Son, a Murder Trial and Many 

Questions 

MEMPHIS -- When Monica Bledsoe spoke to her younger 
brother late last May, he seemed his old upbeat self. He had just 
led his first sightseeing tour of Little Rock, Ark., for their 
father's new tour bus company and all went well. The tips had 
flowed. 

 A week later, her brother, Abdulhakim Mujahid 
Muhammad, opened fire with a semiautomatic rifle on a military 
recruiting center in Little Rock, killing one soldier and 
wounding another. 
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Ms. Bledsoe was stunned. "I would never have thought this 
could happen," she said. 

Eight months after the shooting, Mr. Muhammad's family is 
still sorting through the confusing pieces of his shattered life. A 
gentle, happy-go-lucky teenager, he had become a deeply 
observant Muslim in college, shunning gatherings where alcohol 
was served. He traveled to Yemen to study Arabic, married a 
Yemeni woman, was imprisoned and then deported for 
overstaying his visa. After returning to Memphis last year, he 
stewed with anger about the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

 Recently, Mr. Muhammad, 24, thrust himself back into the 
news by claiming in a note to an Arkansas judge that he was a 
member of Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula, a terrorist group 
based in Yemen. He asked that he be allowed to plead guilty to 
capital murder, a request that will probably be denied. 

The note has renewed questions about his case, which had 
been nearly forgotten in the wake of subsequent attacks, most 
notably the shooting rampage in November at Fort Hood, Tex., 
and the attempted bombing of an airplane on Christmas Day. 
Like both of those cases, Mr. Muhammad's involved a Yemeni 
connection and the failure by the authorities to anticipate an 
attack, despite having clues. 

In Mr. Muhammad's case, the same F.B.I. agent interviewed 
him twice before the shootings: once while he was in prison in 
Yemen and then again in Nashville soon after he returned. But 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation did not place Mr. 
Muhammad under surveillance, law enforcement officials have 
said, apparently believing that he did not pose a threat. 

In January, Senator Frank R. Lautenberg, Democrat of New 
Jersey, sent a letter to Attorney General Eric H. Holder Jr. 
requesting information about the F.B.I.'s interviews with Mr. 
Muhammad before the shootings, raising questions about why 
someone possibly suspected of extremist ties was allowed to 
buy a firearm. 

 But no one is more vocal about shining light on Mr. 
Muhammad's radicalization than his father, Melvin Bledsoe. 
Though he has hired a lawyer for his son, visits him in his cell in 
Little Rock on weekends and contributes to his defense, Mr. 
Bledsoe, 54, says he has no illusions about his son's guilt. 

"My heart bleeds for the families of the victims," he said. 
What he wants, Mr. Bledsoe says, is to understand how 

"evildoers" brainwashed his son, as he puts it. And he wants the 
F.B.I. held accountable for what he considers its negligence in 
preventing the attack. 

"They didn't pull the trigger, but they allowed this to 
happen," Mr. Bledsoe said. "It is owed to the American people 
to know what happened. If it can happen to my son, it can 
happen to anyone's son." 

The F.B.I. said it could not discuss Mr. Muhammad on 
orders from the judge. 

It also appears that Mr. Muhammad's trial, set for June, will 
answer few questions about his radicalization. Prosecutors say 
that they consider it a straightforward murder case and that they 
intend to try it without delving into Mr. Muhammad's religious 
conversion, political beliefs or possible ties to terrorists. 

"If you strip away what he says, self-serving or not, it's just 
an awful killing," said Larry Jegley, the lead prosecutor for 

Pulaski County, which includes Little Rock. "It's like a lot of 
other killings we have." 

Pvt. William A. Long of Conway, Ark., was killed in the 
shooting, and Pvt. Quinton Ezeagwula of Jacksonville, Ark., 
was wounded. 

Despite Mr. Muhammad's claim to be a Qaeda soldier, Mr. 
Jegley said "it looks to me like he was acting alone," a view 
supported by some law enforcement experts. Those experts, and 
Mr. Bledsoe, also say there is no evidence that Mr. Muhammad 
was ever in contact with Anwar al-Awlaki, a radical Yemeni-
American cleric who exchanged e-mail messages with the 
accused Fort Hood gunman, Maj. Nidal Malik Hasan. 

 Why Mr. Muhammad might fabricate links to Al Qaeda is a 
subject of debate. Mr. Bledsoe suggests that his son may be 
trying to fulfill a sense of martyrdom; some experts say it may 
be a form of self-aggrandizement. 

But whether Mr. Muhammad is a lone-wolf jihadist or a 
Qaeda soldier, his case underscores the immense challenges of 
identifying homegrown extremists, experts say. 

Mr. Muhammad was born Carlos Bledsoe in 1985. Raised a 
Baptist, he was by all accounts a sunny child who loved playing 
basketball and telling jokes. After graduating from high school 
in 2003, he went to Tennessee State University in Nashville to 
study business, saying he wanted to take over his father's 
company someday. 

In his freshman year, he was arrested for possessing an 
illegal weapon. Though the charge was later expunged, the 
incident caused him to explore religion more deeply, his father 
said. He considered Judaism, attended a speech byLouis 
Farrakhan, the Nation of Islam leader, and then, to his parents' 
dismay, decided to become a Sunni Muslim. 

He dropped out of college at the end of his sophomore year 
and began working odd jobs in Nashville hotels and restaurants. 
He was also becoming more religiously devout, spending time 
in Nashville's Somali community, praying regularly at the 
Islamic Center of Nashville, wearing Arab-style clothing, 
forswearing alcohol and changing his name. 

 In 2007, wanting to learn Arabic and visit Mecca, he 
decided to move to Yemen and signed a contract to teach 
English for $300 a month in the southern port city of Aden, 
records show. 

 Before he left, he told his sister that he hoped to marry in 
Yemen and move to Saudi Arabia. When she expressed 
concerns about Islamic terrorists, she recalled, "He looked me 
in the eye, held my hand, and said, 'I'm not one of those 
Muslims.' " 

Details of his life in Yemen remain sketchy. In addition to 
teaching, he took Arabic at The City Institute in the capital city, 
Sana, the Yemeni government has said. And a year after 
arriving, he married one of his students, Reena Abdullah Ahmed 
Farag, in Aden, according to a copy of the marriage license. 

 On about Nov. 14, 2008, just two months after his wedding, 
he was arrested in Sana for overstaying his visa. What might 
have been a simple immigration case turned complicated when 
the police found fake Somali identification papers on him. 

 Somalia is considered a training ground for Islamic 
extremists by American counterterrorism officials. The Yemeni 
government threatened to put Mr. Muhammad on trial. 
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Mr. Bledsoe says that although the F.B.I. interviewed Mr. 
Muhammad soon after his arrest, he did not learn of his son's 
detention until two weeks later, when Mr. Muhammad's wife 
contacted him. Under prodding from the American Embassy in 
Sana, the Yemeni government deported Mr. Muhammad on Jan. 
29, 2009. 

Mr. Muhammad told his father that while in prison he met 
Islamic radicals who told him that the American government 
had forsaken him. "We are your real brothers," they said, 
according to Mr. Bledsoe. 

Back home, Mr. Muhammad often seemed uneasy, his sister 
said, fuming sullenly when he saw news reports about the wars 
in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Mr. Bledsoe decided to open an office in Little Rock to give 
his son a job so that he could bring his wife to the United States. 
By April, Mr. Muhammad was living in a spare apartment less 
than three miles from the recruiting center. 

 These days, Ms. Bledsoe said, her brother can seemed 
relaxed one moment, but strident the next. 

 "He gives a history of what the meaning of paradise is," she 
said. "That's where he wants to go. He wants to go to paradise." 
http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/10048/1036429-84.stm 

 

10-02-17 Pittsburgh school Officers investigated in firearm 

incident 

Four city school police officers are under investigation after 
an incident with a firearm on district property Friday.  

A district spokesman said no one was hurt and no shots were 
fired but declined to elaborate further. The incident occurred at 
a Ridge Avenue storage facility in the North Side. 

Pittsburgh Public Schools policy prohibits firearms on any 
school property. City school police officers do not carry 
firearms as part of their job, said Lisa Fischetti, district chief of 
staff.  

No students were on the property. Classes were canceled 
Friday because of the snowstorms.  

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pittsbur
gh/s_667544.html 

 

10-02-17 VA - EDITORIAL- Getting rid of gun control  

One-gun-a-month limits hurt law-abiding citizens, not 
criminals 

Virginia finally is poised to repeal its unusual law that 
prohibits law-abiding citizens from buying more than one gun 
per month. It's about time, because the red tape has not had the 
desired effect in lowering crime. There is no academic research 
by criminologists or economists that shows that one-gun-a-
month regulations reduce crime in either the states that pass 
them or their neighbors. The laws have merely inconvenienced 
honest Americans who want to buy guns.  

 Besides Virginia, only Maryland, California and New 
Jersey still have these laws. South Carolina was the first state to 
adopt the restrictions in 1976 but repealed the limit in 2004. 
New Jersey has had the law on the books for less than two 
months now.  

 Contrary to the nanny-state notion that gun control is good, 
gun limitations are actually harmful. The book "The Bias 
Against Guns" shows that one-gun-a-month rules significantly 

reduce the number of gun shows, because they reduce the 
number of sales that can occur. For the same reason, it's likely 
the regulation reduces the number of gun dealers. The reduction 
in legal sources to buy guns can raise the cost of law-abiding 
citizens buying guns relative to criminals, and thus disarm good 
people relative to criminals. The book "More Guns, Less 
Crime," the only peer-reviewed research on one-gun-a-month 
restrictions, from the University of Chicago Press, shows the 
laws either have no effect or a detrimental effect on violent 
crime.  

The Brady Campaign claims that Virginia's one-gun-a-
month law reduced the number of crime guns traced to Virginia 
dealers, but it provides no link to crime rates, which is 
ultimately the bottom line. If people around the nation's capital 
should understand anything, it is how hard it is to keep criminals 
from getting guns. The District of Columbia banned handguns 
entirely, and murder rates still soared. Criminals got ahold of 
guns despite the law, because by nature they don't care about 
breaking laws, and they can't buy guns legally anyway. The 
question ought to be focused on whom these laws prevent from 
getting guns, and the evidence is that law-abiding citizens are 
the ones who are stopped.  

One-gun-a-month rules are similar to gun bans and waiting 
periods, which tend to disarm victims relative to criminals, and 
therefore, increase crime. If possible, it's a good idea to keep 
guns from criminals, but laws that make it more difficult for 
law-abiding citizens to get guns relative to criminals cause more 
harm than good. In the case of the right to keep and bear arms, 
safety and freedom go together. 
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/feb/19/getting-rid-
of-gun-control/ 

 

10-02-17 School used student laptop webcams to spy on 

them at school and home 

According to the filings in Blake J Robbins v Lower Merion 
School District (PA) et al, the laptops issued to high-school 
students in the well-heeled Philly suburb have webcams that can 
be covertly activated by the schools' administrators, who have 
used this facility to spy on students and even their families. The 
issue came to light when the Robbins's child was disciplined for 
"improper behavior in his home" and the Vice Principal used a 
photo taken by the webcam as evidence. The suit is a class 
action, brought on behalf of all students issued with these 
machines.  

If true, these allegations are about as creepy as they come. I 
don't know about you, but I often have the laptop in the room 
while I'm getting dressed, having private discussions with my 
family, and so on. The idea that a school district would not only 
spy on its students' clickstreams and emails (bad enough), but 
also use these machines as AV bugs is purely horrifying.  

Schools are in an absolute panic about kids divulging too 
much online, worried about pedos and marketers and 
embarrassing photos that will haunt you when you run for office 
or apply for a job in 10 years. They tell kids to treat their 
personal details as though they were precious.  

your privacy is worthless and you shouldn't try to protect it.  
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 Update: The school district admits that student laptops were 
shipped with software for covertly activating their webcams, but 
denies wrongdoing.  

Robbins v. Lower Merion School District (PDF) (Thanks, 
Roland!)  

http://www.boingboing.net/2010/02/17/school-used-
student.html 

 

10-02-17 Officer fatally shoots armed robbery suspect in 

Shadyside 
 A police officer responding to an armed robbery in 

Shadyside fatally shot the man suspected of the crime near the 
campus of Schenley High School late Wednesday night. 

Police said the officer, a three-year veteran who works for 
Zone 4, was seriously assaulted by the man before she shot him. 
She was in the hospital being treated for a concussion, facial 
wounds and a broken nose early this morning. She will be 
placed on administrative leave with pay while the Allegheny 
County District Attorney's Office investigates the incident. 

 Early this morning, police gave this version of events: 
Zone 5 officers were called to 129 Denniston Street, near the 

campus of Schenley High School, at 10:27 p.m. Wednesday 
night for a report of a man who said he had been robbed at 
gunpoint. The victim described his assailant as a black man 
wearing all black.They arrived about 5 minutes later and 
another officer, from Zone 4, came as backup. 

The Zone 4 officer who arrived at the scene at around 10:30 
p.m. encountered a man who was armed and he assaulted her. 
During the fight, she shot him, fatally wounding him and later 
recovered his gun. She was not shot. 

Pittsburgh Bureau of Police spokeswoman Diane Richard 
said police have no doubt that the man who was killed is the 
same person who committed the robbery earlier in the night on 
Denniston Street. 

"We know who everybody is," she said. 
 The victim of the armed robbery was not injured, police 

said. http://post-gazette.com/pg/10049/1036846-100.stm 
 

10-02-17 40 Guns Stolen in Burglary 

Narvon, Pa. - State police are investigating the theft of 
approximately 40 firearms from a gun shop in Lancaster 
County. 

The handguns and rifles were stolen during a burglary at 
Kerper's Gun Shop, at 1161 Oaklyn Drive, in Narvon. 

Police said the actors forced their way into the building 
shortly before 2 a.m. Wednesday.  

"There are 40 guns on the streets that are not supposed to be 
out there, obviously in the hands of someone that shouldn't have 
them, and it's a concern for us and for the community," state 
police Sgt. Richard D'Ambrosio said. 
http://www.whtm.com/news/stories/0210/707196.html 

 

10-02-17 Finnish report recommends ban on semiautomatic 

handguns after fatal school shootings 

HELSINKI (AP) — A Finnish government commission on 
Wednesday proposed a ban on semiautomatic handguns after 
two school shootings in recent years left 20 people dead. 

The ban, which needs parliamentary approval, would 
sharply reduce the number of legal weapons in a country that 
ranks among the world's top five in civilian gun ownership. 

 "We've had a very weapon-friendly culture," commission 
chairman Pekka Sauri said. "In carrying out the proposals we 
would, of course, pay compensation to anyone who turns in 
weapons." 

The Nordic nation of 5.3 million has 650,000 licensed gun 
owners. Of some 250,000 handguns, more than 200,000 are 
semiautomatic, according to Sauri. 

The recommendation came in a report on an attack in 
September 2008, when a 22-year-old gunman killed nine fellow 
students and a teacher before shooting himself at a vocational 
high school in Kauhajoki, western Finland. 

Less than a year earlier, a teenage student fatally shot eight 
people and himself at Jokela High School in Tuusula, near the 
capital, Helsinki. 

Both school gunmen fired handguns in YouTube clips 
posted before the shootings, shot themselves in the head and 
used similar handguns in the massacres. They had both been 
teased at school and said they hated the human race. 

The report said that the gunman in Kauhajoki "used a self-
loading or semiautomatic firearm, which was small-caliber but 
still capable of inflicting serious damage" and recommended 
that "only guns that do not allow the easy infliction of such 
carnage be available for hobby purposes." 

The commission also said that the minimum age of handgun 
ownership should be raised from 15 to 20, and that gun permits 
be made temporary and require at least two year's proof of 
shooting practice. 

After the two shootings, police have clamped down on 
handgun permits imposing stricter control and tighter scrutiny of 
permit applicants. 

Finland has a long tradition of hunting. It is ranked fifth in 
civilian gun ownership per capita, after the United States, 
Yemen, Switzerland and Serbia, the Geneva-based Small Arms 
Survey said in 2007 in its most recent report on civilian 
firearms. 

Pekka Aho, commission board member and Inspector 
General of the Finnish Police, lodged a dissenting view on gun 
ownership in the recommendations of the nine-member 
commission. 

"I believe that the practice of responsible gun sports should 
be preserved in Finland," Aho said. "This recommendation, 
however, would not remove illegal semiautomatic handguns in 
Finland ... and in practice it would put an end to sport shooting, 
even Olympic events which require the use of semiautomatic 
handguns." http://www.sun-sentinel.com/news/nationworld/sns-
ap-eu-finland-school-shootings,0,1860881.story?track=rss 

 

10-02-16 CCAC OKs Concealed Weapons Group 

 PITTSBURGH -- A Pittsburgh-area community college will 
let a student form a campus chapter of a group that promotes the 
rights of students to carry concealed weapons.  

 A Community College of Allegheny County spokesman 
said Christa Brashier must provide a copy of the group's revised 
constitution by March.  
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 Brashier sued the school after officials refused to let her 
pass out leaflets advocating concealed carry rights in May. She 
won that lawsuit and has pressed forward with her efforts to 
form a local chapter of a Texas-based nonprofit, Students for 
Concealed Carry on Campus.  

 Brashier's efforts have been backed by the Foundation for 
Individual Rights in Education and the American Civil Liberties 
Union. http://www.wpxi.com/news/22588935/detail.html 

 

10-02-16 VA- House to lift time limit on handgun purchases 

The House of Delegates advanced legislation Monday that 
would repeal the state's one-handgun-per-month condition and 
exempt guns made and used in Virginia from federal firearms 
laws. 

The Republican-dominated chamber also set up a final vote 
on a bill that would block public access to concealed-carry 
permit records filed in local circuit courts. Final votes on all 
three measures will occur today, the House's deadline to finish 
work on its own legislation. 

On a voice vote, the House took another step toward 
approving the repeal of Virginia's limit on handgun purchases. 
The one-handgun-per-month law, passed in 1993, was a 
signature initiative of former Gov. Douglas Wilder, a Democrat, 
who pushed it as a means of reducing illegal gun trafficking. 

 However, supporters of the repeal say that the limit on 
handgun purchases has lost its effectiveness after lawmakers 
carved out an array of exceptions, including an exception for 
gun owners with concealed-carry permits. 

 The evolution of instant background-check technology also 
has helped to keep guns from criminals and others who are 
prohibited from buying them, said Del. Scott Lingamfelter, R-
Prince William County, the bill's sponsor. 

 "Making it harder for the law-abiding citizen to acquire a 
handgun legally will not stop felons from acquiring a handgun 
illegally," Lingamfelter said. 

Del. Joe Morrissey, D-Henrico County, said that the one-
handgun limit has helped to stop gun running and to reduce gun 
violence in the city of Richmond. 

"We are unraveling almost two decades of progress," 
Morrissey said. 

 The House also advanced a bill, HB69, sponsored by Del. 
Bill Carrico, R-Grayson County, that would exempt firearms 
and ammunition made and used in Virginia from federal laws. 
The bill has been embraced by 10th Amendment advocates who 
criticize the reach of the federal government. 

Some legislators questioned whether the bill could have 
dangerous consequences. 

 "I'm worried about now eliminating all federal regulations 
from these extraordinarily dangerous weapons that can pierce 
armor," said Del. Dave Albo, R-Fairfax County, who also 
questioned whether Carrico's bill could make unregulated, high-
powered weapons more accessible to terrorists. 

Carrico said his bill "only gives the good guys a little bit of 
an advantage of being able to manufacture them to defend 
themselves." 

 The House also advanced legislation that would deny public 
access to concealed-carry permit records maintained by circuit 
courts. The bill's sponsor, Del. Lee Ware, R-Powhatan County, 

said many permit holders got permits to protect themselves from 
specific threats and could be put at risk by having their names 
and addresses released. 

The General Assembly last year passed legislation putting 
the Virginia State Police database of concealed-carry permit 
holders off-limits to the public. That law was triggered by The 
Roanoke Times' posting of the database on its Web site in 2007. 

http://hamptonroads.com/2010/02/house-moves-lift-time-
limit-handgun-purchases 

 

10-02-16 NYPD Daily Blotter – out of town residents and 

NY gun registration 

Queens NYThree out-of-towners found out the hard way not 
to fly with their firearms, cops said yesterday.  

The men all attempted to declare their weapons during 
baggage check-in at La Guardia Airport between Feb. 3 and 
Feb. 7, cops said.  

 Ticket agents called police to see if the weapons had been 
registered in New York state, which they had not been, sources 
said.  

Arrested were Norman Dott, 67, of Lawton, Okla., Frank 
Rivera, 27, of Dallas, and Kamal Bradai, 34, of Tampa.  

 All were charged with criminal possession of a weapon, a 
spokeswoman for DA Richard Brown said. 
http://www.nypost.com/p/news/local/nypd_blotter/nypd_daily_b
lotter_qLVqz3LcTlPuFSemNxAxMN#ixzz0flzN6awM 

 

10-02-16 Pittsburgh School Officer Accused Of Having Gun 

On Property 

PITTSBURGH -- A Pittsburgh Public Schools security 
officer is accused of waving a weapon around while on school 
property.  

The district is investigating the incident, which happened at 
a district facility along Ridge Avenue on the North Side.  

 The accused officer, whose name isn't being released unless 
he is formally charged, was using his personal vehicle to help 
pull another vehicle out of the snow at the closed facility.  

 Channel 11 News sources said the officer had a revolver 
under his seat, and it came out while he was helping remove the 
other vehicle.  

The officer said he picked the weapon up and put it into the 
console of his vehicle.However, other officers said when 
confronted, the man started waving it around andpointed it at his 
fellow officers.  

 No shots were fired and no one was injured.  
Either way, school officials said weapons are prohibited on 

school property, and the officer accused in the incident was 
suspended with pay.  

 Each of the four officers involved in the incident have been 
asked to give official statements.  

So far no criminal charges have been filed. 
http://www.wpxi.com/news/22581695/detail.html 
 

10-02-15 UK Police firearms officer 'instinctively' shot 

colleague during training 

 PC Ian Terry, 32, a married father-of-two, was playing the 
role of a suspect in a getaway car when he was took the full 
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force of a blast from a shotgun loaded with a round of CS gas 
and powder.  

The inquest heard how `Chris`, who cannot be identified for 
legal reasons, had been specifically ordered to keep his pump-
action Remington shotgun facing downwards at all times.  

 But as PC Terry pointed an unloaded handgun at encircling 
police he stepped forward and opened fire. The impact was so 
severe that his colleague – believed to be his closest friend in 
Greater Manchester Police - was pronounced dead within 
minutes of reaching hospital.  

 In the aftermath of last year’s tragedy in Newton Heath, 
Manchester, police investigators were unable to decide whether 
he would have survived the shooting had he been wearing body 
armour.  

 `Chris` later told investigators at the Independent Police 
Complaints Commission he had “acted by instinct and had not 
intended to shoot his colleague”.  

PC Terry’s widow, Joanne, 33, listened tearfully as the 
Manchester coroner, Nigel Meadows, spent nearly an hour 
outlining the details of his tragic last training exercise.  

 Mr Meadows said teams of armed response officers arrived 
at the disused Sharp’s factory complex at around 10.15am on 
June 9.  

 They were there to practice intercepting and arresting 
armed criminals in getaway vehicles. A similar exercise had 
taken place at the same location the week before, and on that 
occasion the Remington shotgun had been deployed to fire so-
called disabling RIP (Round Irritant Personnel) rounds at the 
target car’s tyres.  

On June 9 a lead instructor, known only by the pseudonym 
`Francis`, told officers involved in the exercise that there would 
be a “shoot scenario” involving the target vehicle.  

 He went on to explain that the shotgun would only be used 
to deflate the front passenger tyre. It was also to be held down at 
all times.  

 Mr Meadows told the jury: “`Francis` said he specifically 
asked the group whether they understood this instruction, and 
they said they did”.  

In an initial exercise the shotgun was successfully used to 
deflate the tyre. There was no “shoot” scenario, but PC Terry 
and his fellow `robber` were duly detained.  

 It was at this point that the two balaclava-clad `felons` were 
given unloaded guns so they could enact a “shoot” scenario. 
They were given a briefing away from the main pursuit group.  

After their car was intercepted by the officers, `Chris`, 
stepped forward to blow out the front passenger tyre.  

 Mr Meadows said: “PC Terry extended his left hand 
through the front passenger window, holding an unloaded pistol. 
`Chris` approached from the rear and held up his firearm to 
cover the vehicle and its occupants.  

 “At some point he removed the safety catch from the 
shotgun. As he approached the target vehicle he fired at PC 
Terry from about a foot from his body.  

“The shot struck him on the left side of his chest and he 
could not be saved despite the quickest and best medical care.”  

 The coroner continued: “`Chris` was later to say he was not 
aware it was a “shoot” scenario. He said he had reacted 

instinctively to the threat posed by PC Terry, although he knew 
and appreciated it was a training exercise”.  

Mr Meadows said the inquest, scheduled to last five weeks, 
was expected to investigate not only the events of the day but 
the tactics and training procedures adopted in similar training 
exercises. It will also consider whether PC Terry should have 
been wearing fully body armour rather than simply goggles, a 
neck guard and thick jacket. 
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/7243869/Police-
firearms-officer-instinctively-shot-colleague-during-
training.html 

 

10-02-15 Don't try gun stings here, West Virginia pol 

Kessler warns Mayor Bloomberg 

 West Virginia has a message for Mayor Bloomberg: Don't 
come 'round here to buy our guns. 

A legislator there wants to ban the type of undercover stings 
that Bloomberg has used to showcase illegal gun sales in other 
states - and throw the mayor's investigators in jail if necessary. 

"It's for us to handle within our own borders," said state Sen. 
Jeffrey Kessler, who is running for governor in 2012. "We 
jealously guard our gun rights, and we're vocal advocates for the 
Second Amendment." 

He calls his proposal the "Bloomberg bill" - a reflection of 
how Bloomberg's anti-gun crusade has made him public enemy 
No. 1 to gun lovers. 

 The mayor has spent millions hiring private investigators to 
videotape gun dealers seemingly violating federal law - selling 
weapons to people who say they couldn't pass a background 
check, or who appear to be straw purchasers on behalf of others. 

"It may be good for getting headlines, but it may well be 
compromising actual law enforcement activities," Kessler said. 
"He's not a federal law enforcement officer." 

 Bloomberg has defended the stings as necessary to keep 
out-of-state guns from ending up on New York streets and in the 
hands of criminals. 

 He has put the videos on YouTube and mailed copies to 
Congress. A spokesman refused to say whether more are in 
progress. 

 Kessler's bill would ban those stings, making a felon out of 
anyone who "persuades, encourages or entices" a gun dealer to 
make an illegal sale. 

"It's not appropriate for any other law enforcement, absent 
the feds, to engage in gun buys - or try to entrap with gun buys - 
within our borders," Kessler said. 

"If there are violations, they should be investigated by 
clearly recognized law enforcement in our state, rather than by 
bringing in hired goons to do it." 

Bloomberg spokesman Jason Post fired right back, saying 
the mayor won't stop his fight. 

"This legislation gets it exactly backward. The city has never 
broken the law, but we have caught unscrupulous gun dealers 
selling in violation of federal law," Post said. 

 "Because 90% of guns used in crimes in New York City 
come from out of state, we have been forced to go outside our 
own borders to keep New Yorkers safe." 

Kessler said he introduced the bill after the National Rifle 
Association told him of similar proposals in other states. The 
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NRA didn't return a call for comment, but Kessler said he 
expects his bill to become law. 
http://www.nydailynews.com/news/2010/02/15/2010-02-
15_stay_away_ya_varmints_dont_try_stings_here_gunlovin_w_
va_pol_warns_mike.html 

 

10-02-15 Gunman opens fire at Calif. church, wounds 2 

teens 

RICHMOND, Calif. – Police were seeking a hooded 
gunman who horrified the congregation of a San Francisco Bay 
area church when he paced the aisles then pulled out a gun and 
shot two teenagers. 

No arrests had been made or suspects named in the Sunday 
shooting at New Gethsemane Church of God in Christ in 
Richmond, police said. 

The gunman flanked by two companions in hooded 
sweatshirts walked into the church, scanned the pews and fired 
about five shots, hitting a 14-year-old boy and a 19-year-old 
man in front of about 100 people, Richmond police Sgt. Bisa 
French said. 

 Charles Miller, a 64-year-old deacon at the church, said 
members of the congregation were about to tell the men to take 
off their hoods when the shooting began. 

 "I was listening to the choir and all of a sudden there was a 
'pop pop pop pop pop,'" Miller told the San Francisco 
Chronicle. "Everyone hit the floor. I didn't know the shooting 
was inside the church at first, until I heard all of the hollering 
and screaming." 

The 14-year-old was hit in the shoulder and the 19-year-old 
was struck in the leg, French said. Both victims, whose names 
haven't been released, were hospitalized and were expected to 
survive. There were no other injuries. 

 "It's terrible when you come to the house of the Lord and 
start doing this," Miller said. "It's just something you don't do." 

 Investigators believe the men were targeting someone in the 
church but don't know if the two who were hit were the intended 
targets, French said. 

French said investigators were interviewing witnesses to see 
if anyone recognized the men. 

A handful of congregants returned to the church after police 
processed the crime scene and finished the service. 

 "We went on and had church anyway," Miller told the 
Chronicle. "We were giving thanks that nobody was killed. We 
wanted to go and serve the Lord anyway." 

The small, off-white two-story church is surrounded by a 
red-and white wrought-iron fence in a residential section of 
Richmond, a city of 103,000 on the eastern Bay shoreline north 
of Oakland and Berkeley. 

The city has already seen seven homicides in 2010, and 
garnered national attention because of the alleged gang rape by 
as many as 10 people of a 16-year-old girl outside an October 
homecoming dance at Richmond High School, with as many as 
20 bystanders allegedly watching. 

http://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/20100215/ap_on_re_us/us_chur
ch_service_shooting 

 

10-02-14 New park gun law not rattling state  

The provisions pushed by Sen. Tom Coburn aren't foreseen 
to cause problems in Oklahoma 

WASHINGTON — Officials at Oklahoma's national parks 
and refuges are preparing for controversial new measures, 
sponsored by U.S. Sen. Tom Coburn, that let visitors carry 
loaded guns.  

Approved last year as an amendment to a major credit-card 
reform bill, the provisions by the Oklahoma Republican take 
effect Feb. 22.  

Previous regulations dating back to the Reagan 
administration allowed park visitors to carry firearms as long as 
the guns were inoperable and not readily accessible.  

Coburn's provisions force national parks and refuges to 
follow the gun laws of the states where they are.  

 Although those provisions continue to spark concerns 
among critics — one group of retired park rangers called them 
dangerous — interviews with several officials in charge of the 
dozen or so federal sites in Oklahoma did not trigger similar 
misgivings.  

"The law kicked up a little bit of dust,'' said Eric Leonard, a 
park ranger and public information officer at the Chickasaw 
National Recreation Area near Sulphur.  

"But at the end of the day we are letting people do 
something legally in this place they do in other places in 
Oklahoma. Beyond that, not a lot has really changed.''  

Jeff Rupert, the manager of the Wichita Mountains Wildlife 
Refuge near Lawton, also is "not really anticipating any kind of 
splash at all."  

He said his concerns, if any, would focus on firearms use by 
visitors to the refuge.  

"That doesn't change,'' he said.  
Lisa Conard Frost, the superintendent at the Washita 

Battlefield National Historic Site near Cheyenne, also pointed 
out that the ban of weapons other than firearms will remain.  

 What may help lessen the concern is Oklahoma law, which 
allows concealed weapons to be carried, provided the holder has 
a state permit, but does not allow them to be carried openly.  

 All three officials stressed that a separate law that bars 
firearms in federal facilities was not changed by Coburn's 
provisions. That means guns can be carried into a park but not 
into its visitor center or an office building or a maintenance 
shop where federal employees work.  

 David Barna, the chief of public affairs for the National 
Park Service, concedes that may lead to confusion for visitors.  

He added, however, that the agency places the burden on 
visitors to its parks to know what they can do under state laws.  

The agency's top leaders are making it the job of others such 
as local superintendents and even companies that operate a hotel 
or other concession at a park to know what the law in its 
particular state is.  

 "We can't do that. That would be crazy,'' Barna said, citing 
the many differences in state gun laws.  

Scot McElveen, the president of the Association of National 
Park Rangers, disagreed.  

McElveen, whose group opposed Coburn's amendment, said 
the Park Service should do more by providing a spreadsheet 
covering gun laws in all 50 states instead of leaving it to 
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individual park officials to figure out what is allowed within 
their states.  

He repeated his concerns that Coburn's provisions could 
increase risk to wildlife and to rangers trying to enforce the law.  

State laws that allow rifles, shotguns and even assault 
weapons to be carried top his concerns.  

Another group critical of Coburn's provisions, the Coalition 
of National Park Service Retirees, also focused on parks in 
states that have more permissive gun laws.  

Highlighting what visitors could expect at several national 
parks in such states, the group warned of assault weapons at 
Mather Point overlooking the Grand Canyon in Arizona, pistols 
on the concert lawn at Wolf Trap in Virginia and shotguns at 
Lamar River Valley in Yellowstone National Park.  

 "This is a sad chapter in the history of America's premier 
system of heritage areas," said Bill Wade, a former 
superintendent of Shenandoah National Park and the chairman 
of the coalition's Executive Council.  

"A feeling of safety and security will be replaced by 
wariness and suspicion. This diminishes some of the specialness 
and reverence our citizens have long accorded to their national 
parks.''  

http://www.tulsaworld.com/news/article.aspx?subjectid=16
&articleid=20100214_16_A17_WASHIN251044&archive=yes 

 

10-02-14 Professor Charged in Ala. Shooting Killed Brother 

in 1986 

 More than 23 years before a college professor was accused 
of shooting six of her colleagues at an Alabama university, her 
teenage brother died from the blast of a shotgun she held in the 
kitchen of her family's home in Massachusetts.  

The 1986 shooting was ruled accidental and no charges were 
filed against Amy Bishop. The case could get a closer look as 
authorities try to explain why they believe the Harvard-educated 
neurobiologist opened fire Friday, killing three. 

Bishop, a rare woman suspected of a workplace shooting, 
had just months left teaching at the University of Alabama in 
Huntsville because she was denied tenure. 

Some, including the husband of one victim and one of her 
students, have said she was upset after being denied the job-for-
life security afforded tenured academics. Authorities have 
refused to discuss a motive, and school spokesman Ray Garner 
said the faculty meeting wasn't called to discuss tenure. 

 It appeared the violent episode in Bishop's past wasn't 
known to her colleagues in Huntsville. 

Bishop shot her brother, Seth, an 18-year-old accomplished 
violinist, in the chest in 1986, said Paul Frazier, the police chief 
in Braintree, Massachusetts, where the shooting occurred. 

Both William Setzer, chairman of the chemistry department 
at UAH, and university police Chief Chuck Gailes said they had 
not heard about the Massachusetts incident until being asked by 
reporters Saturday. 

The Norfolk County District Attorney's office released a 
1987 report with details of their investigation, based on 
interviews with Amy Bishop and her parents conducted by a 
state trooper after the shooting. The report concluded Seth 
Bishop was killed by an "accidental discharge of a firearm." 

Amy Bishop told investigators she was trying to learn how 
to use a shotgun that her father had purchased for protection in 
the home after a break-in. She said she did not know how to use 
the weapon and brought it downstairs to the kitchen for help 
unloading it. 

She said she was raising it when "someone said something to 
her and she turned and the gun went off" while her brother was 
walking across the kitchen, according to the report. 

 She then ran out of the house with the weapon. When she 
talked to investigators 11 days after the shooting, she told them 
she could only remember hearing her mother scream and she 
didn't know the gunshot struck her brother until later. 

 The report by Trooper Brian Howe said Bishop's "highly 
emotional state" immediately after the shooting made it 
impossible to question her. The report said she was 19 at the 
time. Police say she is 42 now, though the university's Web site 
lists her as 44. 

 The handling of the case prompted back-and-forth claims 
from the current Braintree police chief, Frazier, and the former 
chief, John Polio. 

Frazier said Polio instructed officers to release Amy Bishop 
to her mother, who had once served on a police personnel 
board. That move upset officers who remembered the 1986 
shooting, Frazier said. 

 "The police officers here were very upset about that," said 
Frazier, who was a patrolman at the time and spoke to officers 
who remembered the incident that day, including one who filed 
a report on it. 

Frazier also said the police records of the shooting have 
disappeared and he planned to meet with the local district 
attorney over the possibility of launching a criminal 
investigation into how the Bishop case was handled. 

 Polio, now 87, said Saturday at his Braintree home that he 
was astonished at any implication of a cover-up. He said he 
didn't instruct officers to release Bishop and wasn't close to her 
mother, who he said served on the police board years before the 
shooting. 

"(There's) no cover-up, no missing records," Polio said. "If 
they're missing, they're missing since I retired." 

Polio said that at the time there were questions about 
whether Amy Bishop intended to kill her brother because of 
conflicting reports about whether the two had argued or had just 
been horsing around when the gun was fired. 

Polio said the officer who took Bishop into custody told 
Polio he was upset she was released but "it was an isolated cop, 
telling me something. It wasn't a big movement." 

Attempts by AP to track down addresses and phone numbers 
for Bishop's family in the Braintree area weren't immediately 
successful Saturday. The current police chief said he believed 
her family had moved away. 

 In Huntsville, students, faculty and the community struggled 
to explain the violence. 

The three killed were Gopi K. Podila, the chairman of the 
Department of Biological Sciences, and two other faculty 
members, Maria Ragland Davis and Adriel Johnson. Three 
people were wounded. Two of them — Joseph Leahy and 
staffer Stephanie Monticciolo — were in critical condition early 
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Sunday. The third, Luis Cruz-Vera, had been released from the 
hospital. 

 Bishop was arrested shortly after the shooting and was 
charged with capital murder, which can bring the death penalty 
if she is convicted. It wasn't immediately known if she has an 
attorney. No one was home at the couple's house. Her husband, 
James Anderson, was detained and questioned by police but has 
not been charged. She is the mother of four children. 

A 9 mm handgun was found in the bathroom of the building 
where the shootings occurred, and Huntsville police spokesman 
Sgt. Mark Roberts said Bishop did not have a permit for it. 

Descriptions of Bishop from students and colleagues were 
mixed. Some saw a strange woman who had difficulty relating 
to her students, while others described a witty, intelligent 
teacher. 

Students and colleagues described Bishop as smart, but 
someone who often had difficulty explaining complicated 
concepts. 

 Bishop was well-known in the research community, 
appearing on the cover of the winter 2009 issue of "The 
Huntsville R&D Report," a local magazine focusing on 
engineering, space and genetics. 

Setzer, the chemistry chairman, said Bishop was appealing 
the tenure decision made last year. 

"Politics and personalities" always play a role in the tenure 
process, he said. "In a close department it's more so. If you have 
any lone wolves or bizarre personalities, it's a problem and I'm 
thinking that certainly came into play here." 
http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,585781,00.html 

 

10-02-13 MISS - Lawmakers mull sales tax holiday on guns, 

ammo 

State lawmakers are considering a two-day sales tax 
exemption for guns and ammunition in honor of “Second 
Amendment Weekend” which would come just before fall 
hunting seasons.  

Some said fear over revenue loss might derail the measure, 
House Bill 1207, which was authored by Rep. Warner McBride, 
D-Courtland. It has 39 cosponsors including several from South 
Mississippi. But the House Ways and Means Committee hasn’t 
taken up the bill.  

 The legislation would waive sales taxes on rifles, shotguns, 
handguns and ammunition on Friday and Saturday of Labor Day 
weekend. The National Rifle Association and some hunting 
groups support “Second Amendment Weekends” which 
Louisiana and South Carolina have enacted. Sporting goods 
stores in Louisiana reported a boost during the tax holiday, 
according to the Baton Rouge Advocate. The Oklahoma 
Legislature is also considering such a tax break.  

Rep. Dirk Dedeaux, D-Sellers, a cosponsor of the bill, said 
Mississippi might be able to attract out-of-state shoppers on 
Second Amendment Weekend because they could find big 
savings on gun and ammo purchases just before several fall 
hunting seasons open. Dedeaux hopes they would also buy other 
hunting supplies that wouldn’t be covered by the sales tax 
exemption, which might create more revenue.  

 “It’s a significant savings for anybody that takes advantage 
of it,” Dedeaux said. “Our logic is Mississippi has borders all 

around us and hopefully, we would be a destination for people 
to come and get stocked up.”  

 Dedeaux said he would prefer it only apply to ammunition, 
which he suspects would be the most popular item, instead of 
guns sales. He and others also said they might favor an 
amendment putting a limit on the size of the purchase that 
would qualify for the tax break. In 2009, Mississippi joined 
more than a dozen other states offering sales tax holidays, when 
it exempted clothes and footwear priced under $100 for a 
weekend. Advocates at the time said Mississippi was losing 
shoppers to neighboring states that already had the sales tax 
holidays in place for back-to-school shoppers.  

 Some tax research groups oppose sales tax holidays, 
including the Tax Foundation, a Washington based organization 
that describes itself as “a nonpartisan educational organization.” 
In a 2009 report, the Tax Foundation says claims about such 
sales tax holidays boosting the economy are often overblown.  

“Politicians and other supporters routinely claim that sales 
tax holidays improve sales for retailers, create jobs, and 
promote economic growth,” the report said. “Despite their 
political popularity, sales tax holidays are based on poor tax 
policy and distract policymakers and taxpayers from real, 
permanent, and economically beneficial tax reform.”  

 The Tax Foundation also said tax amnesty days are 
“political gimmicks” that distract lawmakers from tackling 
deeper issues with the tax code.  

“If a state must offer a ‘holiday’ from its tax system, it is a 
sign that the state’s tax system is uncompetitive,” the report 
said. “If policymakers want to save money for consumers, then 
they should cut the sales tax rate year-round.”  

A representative with the Mississippi State Tax Commission 
didn’t respond to inquiries about the bill by deadline on Friday.  

Dedeaux acknowledges worries about slumping revenue 
could derail the bill this year.  

“I just don’t know that (House Bill 1207) would be seriously 
considered this year, especially given the fact that we are not in 
a position to cut a whole lot of taxes that you think that have the 
potential to generate more revenue in an oblique kind of way,” 
Dedeaux said.  

 Rep. Jessica Upshaw, R-Diamondhead, who is also a 
cosponsor of the bill, believes the measure would drive up sales 
of other items. Upshaw said overall, she favors the spirit of the 
bill because she believes sales tax holidays on other items have 
generated extra revenue.  

 Rep. Herb Frierson, R-Poplarville, another cosponsor, said 
the measure would offer a boost to Mississippi’s robust 
outdoors industry. He said not having to pay sales tax on a 
$1,500 rifle might prompt a person to buy the gun when they 
normally wouldn’t have.  

 “I do believe tax cuts in economic conditions like we’re 
experiencing now will generate economic activity because it 
creates more discretionary income, which everybody is short on 
now,” Frierson said. 
http://www.sunherald.com/218/story/1948785.html 

 

10-02-13 Editorial: Get guns off the street 
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 Gun control tends to be the third rail of politics in 
Pennsylvania, rarely if ever touched by candidates who hope to 
prevail on Election Day. 

So it's good to see the state's top anti-gun-violence group 
take the rather audacious step of trying to get all of the major 
gubernatorial candidates to go on record in favor of tighter, 
commonsense gun laws. 

Even more unusual is that a number of the contenders to 
replace Gov. Rendell are actually speaking up in favor of gun-
safety measures. 

At a recent Democratic debate, three candidates voiced 
support for critical legislation that would help police target 
trafficking in illegal handguns. 

 Requiring gun owners to report any lost or stolen handguns 
would reduce the number of weapons purchased legally that end 
up being used in street crimes. So-called "straw buyers" often 
claim that their legally purchased handguns were misplaced or 
heisted, in the event that police track a gun that was used in a 
crime back to them. 

With cheerleading by CeaseFirePA, more than two-dozen 
communities across the state have come out in support of 
reporting missing handguns. In Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, and 19 
other towns, elected officials actually have passed local 
ordinances that require reporting stolen guns. 

 Not surprisingly, the National Rifle Association is 
challenging those rules. But the questions it raises would be 
moot if the next governor and legislature got behind a statewide 
push to target illegal handguns. 

 Three Democratic candidates - Allegheny County Executive 
Dan Onorato, former U.S. Rep. Joe Hoeffel, and Scranton 
Mayor Chris Doherty - support a lost-and-stolen law. The other 
Democrat, Auditor General Jack Wagner, hasn't made that 
commitment but concedes that illegal weapons pose a dire 
safety threat that needs to be addressed. 

 Polls show overwhelming support for action, with 96 
percent in favor of mandating missing-weapons reports. Another 
good sign is the 159 cities and towns that have joined the state's 
Mayors Against Illegal Guns group. 

That type of support should make it easy for every 
gubernatorial candidate to support stronger gun laws, but state 
Attorney General Tom Corbett, the Republican front-runner, 
still toes the NRA line, contending that all law-abiding gun 
owners will report any stolen weapons. 

He's missing the point. The objective isn't to target lawful 
gun owners, but to trip up gun traffickers with a reporting 
requirement they cannot legally ignore. 

 Corbett is ducking the issue, and that's disappointing. As the 
state's top law enforcement officer, he well knows the 
widespread support among police chiefs for tighter gun laws. 
The 22 funerals of Pennsylvania police officers in the last 
decade have been a grim testament to the dangers police officers 
face with so many illegal weapons in circulation. 

Corbett has had some success nabbing people for illegal 
weapons deals with the Gun Violence Task Force, but it's still 
worth it to close the loophole on reporting missing weapons. 
Most Pennsylvanians understand this measure is not about 
depriving law-abiding citizens of their right to own weapons; it's 
about saving lives. The next governor must see that. 

http://www.philly.com/inquirer/opinion/20100213_Editorial
__Get_guns_off_the_street.html 

 

10-02-13 Motive in Question as Professor Faces Murder 

Charge in Alabama Campus Shooting 

 There "may never be a clear answer" as to why a biology 
professor at the University of Alabama in Huntsville allegedly 
shot and killed three colleagues and wounded three others, 
campus police said Saturday in a news conference.  

 Amy Bishop, 42, was charged Friday night with one count 
of capital murder, which means she could face the death penalty 
if convicted, and authorities said Saturday more charges are 
pending. She reportedly had been involved in a tenure dispute 
on the campus. 

Police said a 9 mm gun was found in a restroom in the 
science building on the University of Alabama's Huntsville 
campus, where the shootings occurred Friday afternoon. 

Bishop, a Harvard-educated neurobiologist who became an 
assistant professor at the school in 2003, was taken Friday night 
in handcuffs to the county jail. As she got into a police car, she 
said, "It didn't happen. There's no way. ... They are still alive." 

Students' assessments of Bishop varied. Some recalled an 
attentive, friendly teacher, while others said she was an odd 
woman who couldn't simplify difficult subjects for students. 
Sammie Lee Davis, the husband of a tenured researcher who 
was killed, said his wife had described Bishop as "not being 
able to deal with reality" and "not as good as she thought she 
was." 

Davis said his wife was a tenured researcher at the 
university. In a brief phone interview, Davis said he was told his 
wife was at a meeting to discuss the tenure status of another 
faculty member who got angry and started shooting. 

 University spokesman Ray Garner said that Bishop was up 
for tenure, but that the faculty meeting was not called to 
specifically discuss tenure. 

Davis' wife, Maria Ragland Davis, was among those killed, 
along with Gopi K. Podila, chairman of the biological sciences 
department, and another faculty member, Adriel Johnson. 

 Bishop had created a portable cell incubator, known as InQ, 
that was less expensive than its larger counterparts. She and her 
husband had won $25,000 in 2007 to market the device. 

 Andrea Bennett, a sophomore majoring in nursing and an 
athlete at UAH, said a coach told her team that Bishop had been 
denied tenure, which the coach said may have led to the 
shooting. 

 Bennett described Bishop as being "very weird" and "a 
really big nerd." 

 "She's well-known on campus, but I wouldn't say she's a 
good teacher. I've heard a lot of complaints," Bennett said. 
"She's a genius, but she really just can't explain things." 

 Amanda Tucker, a junior nursing major from Alabaster, 
Alabama, had Bishop for anatomy class about a year ago. 
Tucker said a group of students complained to a dean about 
Bishop's classroom performance. 

 "When it came down to tests, and people asked her what 
was the best way to study, she'd just tell you, 'Read the book.' 
When the test came, there were just ridiculous questions. No 
one even knew what she was asking," Tucker said. 
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 However, UAH student Andrew Cole was in Bishop's 
anatomy class Friday morning and said she seemed perfectly 
normal. 

"She's understanding, and was concerned about students," he 
said. "I would have never thought it was her." 

Nick Lawton, 25, described Bishop as funny and 
accommodating with students. 

"She seemed like a nice enough professor," Lawton said. 
The Huntsville campus has about 7,500 students in northern 

Alabama, not far from the Tennessee line. The university is 
known for its scientific and engineering programs and often 
works closely with NASA. 

The space agency has a research center on the school's 
campus, where many scientists and engineers from NASA's 
Marshall Space Flight Center perform Earth and space science 
research and development. 

 The university will remain closed next week, and all athletic 
events were canceled. The wounded were still recovering in 
hospitals early Saturday. Luis Cruz-Vera was in fair condition; 
Joseph Leahy in critical condition; and staffer Stephanie 
Monticello also was in critical condition. 

 It's the second shooting in a week on an area campus. On 
Feb. 5, a 14-year-old student was killed in a middle school 
hallway in nearby Madison, allegedly by a fellow student. 

 Mass shootings are rarely carried out by women, said Dr. 
Park Dietz, who is president of Threat Assessment Group Inc., a 
Newport Beach, California-based violence prevention firm. 

A notable exception was a 1985 rampage at a Springfield, 
Pennsylvania, mall in which three people were killed. In June 
1986, Sylvia Seegrist was deemed guilty but mentally ill on 
three counts of murder and seven counts of attempted murder in 
the shooting spree. 

 Dietz, who interviewed Seegrist after her arrest, said it was 
possible the suspect in Friday's shooting had a long-standing 
grudge against colleagues or superiors and felt complaints had 
not been dealt with fairly. 

 Gregg McCrary, a retired FBI agent and private criminal 
profiler based in Fredericksburg, Virginia, said there is no 
typical outline of a mass shooter but noted they often share a 
sense of paranoia, depression or a feeling that they are not 
appreciated. 

http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,585682,00.html 
 

10-02-12 Radnor mulls reporting law for lost, stolen 

handguns 

RADNOR - Call it “an area where reasonable minds can 
disagree.” 

That’s how one Radnor Township commissioner described 
the debate over a proposed ordinance the Board of 
Commissioners is considering that would require residents to 
report a lost or stolen handgun within 72 hours of the loss or 
discovery of the loss. 

Violators could be fined up to $1,000 or jailed for up to 90 
days. 

 The ordinance, which would change the township’s hunting 
and weapons codes, was introduced by a vote at Monday’s 
Board of Commissioners meeting. 

 Many township residents and some from other areas of the 
region attended the meeting to speak on the proposal. There 
seemed to be equal amount of support on each side. 

 Opponents of the ordinance argue that it tries to pre-empt 
state gun laws, that it is ineffective and unenforceable and that it 
infringes on people’s constitutional rights. 

 A few people opined that the “real purpose” of the 
ordinance, put forward by the organization CeaseFire PA, is to 
punish people who own firearms and to persuade people to stop 
buying guns. 

Austin Hepburn of Radnor called the legislation “an attack 
on all lawful gun owners.” 

 Proponents of the proposed ordinance said it is one way to 
try to stop legally purchased handguns from getting into the 
illegal arena, and that it would contribute to efforts to stop gun 
violence. 

Wayne resident Jim Higgins, treasurer of Ceasefire PA, told 
the commissioners that an ordinance that requires residents to 
report lost or stolen guns would remove a “false defense” 
sometimes offered by straw purchasers when a gun used in a 
crime is traced back to him or her. 

 When police trace the gun back, the “stock answer” is often 
that it was lost or stolen, Higgins said. 

“And that’s the end of the line for the police,” he said. 
Radnor Township solicitor John Rice will offer an opinion 

on the legality of the proposed ordinance for the commissioners 
before it is up for final approval. 

 Although there have already been legal challenges in the 
state, they have been thrown out for lack of standing, meaning 
that to reach a court decision, the law would have to be 
enforced, and then fought, in one of the municipalities that have 
approved it. 

 Twenty-four Pennsylvania municipalities have passed 
similar regulations in the last two years. One speaker who 
opposes the proposal noted that there have not been any 
prosecutions stemming from the law. 

 When someone reports a stolen gun in Radnor, he or she 
completes a stolen-property report and makes a sworn 
statement. Then police enter the owner information and gun 
serial number into an enforcement database and forward it to a 
federal-level database, the Radnor Police’s Lt. A.J. Antonini 
told the commissioners during a discussion earlier this month. 

“I would report a stolen gun... but does that mean it’s 
appropriate for us to make a law concerning it?” Villanova 
resident John Dallas Bowers asked rhetorically. 

“The first case brought will, I believe, be defeated, but at my 
expense,” he said of the law. 

Elaine Paul Schaefer, the aforementioned commissioner who 
talked about reasonable minds disagreeing, said her reading of 
the proposed ordinance was that it would not pre-empt state law 
because what it tries to regulate does not fall into the four 
prongs that the state regulates: ownership, possession, 
transportation and transfer. 

She said the pre-emptive issue was a “threshold” one for the 
commissioners. 

But, she noted, “it’s a dangerous situation where a gun is 
unaccounted for in our community.” 
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http://delcotimes.com/articles/2010/02/12/news/doc4b756b0
547118137699816.txt 

 

10-02-12 EDITORIAL- Maryland Gun owners in cross 

hairs 

The gun grabbers are at it again in Maryland. Next month, 
the state's House Judiciary Committee will initiate hearings on 
legislation forcing firearms enthusiasts to register with the state 
government before they can exercise their Second Amendment 
rights.  

The plan, drafted by Delegate Samuel I. Rosenberg, 
Baltimore Democrat, and Sen. Brian E. Frosh, Montgomery 
County Democrat, would mandate that citizens carry a special 
license while conducting any number of routine transactions 
involving a gun.  

To obtain a gun license, a person must fill out a long 
application form, attend a comprehensive firearms safety 
course, pay a nonrefundable fee to the state and wait 30 days for 
the completion of a criminal background check. If all items are 
processed properly, the Maryland State Police would drop the 
license in the mail.  

It would become a crime to go to a gun range and rent a 
firearm for a little target shooting without this license in hand. 
Out-of-state visitors who might want to keep up their skills 
while on vacation would be out of luck under the proposal 
because they would not even be allowed to apply for a state gun 
license.  

 The bill would make it a crime on par with murder, 
kidnapping, rape and extortion for a private party to sell his own 
gun to someone who has no license. It also would give police 
the authority to seize the e-mail, cell phone and other records of 
anyone merely suspected of selling or renting a gun in Maryland 
without a license. This is an extreme reaction to conduct that is 
perfectly legal in most states and should be a constitutional right 
anywhere in the Land of the Free.  

 It's obvious that Mr. Rosenberg and Mr. Frosh are not really 
interested in stopping criminals from obtaining weapons. 
Instead, this misguided proposal plainly is designed to harass 
legitimate gun owners with bureaucracy and paperwork until 
they simply give up on the idea of exercising their legal rights. 
Readers should let the measure's proponents know what they 
think. Mr. Frosh is available at 301/ 858-3102, 
brian.frosh@senate.state.md.us, and Mr. Rosenberg can be 
reached at 301/858-3179, samuel.rosenberg@ 
house.state.md.us.  

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/feb/12/gun-
owners-in-the-cross-hairs/?feat=home_headlines 

 
 

10-02-12 Ohio - Bullet-stopping BlackBerry saves 

woman at local Fricker’s 

 BUTLER TWP., Montgomery County — A woman’s 
BlackBerry cell phone saved her from serious harm after her 
boyfriend’s concealed handgun discharged inside a restaurant.  

The incident occurred about 11 p.m. Saturday, Feb. 6, in 
Fricker’s on Miller Lane, said Butler Twp. police Capt. Carl 
Bush.  

The gun owner, Anthony J. Holtvogt, 24, of Kettering holds 
a concealed carry permit for the firearm.  

 He faces one charge of possession of a firearm in a liquor 
permit premises. The third-degree felony is punishable by up to 
five years in prison and a $10,000 fine.  

Bush said Holtvogt, his girlfriend, 22, and other friends were 
enjoying beers at Fricker’s, 6834 Miller Lane. The girlfriend 
lives in Butler Twp.  

When they prepared to leave, Holtvogt told police, he 
picked up his coat and began putting it on. The firearm was in 
the coat pocket.  

The sleeve got caught in the coat, and as Holtvogt reached 
down, he noticed the slide on the .32-caliber handgun was 
pulled back. The gun then discharged.  

The slug put a hole through his coat and his girlfriend’s 
jeans, but struck the BlackBerry in her left pants pocket dead 
center, Bush said. The bullet caused only bruising, and the 
woman declined medical treatment, Bush said.  

“The BlackBerry saved her absolutely,” Bush said. “It could 
have been pretty serious.”  

If Holtvogt is convicted, he faces a mandatory revocation of 
his concealed carry permit, Bush said.  

 The Montgomery County Sheriff’s Office, which issues the 
permits, has been notified, Bush said.  

http://www.daytondailynews.com/news/crime/bullet-
stopping-blackberry-saves-woman-at-local-frickers-
543968.html 

 

10-02-12 Radnor mulls reporting law for lost, stolen 

handguns 

RADNOR - Call it “an area where reasonable minds can 
disagree.” 

 That’s how one Radnor Township commissioner described 
the debate over a proposed ordinance the Board of 
Commissioners is considering that would require residents to 
report a lost or stolen handgun within 72 hours of the loss or 
discovery of the loss. 

Violators could be fined up to $1,000 or jailed for up to 90 
days. 

The ordinance, which would change the township’s hunting 
and weapons codes, was introduced by a vote at Monday’s 
Board of Commissioners meeting. 

Many township residents and some from other areas of the 
region attended the meeting to speak on the proposal. There 
seemed to be equal amount of support on each side. 

Opponents of the ordinance argue that it tries to pre-empt 
state gun laws, that it is ineffective and unenforceable and that it 
infringes on people’s constitutional rights. 

 A few people opined that the “real purpose” of the 
ordinance, put forward by the organization CeaseFire PA, is to 
punish people who own firearms and to persuade people to stop 
buying guns. 

Austin Hepburn of Radnor called the legislation “an attack 
on all lawful gun owners.” 

 Proponents of the proposed ordinance said it is one way to 
try to stop legally purchased handguns from getting into the 
illegal arena, and that it would contribute to efforts to stop gun 
violence. 
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Wayne resident Jim Higgins, treasurer of Ceasefire PA, told 
the commissioners that an ordinance that requires residents to 
report lost or stolen guns would remove a “false defense” 
sometimes offered by straw purchasers when a gun used in a 
crime is traced back to him or her. 

When police trace the gun back, the “stock answer” is often 
that it was lost or stolen, Higgins said. 

“And that’s the end of the line for the police,” he said. 
 Radnor Township solicitor John Rice will offer an opinion 

on the legality of the proposed ordinance for the commissioners 
before it is up for final approval. 

 Although there have already been legal challenges in the 
state, they have been thrown out for lack of standing, meaning 
that to reach a court decision, the law would have to be 
enforced, and then fought, in one of the municipalities that have 
approved it. 

 Twenty-four Pennsylvania muni-cipalities have passed 
similar regulations in the last two years. One speaker who 
opposes the proposal noted that there have not been any 
prosecutions stemming from the law. 

 When someone reports a stolen gun in Radnor, he or she 
completes a stolen-property report and makes a sworn 
statement. Then police enter the owner information and gun 
serial number into an enforcement database and forward it to a 
federal-level database, the Radnor Police’s Lt. A.J. Antonini 
told the commissioners during a discussion earlier this month. 

“I would report a stolen gun... but does that mean it’s 
appropriate for us to make a law concerning it?” Villanova 
resident John Dallas Bowers asked rhetorically. 

“The first case brought will, I believe, be defeated, but at my 
expense,” he said of the law. 

 Elaine Paul Schaefer, the aforementioned commissioner 
who talked about reasonable minds disagreeing, said her 
reading of the proposed ordinance was that it would not pre-
empt state law because what it tries to regulate does not fall into 
the four prongs that the state regulates: ownership, possession, 
transportation and transfer. 

She said the pre-emptive issue was a “threshold” one for the 
commissioners. 

 But, she noted, “it’s a dangerous situation where a gun is 
unaccounted for in our community.” 

http://delcotimes.com/articles/2010/02/12/news/doc4b756b0
547118137699816.txt 

 

10-02-11 US may give Israel Iraq ammo 

Ahead of the United States’s planned withdrawal from Iraq, 
American military teams have visited Israel to consider the 
possibility of storing some of the equipment and ammunition 
that is pulled out in special storage centers at various locations 
here, according to senior defense officials. 

According to the officials, the Americans plan to leave a 
significant amount of equipment in Iraq to assist local security 
forces. Additional equipment, though, would be transferred to 
Afghanistan as well as possibly to Jordan, Egypt and Saudi 
Arabia. 

A security agreement between the United States and Iraq 
calls for withdrawal of all US forces by the end of 2011. The 
equipment that Israel might receive, one official said, is 

ammunition, vehicles, and a specially designed rapid cannon – 
called C-RAM – that can intercept small projectiles such as 
mortars. 

 “There is talk that some of the equipment will be stored in 
Israel,” the official said. “If that is the case, in the event of an 
emergency we may be able to use it.” 

Last month, Defense News reported that the Pentagon had 
decided to double the value of emergency military stockpiles it 
stores in Israel to the value of $800 million. Defense officials 
said that this was a separate move, not connected to the 
withdrawal from Iraq. 

The US already maintains several stockpiles in Israel that 
include missiles, armored vehicles, aerial munitions and artillery 
ordnance. The US began stockpiling equipment in Israel in the 
early 1990s. 

The new deal, according to Defense News, was signed by 
Brig.-Gen. Ofer Wolf, head of the IDF’s Logistics and 
Technology Branch and Rear-Adm. Andy Brown, logistics 
director for the US Military’s European Command (EUCOM). 

“Officially, all of this equipment belongs to the US 
military,” the official said. “If however, there is a conflict, the 
IDF can ask for permission to use some of the equipment.” 

The last time this happened was during the Second Lebanon 
War in 2006 when the IDF received access to US stockpiles and 
also received shipments of weaponry, particularly smart bombs 
from the United States. 

In related news, the IDF and the Pentagon are close to 
reaching an understanding regarding the establishment of a Joint 
Strike Fighter (JSF) maintenance center in Israel. The JSF is a 
fifth-generation fighter jet, also known as the F-35, 
manufactured by Lockheed Martin. The IDF is currently in the 
midst of advanced negotiations regarding the potential sale of a 
squadron of the aircraft to Israel. 

In the negotiations with the Pentagon, Israeli demands have 
focused on three issues – the integration of Israeli-made 
electronic warfare systems into the planes, the integration of 
Israeli communication systems and the ability to independently 
maintain the planes in the event of a technical or structural 
problem. 

 The Pentagon had initially said that it would establish a 
maintenance center in Italy but Israel rejected the proposal and 
said that due to its operational requirements, it needed to have 
the ability to fix damaged planes immediately. 

 But the US is insisting on running its own maintenance 
centers, because the internal computers on the planes are 
classified and access to them is not given to foreign customers. 

 As a result, a compromise appears to be in the offing, under 
which the US will set up a maintenance center on an Israel Air 
Force base. The center will be manned by Americans who will 
fix damaged planes. 
http://www.jpost.com/Israel/Article.aspx?id=168393 

 

10-02-10 Va. sheriff's sergeant accused of robbing bank 

 CHESAPEAKE, Va. -- A Chesapeake sheriff's sergeant 
accused of robbing the same bank branch three times has been 
fired.  
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 Police say 32-year-old John Michael Keane II of Suffolk 
was arrested Tuesday afternoon, shortly after a BB&T branch 
was robbed by a man wearing dark glasses and a surgical mask.  

 Mr. Keane also is charged with robbing the same bank 
branch on July 10 and Dec. 23. Other charges include use of a 
firearm in a felony and wearing a mask in public.  

 Sheriff's office spokesman Sgt. David Rosado said Mr. 
Keane had been with the department since 1998. Mr. Keane was 
fired Wednesday morning.  

Mr. Keane is being held at the Chesapeake Correctional 
Center without bond.  

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/feb/10/va-
sheriffs-sergeant-accused-robbing-bank/?feat=home_top5_read 

 

10-02-10 Man Arrested For Preparing For Martial Law In 

Massachusetts 

Gregory D. Girard, 45, was arrested Tuesday night for 
allegedly storing several tear gas grenades and explosive pepper 
ball projectiles. He was also charged with the illegal possession 
of four police batons. 

 Just before 11:30 p.m. Tuesday, Manchester-by-the Sea 
police executed a search warrant at 23 Bridge St., police said in 
a statement. Girard faces four counts of possession of an 
infernal device and four counts of possession of a dangerous 
weapon. Additional charges are pending, police said. 

He indicated to police that he anticipated some form of 
Armageddon to take place shortly and he was getting prepared, 
Police Chief Glenn McKiel said. 

In addition to the grenade-type devices, police found 
approximately 20 weapons, including high-powered rifles, 
shotguns, and handguns. All of the firearms were purchased and 
registered legally within the past 10 months, McKiel said. 

 Girard, a computer consultant, had a Class A license, which 
enabled him to purchase large-capacity firearms. According to 
police, he was granted the permit without question. 

He did not have a criminal record and there was no 
indication at the time [the permit] was issued that he shouldnt 
have one, McKiel said. 

McKiel added police are not allowed to ask applicants why 
they are seeking a firearms permit. 

Police also found a large collection of camouflage clothing, 
knives, bulletproof vests, helmets, and eight pairs of handcuffs 
in Girards home. They also discovered stockpiles of medicine 
and non-perishable foods. An illegal indoor shooting range was 
also found in the attic, police said. 

Police seized all the weapons and ammunition and revoked 
Girards license to carry firearms. 

Tactical officers evacuated two other condominium units in 
Girard’s building and brought residents to the police department 
while the search was completed. 

Salem District Court Judge Richard Mori ordered Girard 
held without bail after he pleaded not guilty at his arraignment 
this morning. Mori slated a dangerousness hearing for Feb. 12. 

http://republicbroadcasting.org/?p=6877 
 

10-02-10 Weapon involved in deadly shooting unregistered 

MAHANOY CITY - A .22-caliber revolver involved in a 
fatal shooting Sunday night in Mahanoy City is apparently not a 
registered weapon, authorities said. 

Borough police Chief Mark J. Wiekrykas said Pennsylvania 
State Police and federal Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 
investigators will try to trace the weapon back to its most recent 
owner. 

Jason Worman, 1127 E. Pine St., was shot with the weapon 
about 9:30 p.m., then flown to Lehigh Valley Hospital, 
Allentown, where he died about six hours later, Wiekrykas said. 

He said an autopsy was performed at Lehigh Valley Hospital 
on Monday, but the Lehigh County Coroner's Office has 
released no official determination on the cause or manner of 
death. 

On Tuesday, Wiekrykas said the revolver and a single bullet 
recovered from Worman during the autopsy were taken to the 
state police crime laboratory in Bethlehem for ballistic analysis. 

The chief offered several reasons why the weapon's 
registration cannot be found. 

"Right now its coming back no record found," he said. 
 Wiekrykas said it could be the weapon is old and was 

bought before there were laws requiring handguns to be 
registered or it could have changed owners and those involved 
didn't know about registering a weapon or didn't care. 

 In his description of the events that authorities believe led 
up to the fatal shooting, Wiekrykas said Worman and his 
girlfriend, Amy Sims, 1125 E. Pine St., were inside an attic 
bedroom of the man's home when Worman loaded the revolver. 

As the two were handling the weapon, it discharged, firing 
one shot into Worman's chest, the chief said. 

 He said Worman walked out of his home and sat on the 
porch of a neighbor until police and EMS units arrived. 

Wiekrykas said the initial call about the shooting was 
reported as self-inflicted, but after investigation, the shooting, 
according to police, was not a suicide attempt. 

He said officers and Schuylkill County Detective Martin 
Heckman gathered information from interviews Monday that 
was consistent with what police were told the night of the 
shooting. 

"There was nothing (found in the preliminary investigation) 
that contradicts the original account of the incident," Wiekrykas 
said. 

He added that police plan to speak with representatives of 
the Lehigh County Coroner's Office and hope to obtain the 
official rulings on the death. 

"They (the coroner's office) want to talk to police about our 
interviews before they make any ruling," Wiekrykas said. 

http://republicanherald.com/news/weapon-involved-in-
deadly-shooting-unregistered-
1.608333?localLinksEnabled=false 

 

10-02-10 Police: Man Cleaning Gun Accidentally Shoots 

Toddler 

 YORK, Pa. -- A man cleaning a handgun in York 
accidentally shot his 3-year-old son in the back, according to 
police.  

It happened Wednesday afternoon in the family's home on 
the 500 block of Jessop Place.  
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 Police say the wound was not life threatening.  
 Police also said the father, Reinaldo Vargas-Santana, is not 

expected to be charged. 
http://www.wgal.com/news/22528752/detail.html 
 

10-02-09 Ex-Hooters Waitress Stalked, Killed By Customer 

 Murder-Suicide Victim Wanted Restraining Order Against 
Shooter 

ORLANDO, Fla. -- The woman who was killed while 
walking into work on Monday in a murder-suicide had been 
stalked by her killer, a customer from when she worked at 
Hooters, for years. 

Local 6 News reported that Alissa Blanton filed a restraining 
order against Roger Troy one week before he shot and killed 
her, and then himself, in front of an AT&T call center in 
Research Park near the University of Central Florida in Orlando 
Monday afternoon.  

Troy, 61, was dead at the scene and Blanton died several 
hours later at the hospital.  

Blanton's husband saw the shooting happen and performed 
CPR on her before paramedics arrived.  

 Blanton was granted a Feb. 16 hearing for an injunction for 
protection against Troy.  

"Roger Troy started harassing e-mails when I stopped 
working at Hooters and talking to him," Blanton said in the 
complaint.  

Troy was a former customer of Blanton's when she worked 
at the Hooters in Merritt Island until September 2008 

"In the beginning Roger was a regular customer that came in 
daily and always sat in my section. I gave him my e-mail one 
day because he continued to ask for my number. That way he 
knew my schedule," Blanton said in the complaint. "He never 
harassed me in the beginning."  

According to Blanton's complaint, Troy eventually began to 
cross the line.  

"At the end of employment at Hooters, Roger always tried to 
walk me to my car at the end of the night, but he would stand 
and talk and hug me and so on. My manager John didn't like 
this. The customers are not allowed to touch any of the girls," 
Blanton said in the complaint.  

The Hooters manager confronted Troy about touching 
Blanton.  

"He has said several times that he spent so much money 
there and on me, and he doesn't deserve to be treated this way 
(not talking to him). After this incident he stopped sitting in my 
section, and the e-mails started about how terrible I am and all 
about an ex-boyfriend I was dating. I moved to Orlando to be 
closer to new job and he began showing up there and e-mailing 
about seeing me. I reported it. Then got married and moved 
back to Brevard County and letters are coming and stalking here 
also," Blanton said in the complaint.  

Blanton married an AT&T co-worker last August, according 
to a wedding announcement.  

 "He started as he says his 'ADG Project' (my initials). He 
states several times drove by my home, how he has seen me in 
Orlando. He describes how I look (like that I gained weight and 
cut my hair). He once came to my work at AT&T call center in 
Orlando, and blocked me in my car. (Parked his car behind 

mine and came to my window and put arms on window ledge.) 
Also, in letters, put in other remarks, like 'Wearing your 
seatbelt?' " Blanton said in the complaint.  

Local 6 initially reported that Troy was ordered to stay away 
from Blanton's work in Orlando. 

http://www.clickorlando.com/news/22512056/detail.html 
 

10-02-09 Guns stolen from Boeing 

RIDLEY TOWNSHIP — Law enforcement authorities have 
launched a probe into the theft of 12 handguns from a locker 
inside of the Boeing helicopter plant. 

The arsenal, consisting of six .40-caliber semiautomatic 
weapons, eight .38-caliber revolvers and ammunition, was 
reported missing from a storage locker inside of the plant 
Monday morning. 

“This is something to be concerned about, especially if these 
weapons are sold,” said police Capt. Charles Howley Monday 
afternoon. 

A captain for Pinkerton Government Services, the firm 
contracted to provide security for the Delaware County plant, 
contacted police around 11 a.m. after conducting a routine 
check and finding the weapons missing, Howley said. 

 “The guns were kept in a storage locker in one of the 
buildings at the plant,” said Howley. “The weapons are not 
issued, just stored.” 

 Boeing spokesman John Williamson said that because 
Boeing is a defense facility, the guards have “the appropriate 
means to do their jobs and protect the facility.” 

 “We’re conducting our own internal investigation,” 
Williamson said. “The safety of our employees and the 
surrounding communities are our top priority.” 

 Howley said the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives was also notified. In March 2008, Boeing 
outsourced its uniformed security services at its facilities 
nationwide, hiring Pinkerton and eliminating 20 positions at the 
Ridley Township plant. 

 Boeing’s Ridley Township site employees more than 5,400 
people and is the manufacturing center for the CH-47 Chinook 
tandem-rotor helicopter and the V-22 Osprey tilt-rotor aircraft. 

 The site builds the fuselage, the empennage and all 
subsystems, digital avionics and flight-control systems for the 
V-22 Osprey. Bell Helicopter Textron manufactures the wing, 
transmissions, rotor systems and engine installation, before 
assembly is completed in Amarillo, Texas. 

http://delcotimes.com/articles/2010/02/09/news/doc4b70ea8
453490132556916.txt 

 

10-02-08 Cops: Upland resident bought stolen weapon 

UPLAND — An Upland man suspected of paying $300 for 
a firearm stolen during a burglary of a home in Plymouth 
Meeting has been charged with receiving stolen property and 
related weapons offenses, authorities said. 

Brishood Miller, 21, of the 3400 block of Vista Lane, denied 
having the stolen firearm when investigators conducted a felony 
car stop at Main Street and Castle Avenue late Friday afternoon. 

Police said the loaded .45-caliber Ruger he legally had on 
his person, and the additional magazine in the car, were 
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confiscated as part of the ongoing investigation. The 
whereabouts of the stolen 9 mm Taurus remain unknown. 

 According to the affidavit of probable cause for arrest 
written by Detective Michael Curran, 19-year-old Dylan 
Chalfant of Upland, one of three teens charged in the 
Montgomery County burglary, said he contacted Miller by 
telephone regarding the sale of a 9 mm Taurus handgun. 

When the sale was made at Chalfant’s residence Jan. 20, 
Miller was accompanied by another male. Miller allegedly gave 
Chalfant $300 and the unknown male with Miller “put the 
handgun in his waistband,” the affidavit states. Chalfant later 
identified Miller in a photo array as the person who purchased 
the firearm, according to the affidavit. 

Chalfant, along with John Mallett and Ryan Vandergrift, 
both 18 and of Nether Providence, are charged with 
burglarizing the Plymouth Meeting home, stealing handguns, 
knives, cash and jewelry. The three teens, and two others, are 
also facing charges in connection with a break-in at Martin’s 
Crest Tavern in Aston. Vandergrift is also facing separate 
charges in the armed robbery of the Riddle Ale House package 
store. 

 Miller is free on $10,000 unsecured bail. A preliminary 
hearing is scheduled Feb. 17 at Magisterial District Judge C. 
Walter McCray III 

http://delcotimes.com/articles/2010/02/08/news/doc4b6f648
527ace399213579.txt 

 

10-02-07 5-year renovation project at Stroudsburg High 

will uproot the school's tennis program, may put an end to 

the rifle team 

Bitter. Angry. Helpless. 
 Some in the Stroudsburg High School athletic community 

are steaming over the district's $93.7 million renovation plans 
before work even gets under way. 

Why? 
The high school rifle team will be without a home after next 

season, and this spring the district plans to move modular 
trailers onto four of the school's six tennis courts. Tennis players 
will be left with two courts at the high school, leaving them 
scrambling to find other places to play. 

 Losing the four courts is a concern for the community, 
which uses the them during summer. Organizations such as the 
Monroe County Recreational League use them for summer 
camps. 

 Minus the four courts, players will have to turn to East 
Stroudsburg University, Dansbury Park and Stroudsburg junior 
high school, which have some outdoor courts open to the public. 

As for Stroudsburg High's rifle team, it's one of only three 
left in Monroe County — East Stroudsburg South and North 
schools have the other two programs. 

 Carol Fox, Stroudsburg's rifle coach for 27 years, said the 
administration has given her no answers about the team's future. 

 "I get the feeling they're yessing me to my face," she said, 
"but don't want to continue the program." 

 Stroudsburg Superintendent John Toleno said he's not 
surprised by the concern over the future of the athletic teams 
and space, but at some point, "we have to displace somebody" 
during the five-year renovation project. 

 Critics of the loss of the sports facilities complained to the 
school board Wednesday night. 

"I think there has to be a trade-off," Toleno said. 
"Somebody has to feel like they've been put out during this 
project. And at some time it's either going to be football, field 
hockey, soccer, girls soccer, softball. Everyone's going to feel 
like they're put out at some point in time, including I might add, 
our instructors." 

 Who's out first? 
At the conclusion of the spring tennis season, Toleno's 

recommendation to the school board includes moving four 
modular trailers to the tennis courts along with two small 
classroom buildings. 

 It's planned that two tennis courts will remain open 
throughout the project — a change from the initial plan to put 
trailers on all six courts. 

Linda Breen, coordinator for the Monroe County Tennis 
Recreation Program, spearheaded a group that voiced its anger 
over losing the courts. Breen said she felt saving two courts was 
"a good compromise." 

Toleno's plan includes a proposal to resurface and light four 
courts at the junior high school campus on Chipperfield Drive. 

 Adele Gardner, the school's tennis coach, said that adjusting 
from six courts at the high school to four at the junior high 
school will be difficult, but she kept the long term in mind. 

"At the end of the renovation we will have four lighted 
courts at the junior high and six courts at the high school," said 
Gardner, who coaches 28 girls and about 20 boys. "For a little 
discomfort, it's a positive thing." 

 Is the rifle team dead? 
There will be a rifle team for the 2010-11 school year, but 

its future is sketchy. This much is known — the rifle range 
where the team shoots will be gone after 2011. 

The renovation calls for a music suite to be built above the 
current rifle range. The ceiling of the music suite will be raised 
dramatically, forcing contractors to put a foundation where the 
rifle range is now. 

 "We looked at an option to build a separate facility," 
Toleno said. "The cost would be between $1.2 (million) and 
$1.6 million." 

 Fox, who said last week she's never spoken with Toleno 
about the future of the program, said the district hasn't done its 
homework. About 40 kids try out for the rifle team each year. 

After coaching the team for the last 27 years, she's upset no 
one has come to her for ideas. Fox said the district should 
consider having vo-tech students build a new three-sided block 
room on the side of the football stadium, using it for interviews, 
game films and a media center for the football, soccer and field 
hockey teams when not in use by her rifle team. 

 "You'd think after 27 years someone would come talk to 
me," Fox said. "Nobody's done that." 

 Toleno said he is looking into having the team shoot at the 
Pocono Pistol Club on First Street in Stroudsburg, which is 
owned by Dunkelberger's Sports Outfitter. 

Store owner Jere Dunkelberger said the pistol range could 
probably be adapted for the rifle team. The range is for shooters 
in a standing position. The range would have to be modified for 
Stroudsburg's shooters, who fire from a prone position. 
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 If the team didn't have a home, Dunkelberger said his range 
could accommodate the team, but he would rather it stay at the 
high school. 

"It's not that I don't want the business," Dunkelberger said. 
"It belongs at the school." 

Politically incorrect sport? 
 Schools teaching kids how to shoot rifles? Yes they do, but 

the sport has taken a hit. 
When Pocono Mountain High School split in 2002 to an 

East and West campus, the school board voted to discontinue 
rifle from its athletic programs. Abington High School also 
ended its rifle program last year. Is Stroudsburg next? East 
Stroudsburg South coach Frank Manhart hopes not, but he's not 
surprised about Stroudsburg's uncertain future. The biggest 
impact, Manhart said, is the influx of people from cities, who 
are afraid of guns. 

"Ohhhh, guns in school! Like we charge around the hallways 
with 12-gauge shotguns,"Manhart said. "I don't think they'll be 
happy till football and basketball are the only sports left because 
they can sell tickets to that." 

Toleno said political correctness did not factor into his 
decision. 

"I'm not a gun person myself, but I appreciate the fact that it 
does teach safety and responsibility and all those things," 
Toleno said. "The issue is, 'Where are we going to put them?' 
and it's going to come down to a ratio between dollars and 
cents." 

http://www.poconorecord.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/2
0100207/NEWS/2070357 

 

10-02-05 Anger counselor charged with pulling gun in 

parking flap 

A respected domestic violence and anger management 
counselor in Fairfax County was arraigned in federal court 
Thursday after he allegedly pulled a gun on two men who he 
believed were blocking his car on an Annandale street last 
week.  

 The two men were federal marshals.  
Jose L. Avila, 57, was ordered held without bond pending a 

detention hearing Friday in U.S. District Court in Alexandria. 
He has been held in the Fairfax jail since Jan. 25, when he 
apparently picked the wrong place and time to complain about 
thoughtless parking.  

 Avila's attorney, William A. Odio, said Avila had worked 
for many years at the nonprofit Center for Multicultural Human 
Services in Falls Church, which merged with Northern Virginia 
Family Service in 2008.  

Avila is a single parent and former priest from Colombia 
who was highly regarded by judges in the Fairfax Juvenile and 
Domestic Relations Court, Odio said. Judges and lawyers often 
referred people to Avila for pretrial or probationary counseling, 
particularly because he is bilingual.  

Avila allegedly encountered two deputy U.S. marshals 
outside an apartment complex on Americana Drive, near Little 
River Turnpike and the Capital Beltway, at 9 a.m. Jan. 25. In a 
court affidavit, Deputy Marshal Floriano Whitwell said he and 
another marshal, Matthew M. Dumas, had been conducting a 

fugitive investigation and parked their sport-utility vehicles in 
designated parking places on Americana Drive.  

 Dumas got out of his vehicle and was standing at the 
window of Whitwell's vehicle when a white Jeep Cherokee 
drove up and the driver honked his horn, Whitwell wrote. 
Dumas, with a marshals service "badge clearly visible hanging 
from his neck," motioned for theCherokee to continue past. But 
then the Cherokee turned around and came back, Whitwell 
wrote.  

The driver appeared to be motioning to Dumas, so the 
marshal moved closer. Then, Whitwell wrote, Dumas "noticed 
that Avila was aiming a gun at him. Avila was holding the gun 
and resting his hand on the top of the door with the driver's 
window completely open," the affidavit states.  

 "Gun, gun, gun!" Dumas reportedly yelled to his partner, 
and Whitwell said he looked up and saw "Avila pointing the 
dark colored firearm in our direction." Avila drove off, and the 
marshals pursued him and pulled him over.  

 The marshals identified themselves and tried to arrest Avila, 
but he was "uncooperative" and "continued to resist arrest and 
refused to give me his hand which was under his body," 
Whitwell wrote. The marshals feared that a gun was beneath 
Avila, and they used "U.S. Marshals Service defensive tactics to 
eventually apprehend Avila," Whitwell said.  

 Found on Avila's seat, Whitwell alleges, was a 9mm Astra 
A-90 pistol loaded with 14 hollow-point bullets. Once out of his 
vehicle, Avila reportedly apologized profusely and said he had 
"never done anything like this before," the affidavit said. When 
he appeared with the marshals before a Fairfax magistrate, he 
claimed that he had pointed a cellphone, not a gun, at the 
marshals, Whitwell wrote.  

The magistrate charged Avila with attempted malicious 
assault, brandishing a firearm, using a firearm in a felony and 
resisting arrest. Fairfax prosecutors dismissed those charges 
Wednesday after U.S. Magistrate Ivan D. Davis issued a 
warrant for assault on a federal officer, and Avila was 
transferred to federal custody Thursday.  

Court records show that Avila has a permit to carry a 
concealed weapon, issued in 2005. Fairfax prosecutors moved 
Wednesday to suspend that. State records show that Avila has 
been a licensed professional counselor since 1994 and a 
licensed marriage and family therapist since 1998.  

 Odio said Avila pointed only a cellphone at the men, did 
not see any badges and did not know they were marshals. "He 
absolutely denies pointing a gun at them," Odio said. He said 
Avila was speaking on the phone with his son at the time.  

Officials at Northern Virginia Family Service declined to 
comment.  

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2010/02/04/AR2010020404554.html 

 

10-02-03 Oakland Tries to Take On Guns 

After Tuesday night’s City Council meeting, Oakland is one 
step closer to approving stricter gun control laws.  

 The Council unanimously approved a measure proposed by 
Larry Reid, who represents East Oakland. It includes three 
proposed changes: Require the reporting of lost or stolen 
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firearms to the Oakland Police Department, requiring a 
thumbprint for all ammunition purchases, and enforcing strict 
permit requirements for the sale of firearms and ammunition in 
Oakland. The City Council is expected to consider the proposal 
for a final vote on Feb. 16. 

 That idea to restrict the sale of firearms in Oakland has riled 
some people, because, as The San Francisco Chronicle reported, 
Oakland does not have any firearms dealers who sell to the 
public. On its Web site, Calguns, the gun-rights group, said that 
the ordinance was “an extensive, draconian regulation of 
firearms, firearm components, and ammunition vendors, which 
will basically make it impossible to have a gun store in the City 
of Oakland.” 

This is the second time in two weeks that city officials have 
asserted a gun-control stance. On Jan. 19, the Council 
authorized the city attorney, John Russo, to sign a friend-of-the-
court brief in the case of McDonald vs. Chicago, which is to 
begin oral arguments at the Supreme Court this March. 
McDonald would decide if state and local gun control laws are 
subject to the Second Amendment (the Court’s landmark gun 
control decision, District of Columbia v. Heller, applied only to 
Washington). Oakland joins other jurisdictions, like Richmond, 
Sacramento and Alameda County, in asserting that the Second 
Amendment does not apply to state and municipal governments. 

 On Tuesday, I spoke to Mr. Russo and Reygan Harmon, a 
legislative analyst for Mr. Reid, about the status of gun-control 
laws in Oakland. Their comments have been condensed and 
edited.  

Q. How did these proposals come about? What was the 
strategy? 

A. Ms. Harmon: The Legal Community Against Violence 
approached the City of Oakland almost two years ago, when 
they did an audit of our municipal code. They gave us 
suggestions on enhancing local gun-control laws.  

A lot of the laws that are on the books prior to these 
proposed changes are no longer applicable because California 
state laws have changed. This is cleaning up the municipal code, 
because we haven’t really looked at gun control laws in ten 
years. 

A. Mr. Russo: The national landscape is in flux. Our strategy 
is to try to find ways to protect ourselves. That’s really what it’s 
about. The reality is that we’re trying to fashion solutions in the 
real world, as opposed to these people who want to have a very 
academic discussion about the scope of the Second Amendment. 

Q. Why include a proposal that regulates firearms dealers, 
when there currently are no licensed dealers in Oakland that sell 
to the public? 

A. Mr. Russo: Council member Reid has one of the more 
challenged districts in the city. I think he wants to be sure that 
nobody gets any ideas of opening something. And if they did, 
they could regulate it under this law. 

Q.What impact can one city’s gun control laws have?  
A.Mr. Russo: The reality is that this is something that’s 

better handled federally or at the state level. No question about 

that. The irony is that’s the argument that gets made by largely 
pointy-headed, theoretical pro-gun people. But at the same time, 
they are vehemently opposed to federal regulation.  

Still, if a couple people end up not getting killed, I’m not 
going to apologize. I’m not going to try to take away efforts that 
will only be incrementally successful if they are life saving 
efforts. 

 Ms. Harmon: I think one city can do the best they can, and 
that’s what we’re trying to do. We’re working with neighboring 
cities like Richmond, San Francisco and San Mateo so we have 
similar legislation to make it more difficult for people to go city 
to city. All we can do, or all San Francisco or Richmond can do, 
is tighten up the laws in their cities. 

http://bayarea.blogs.nytimes.com/2010/02/03/oakland-tries-
to-take-on-guns/?scp=7&sq=firearm&st=cse 

 

10-02-02 Utah seeks to exempt its guns from federal rules 

 Guns made and kept in Utah would be exempt from federal 
regulations under a measure the Utah Senate gave its initial 
approval to Tuesday, despite concerns it could lead to a costly 
legal fight in a lean budget year. 

 Senate Bill 11 mirrors one signed into law in Montana last 
year that's intended to trigger a federal court battle. 

Both are intended to allow guns made in their respective 
states to be exempt from rules on federal gun registration, 
background checks and dealer-licensing. 

The goal is to circumvent federal authority over interstate 
commerce, which is the legal basis for most gun regulation in 
the United States. 

 In the process, it could lead to small arms dealers in the 
state operating with little to no oversight. 

Sen. Margaret Dayton, R-Orem, said her bill is part of a 
broader effort to send a message to Congress that the federal 
government is overstepping its bounds. 

"This is about our state's immutable right to establish control 
of our own rules and laws in our state," she said. 

The Senate approved Dayton's bill 19-10. It needs one more 
formal vote before advancing to the House. 

Efforts to bypass federal authority have been heard before 
by the U.S. Supreme Court. 

In 2005, the court upheld federal regulation of marijuana in 
California, even if its use is limited to noncommercial purposes 
and is grown and used within a state's borders. 

 Legislative attorneys said Dayton's bill has a high 
probability of being found unconstitutional, but she said it's a 
fight worth having. 

Senate Minority Leader Pat Jones, D-Holladay, isn't so sure. 
Jones said that at a time Utah faces a $700 million budget 

shortfall, the state shouldn't waste resources fighting legal 
battles solely intended to send a message. Dayton acknowledged 
she didn't want anybody to violate federal gun laws under Utah's 
statute until Montana's law had worked its way through the 
courts. 

That process has already begun. 
The Department of Justice, in a brief filed last month, asked 

a judge to dismiss a lawsuit filed last year by gun advocates in 
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Montana who argued the state should decide which rules, if any, 
would control the sale and purchase of guns and paraphernalia 
made in Montana. 

The brief said the 1934 National Firearms Act was first put 
in place to regulate guns that could be "used readily and 
efficiently by criminals or gangsters." 

Congress followed it in 1968 with a gun control act aimed at 
decreasing serious crime, and further strengthened its control 
over interstate commerce, the brief points out. 

 Those laws and others all mean to keep tabs on guns that 
easily pass between state borders, the Justice Department 
argued. 
http://www.businessweek.com/ap/financialnews/D9DKA3T00.h
tm 

 

10-02-01 Cuba gives its citizens 2 months to register guns 

HAVANA Cuba has declared a two-month amnesty for 
citizens to register unlicensed guns, and says those passing 
aptitude and psychological tests will be allowed to keep their 
weapons. 

The move is unusual in a state where almost no one except 
some active military personnel and plain-clothed state security 
agents are allowed to possess weapons. 

 Even most police officers are required to leave their pistols 
at the station or in a regional barracks when on vacation or 
leave, and young men participating in mandatory military 
service are given unloaded firearms for most exercises. 

Starting Feb. 12, Cubans will have the "exceptional and one-
time only" chance to register their guns with police, and will be 
allowed to keep them provided they are over 18 and have 
passed the proper tests administered at police stations. 

There was no explanation for why the drive to legalize 
unlicensed weapons is coming now, though the state-run news 
agency Prensa Latina said the move grew out of a November 
2008 law regulating possession of guns and ammunition. 

 According to a weekend bulletin carried by state news 
media, gun owners must "maintain conduct consistent with the 
appropriate norms of social behavior, meet security and 
protection conditions for the firearms and pay established 
taxes." 

 Cubans were encouraged to register any weapons they 
owned in the years after Fidel Castro and his band of rebels 
toppled dictator Fulgencio Batista on Jan. 1, 1959. But later 
authorities used a list of those who had sought licenses to go 
door-to-door and encourage them to turn over their firearms -- 
even antiques considered family heirlooms. 

 While Cuba is among the safest countries in the 
hemisphere, it is not unusual to find firearms in Cuban homes, 
though most are weapons improvised from household materials 
or guns that were smuggled into the country and bought on the 
black market. 

The call to register arms is for Cubans civilians, and the 
bulletin stated that "security and protection agents, detectives 
and bodyguards will be summoned by the Ministry of the 
Interior" for an independent licensing process. 
http://www.businessweek.com/ap/financialnews/D9DJHL7O0.h
tm 

 

10-01-29 Colwyn settles disagreement over cop vests 

COLWYN — The long-running dispute between borough 
officials and firearms dealer Dusty Rhoads over the purchase of 
bulletproof vests for the police department has been settled. 

 “It’s unfortunate it became such a circus with news cameras 
and theatrics,” said borough Solicitor Carl W. Ewald. “The 
borough was always willing to pay the amount it actually 
owed.” 

Under the agreement, Rhoads will receive about $5,300 for 
four vests and other items he provided the department last 
summer. 

“I lost out all the way around,” said Rhoads, a licensed 
firearms dealer and owner of Dusty Rhoads Police Supply in 
Norwood. “I’ve been doing this work the same way for 30 years 
and I’ve never had a problem like this.” 

The flap originated when Rhoads fitted three new part-time 
officers and a sergeant for vests. 

Ewald said council only approved three of the vests — 
which cost between $1,025 and $1,175 each with a state 
discount — and police never made mention of a fourth. 

 The problem was compounded, according to Ewald, when 
the invoice Rhoads submitted to the police department only 
made it into the hands of council a couple days before Rhoads 
sued the borough for nonpayment. 

“The borough basically didn’t know there was an 
outstanding bill until just before the lawsuit,” said Ewald, who 
was appointed to his post in November. “And when the invoices 
were presented in court, the bill was for six vests instead of 
four.” 

 After Rhoads corrected his invoice, Magisterial District 
Judge Edward J. Gannon Jr. ruled the borough owed him 
$8,600. 

 The relatively minor dispute made headlines earlier this 
month when Gannon issued a writ of execution, which 
authorized a constable to levy upon borough property. A sale 
was scheduled for Jan. 26 where Colwyn-owned items were to 
be sold off to satisfy the borough’s debt to Rhoads, who does 
business with most of the police departments in Delaware 
County. 

As it turned out, Gannon did not have the authority to levy 
property and the sale was canceled. Before another contentious 
chapter could play out, Ewald and Rhoads’ attorney, G. Guy 
Smith, worked out a settlement late last week. 

 “Mr. Rhoads will be paid the contracted price for the items 
he provided, which was extremely fair, and the borough gets the 
items at the price it is entitled to,” Ewald said. 

 The $8,600 figure reflected the cost of the four vests, other 
equipment and shipping charges minus the 40 percent discount 
municipalities typically receive through the state’s cooperative 
purchasing program. 

 “I give the discount to everybody, but I removed it in this 
(instance) because they refused to pay me,” said Rhoads, adding 
that he is only obligated to apply the discount when the 
municipality submits a formal purchase order that includes a 
state contract number. 

“If that number is not on the order, I can charge them retail 
or whatever I want,” he said. “I don’t have to give them the 
discount.” 
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Colwyn officials disagreed. 
 “The state contract is not with Mr. Rhoads, it’s with the 

manufacturer and he’s a distributor,” Ewald said. 
 Council President Tonette Pray said things would have 

played out differently if police had only communicated their 
needs and handed over the initial invoice. 

 “If we had known about the fourth vest, there wouldn’t have 
been a problem,” she said. “But none of that was explained, the 
invoice given to the police department was never given to us, 
and the first time we had any dealings with Dusty Rhoads was in 
court.” 

Once there, Pray said the borough was staring at a $10,000 
invoice for six vests instead of a $3,500 invoice for three. 

“In this economy, you don’t just dish out money for items 
you never asked for at prices you never agreed to,” she said. 

 Asked whether she would use Rhoads services in the future, 
Pray said, “I have no comment on that.” 

Rhoads said he would make at least one major change in 
future dealings with the borough. 

“Cash up front,” he said. 
http://delcotimes.com/articles/2010/01/29/news/doc4b62686

ba8b50001957943.txt 
 

10-01-28 Ridley police puzzled after theft of cop car 

 RIDLEY TOWNSHIP — A joyride in a township cop car 
has landed a Philadelphia man in jail on a half-million dollars 
cash bail. (See video at end of story) 

A barefooted James Bolton mumbled something inaudible as 
he was led from police headquarters to be arraigned in district 
court shortly after noon Wednesday. 

“When I asked him why did he steal a police car, he seemed 
very distant and unattached,” said Ridley Township Police Lt. 
Scott Willoughby, after the arraignment. “He was staring into 
space, smiling and laughing and said, ‘I don’t know.’” 

 The 36-year-old Olney resident was originally picked up by 
township police around 12:30 a.m. after a traffic stop. He was 
found to be in possession of a small amount of marijuana, was 
cited for disorderly conduct and was placed in a holding cell, 
police said. 

Bolton’s car was towed and impounded at Verone’s 
Collision, on the 100 block of Morton Avenue, a short walk 
from the police station, according to Police Capt. Charles 
Howley. 

About 6:30 a.m., Bolton was released from custody and left 
police headquarters, around the same time a township patrolman 
was returning to the station to fill out a report, Howley said. 

“We had one officer in the radio room finishing up a report, 
while the car was out front with the keys in the visor,” said 
Howley. 

Also in the police SUV: A loaded semiautomatic rifle. 
Instead of getting his car out of the impound lot, Bolton saw 

the patrol officer’s marked red SUV and allegedly hopped 
inside. Howley suspects Bolton hunted around in the car until he 
found the keys, which were left there for an officer on the next 
shift to use. 

When the patrolman, who was not named, walked outside, 
the red SUV was gone. 

“I guess he didn’t want to take the bus,” said Upper Darby 
Police Superintendent Mike Chitwood, whose officers 
apprehended Bolton about 20 minutes after he allegedly stole 
the police vehicle from the Ridley Township Police Department 
parking lot. 

Upper Darby Patrolman Stephen Tarozzi heard the flash 
about the stolen SUV on police radio. Moments later, he spotted 
the vehicle at Baltimore Avenue and Church Lane, driving very 
slowly, Chitwood said. 

Tarozzi, who was in a marked car, turned on his lights and 
siren and tried to make a felony car stop at Church and 
Pennbrook. 

The red Ridley SUV pulled over, but before Tarozzi reached 
the driver’s side, Bolton allegedly took off. 

Tarozzi jumped into his patrol car and gave chase. With the 
assistance of several other officers, the SUV was pulled over 
and stopped at Church and Clover, Chitwood said. 

 “The guy gets out and is combative, so they tasered him,” 
Chitwood said, adding he was grateful that no one was injured. 

 Bolton was taken into custody, handcuffed and turned over 
to Ridley Township police officers. 

 “Within 25 minutes after it was taken, it was recovered,” 
said Howley, adding that the vehicle was not damaged during 
the incident. 

 Bolton was transported back to Ridley Township Police 
Headquarters and later arraigned by Magisterial District Judge 
Vincent Gallagher. 

Bolton is charged with a number of offenses, including 
aggravated assault on a police officer, firearms not to be carried 
without a license, resisting arrest, theft by unlawful taking, 
receiving stolen property, unauthorized use of automobiles and 
obstruction of administration of law enforcement functions. 

Magisterial District Judge Vincent Gallagher set bail at 
$500,000 cash. 

Willoughby said he intends to ask Gallagher to have Bolton 
undergo a psychiatric evaluation during his preliminary hearing 

http://delcotimes.com/articles/2010/01/28/news/doc4b61170
0d2a6b371386748.txt 

 

10-01-28 Man sought in attempted homicide caught near 

crime scene 

A McKees Rocks man, sought for more than a year in 
connection with the attempted homicide of another man, was 
arrested this morning within a block of the scene of the crime. 

Allegheny County sheriff's deputies had canvassed McKees 
Rocks since the time of the incident. The victim, Michael 
Kennedy, was shot multiple times on Oct. 18, 2008, during a 
dispute with two other men at a McKees Rocks bar. 

The other suspect, Gregory Corbin, 29, was arrested in 
November. He has been ordered to stand trial on charges of 
attempted homicide, reckless endangerment, a firearms 
violation, and two counts of aggravated assault. 

The second suspect, Martin Reddix, 24, had been sought 
until an informant told police where to find him. 

Deputies this morning went to a residence on Olivia Street, 
just around the corner from the bar, Becker's Cafe. 

Mr. Reddix was arraigned in absentia on charges similar to 
Mr. Corbin's. 
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He is being held in the county jail pending a preliminary 
hearing. 

 According to a police affidavit, the dispute occurred in the 
late evening of Oct. 17 at Becker's after Mr. Kennedy bumped 
into Mr. Reddix's sister, Martina Reddix, 24, at the bar. 

Martina Reddix and Mr. Kennedy were arguing when Mr. 
Corbin took a pistol from her purse. 

 As the bar closed, Mr. Reddix went outside and challenged 
Mr. Kennedy to a fight. 

As they walked toward the corner, Mr. Corbin pulled the 
gun, walked toward Mr. Kennedy and began firing, the affidavit 
said. 

Martina Reddix is free on bail while awaiting trial on 
charges of carrying a firearm without a license and conspiracy 
to commit homicide, aggravated assault and reckless 
endangerment.  

http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/10028/1031794-100.stm 
 

10-01-28 EDITORIAL- Guns decrease murder rates 

More guns in law-abiding hands mean less crime. The 
District of Columbia proves the point.  

Reading most press accounts, one would be forgiven for 
thinking Armageddon had arrived after the Supreme Court 
struck down the District's handgun ban in 2008. Predictions 
sprung forth from all directions that allowing more citizens to 
own guns and not forcing them to keep them locked up was 
going to threaten public safety. According to D.C. Mayor 
Adrian Fenty, more guns in homes would cause more violent 
crime.  

 This has never been the case. Local politicians 
enthusiastically embraced the 1977 handgun ban predicting it 
would make Washington a safe place by dramatically reducing 
murder rates. But they were as wrong three decades ago as they 
are now.  

A telling story is illustrated by the murder numbers since the 
handgun ban and gun-lock bans were struck down. Between 
2008 and 2009, the FBI's preliminary numbers indicate that 
murders fell nationally by 10 percent and by about 8 percent in 
cities that have between 500,000 and 999,999 people. 
Washington's population is about 590,000. During that same 
period of time, murders in the District fell by an astounding 25 
percent, dropping from 186 to 140. The city only started 
allowing its citizens to own handguns for defense again in late 
2008.  

Few who lived in Washington during the 1970s can forget 
the upswing in crime that started right after the ban was 
originally passed. In the five years before the 1977 ban, the 
murder rate fell from 37 to 27 murders per 100,000. In the five 
years after the gun ban went into effect, the murder rate rose 
back up to 35. One fact is particularly hard to ignore: D.C.'s 
murder rate fluctuated after 1976 but only once fell below what 
it was in 1976 before the ban. That aberration happened years 
later, in 1985.  

 This correlation between the D.C. gun ban and diminished 
safety was not a coincidence. Look at the Windy City. 
Immediately after Chicago banned handguns in 1982, the 
murder rate, which had been falling almost continually for a 
decade, started to rise. Chicago's murder rate rose relative to 

other large cities as well. The phenomenon of higher murder 
rates after gun bans are passed is not just limited to the United 
States. Every single time a country has passed a gun ban, its 
murder rate soared.  

The choice Americans face isn't between freedom or safety. 
Washington's experience with gun bans shows once again that 
Americans will either be free and safe or unfree and unsafe. 
Letting people protect themselves is the responsible approach. 
It's important the Supreme Court remember these facts in March 
when it hears the case over Chicago's handgun ban.  

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/jan/21/guns-
decrease-murder-rates/ 

 

10-01-27 Open Letters – NO fear of prison 

Regarding the Jan. 22 editorial "Youth and Guns: A Chilling 
Look Into a Pittsburgh Child's World": Once again the Post-
Gazette sensationalizes gun violence with an admittedly 
"unscientific" survey, one that was limited to urban youth in a 
socio-economic group that has been long since left behind. Of 
course, "sensible gun laws" are again touted as the panacea to 
suddenly and permanently repair five generations of poverty, 
substandard housing, discrimination, excessive unemployment 
and other factors such as the drug trade that put these children in 
peril. 

 Where is the mayor's gang task force? Why are gun charges 
routinely dropped in our courts? Why are those who violate the 
120 pages or so of Pennsylvania gun laws not incarcerated for 
the full ride? You do a horrible disservice to law-abiding 
firearms owners, and your journalistic principles are lacking. 
You must know that the one factor that encourages the criminal 
element is no fear of prison. The lawless are not prosecuted, and 
good men die. 

 I'd love to see a balanced investigative journalistic piece on 
prosecutorial malfeasance, or perhaps even misconduct, in 
Allegheny County. Revolving-door justice is killing urban 
youth. Report on it. Tell your readers. Perhaps looking up stats 
from the FBI and Pennsylvania courts is too much work? 

JOHN DeLALLO 
Bethel Park 

The writer is a retired U.S. Air Force master sergeant and a 
National Rifle Association certified instructor. 
http://community.post-
gazette.com/blogs/openletters/archive/2010/01/27/no-fear-of-
prison.aspx 

 

10-01-22 Youth and guns- A chilling look into a Pittsburgh 

child's world 
 As if Pittsburgh needed a reminder of the pervasiveness of 

gun violence, an informal survey of young people shines a stark 
light on how it affects urban community life. 

The Metro-Urban Institute of Pittsburgh Theological 
Seminary and several associate organizations issued 
questionnaires to 455 students ages 9 to 18 to gauge the impact 
of gun violence. Those surveyed were primarily from the North 
Side, the Hill District and neighborhoods in the East End. They 
were contacted through after-school programs, charter schools 
and community groups. 



 

 
Page 72

The students were asked if they had family or friends who 
were wounded or killed by gun violence. Nearly 80 percent 
reported that they had a friend or relative who had been 
wounded or killed by gun violence. 

Those professing the most knowledge about such harm were 
between the ages of 15 and 19. Eighty-six percent of them knew 
victims of gun violence, whether friends or family. For children 
12 to 14, nearly 73 percent said they knew gun victims. 

This is astonishing. 
 Although the survey was unscientific, it still provided a 

window into the tragedy-marred lives of hundreds of Pittsburgh 
children. To enhance the community's understanding, the 
institute and its allies want to meet with school and city officials 
to share their findings. 

 We would also recommend a meeting with Allegheny 
County's legislative delegation, since it is in Harrisburg where 
sensible gun laws can be passed. It's a scandal that so many 
young people are exposed to the trauma of gun violence. The 
bigger outrage is that society does nothing about it. 

http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/10022/1030145-192.stm 
 

10-01-13 USA Gun Owners Buy 14 Million Plus Guns In 

2009 – More Than 21 of the Worlds Standing Armies 

Combined 

 That is 14,033,824,000 billion+ rounds of Ammo..you think 
that is why we have an Ammo shortage? 

Washington, DC --(AmmoLand.com)- Data released by the 
FBI’s National InstantCriminal Background Check System 
(NICS) for the year reported 14,033,824 NICS Checks for the 
year of 2009, a 10 percent increase in gun purchases from the 
12,709,023 reported in 2008. 

So far that is roughly 14,000,000+ guns bought last year!  
The total is probably more as many NICS background checks 
cover the purchase of more than one gun at a time by 
individuals. 

To put it in perspective that is more guns than the combined 
active armies of the top 21 countries in the world. countries by 
number of troops 

 Of the NICS background checks preformed less than and 
average .005% were denied, showing, overwhelmingly, that law 
abiding American citizens are the ones buying guns and that 
criminals are getting their guns elsewhere. 

14,033,824,000 billions rounds of Ammo 
Assuming each gun buyer bought 1000 rounds of ammo for 

each purchase, and you and I know that it is way, way more than 
that, that would be easily 14,033,824,000+ billions rounds of 
ammo fired by USA gun owners. 

 What percent of people were killed or injured by this 
ammo…it is just to infinitesimally small for me to calculate? 

 Crime At Record Lows 
 This record year in firearms background checks show that 
Americans are solidly in-favor of exercising their civil right to 
Keep and Bear Arms. 

 In a year where crime has reached an all time record low 
what is plainly clear is that more guns equal LESS CRIME! 

Countries By Number Of Troops: Source Wikipedia 

People’s Republic of China  2,255,000 

United States  1,473,900 

India  1,414,000 

North Korea  1,106,000 

Russia  1,037,000 

Pakistan  619,000 

South Korea  687,000 

Iran  545,000 

Turkey  514,850 

Vietnam  484,000 

Egypt  450,000 

Myanmar  428,250 

Indonesia  400,000 

Brazil  369,000 

Thailand  306,600 

Syria  296,000 

Republic of China  290,000 

Colombia  285,554 

Germany  284,500 

Iraq  273,618 

Sri Lanka  266,700 

 13,785,972 

 
This is an evaluation of overall firearms and ammunition 

purchases based on low end numbers per Federal NIC 
instacheck data base Statistics. The numbers presented are only 
PART of the overall numbers of arms and ammunition that have 
been sold. 

The actual numbers are much higher. 
http://www.ammoland.com/2010/01/13/gun-owners-buy-14-

million-plus-guns-in-2009/ 
 

 


