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Founding Fathers: 

"Men must be ready, they must pride themselves and be happy to sacrifice their private pleasures, passions and interests, nay, their 
private friendships and dearest connections, when they stand in competition with the rights of society." --John Adams, letter to Mercy 

Warren, 1776 
 

 

Gun Owners Targeted ‘Again’ by Media 

Big border region gun bust raises questions 
By Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

Federal indictments against more than 30 Arizona residents in 
connection with alleged gun running to Mexico have some 
Internet gun rights activists raising questions. 

The Justice Department announced charges in late January 
against 34 people who allegedly purchased an estimated 700 
firearms in Arizona, including semiautomatic rifles and pistols, 
and some .50-caliber long-range rifles. 

Court papers obtained by Gun Week name several defendants 
and allege that they were variously involved in illegal gun 
transactions, falsification of information on federal firearms 
forms, money laundering, conspiracy to obtain firearms for drug 
trafficking and possession of marijuana with intent to sell. The 
documents allege that the gun buying was spread across the state, 
involved purchases at several different stores and gun shops 
dating back to at least September 2009. 

The January arrests of 17 people reportedly broke up the gun 
and drug smuggling ring. The operation involved agents with the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF), 
Internal Revenue Service (IRS), Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement (ICE) and Phoenix Police Department. 

There are both men and women among the suspects in the 53-
count indictment. 

Court documents identified scores of guns that were involved 
in the scheme. Many of those guns were involved in multiple 
firearm transactions. 

But the high profile arrests were preceded by allegations that 
undercover federal agents have actually been involved in gun 
smuggling efforts in which ATF officials "intentionally arranged 
to have hundreds of firearms 'walked' across the US border into 
Mexico." 

Jeff Knox, author of the Knox Report on World Net Daily, 
initially characterized the allegations as rumors. However, two 
other prominent gun rights advocates, Mike Vanderboegh, who 
operates the SipseyStreetlrregulars blog, and National Gun 
Rights Examiner David Codrea have also weighed in, primarily 
using another Internet website, Clean Up ATF.org as a primary 
source of information. 

That website was set up by "a group of (ATF) employees 
who formed a non-profit organization dedicated to returning 
integrity, accountability and decency to the management of the 
(agency)," according to one of Codrea's Examiner columns. 

January's arrests tended to reinforce contentions by the 
Obama administration that thousands of US-origin firearms are 
fueling the drug cartel wars in Mexico. 

In one of the court documents, a 43-page indictment naming 
20 of the defendants, one gun shop was prominently identified as 
the source of scores of firearms purchased by various suspects 
between March and July 2010. Among the purchases were 
dozens of AK-47-type rifles, three Barrett .50-caliber rifles and 
19 FN Herstal 5.7mm semi-automatic pistols. Two of the 
suspects, identified as Uriel Patino and Sean Christopher 
Steward, were involved in more than one of these transactions. 
Patino was associated with five of the transactions. 

The indictments clearly state that the defendants "knowingly 
made false statements and representations" when filling out 
federal firearms forms required for the completion of the 
transactions. The documents further allege that the defendants 
engaged in a conspiracy to traffic in the firearms, both in the 
United States and in Mexico. 

According to published reports, the gun transactions were 
primarily designed to provide firearms to the Sinaloa Drug Cartel 
in Mexico. The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 

 

CA court nullifies handgun ammo 

registration law 
California gunowners were rejoicing after a Superior Court 

judge in Fresno ruled on Jab, 18 that the state's prohibition 
against online sale of handgun ammunition is unconstitutional, 
and followed up on Jan. 24 with a permanent restraining order 
preventing the state and its agents from enforcing the provisions 
of AB962. 

The statute was signed into law by former Gov. Arnold 
Schwarzenegger in 2009 and would have taken effect on Feb. 1 
of this year. However, it was challenged by several groups 
including the California Rifle and Pistol Association (CRPA) and 
the National Rifle Association. 
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In a highly unusual move that reflects growing law 
enforcement opposition to ineffective gun control laws, Tehama 
County Sheriff Clay Parker was the lead plaintiff in the lawsuit, 
captioned Parker v. California. Other plaintiffs include the CRPA 
Foundation, Herb Bauer Sporting Goods, ammunition shipper 
Able's Ammo, collectible ammunition shipper RTG Sporting 
Collectibles, and individual Steven Stonecipher. 

Almost immediately after the ruling, state. Attorney General 
Kamela Harris said she might appeal. 

Judge Jeffrey Hamilton ruled that the statute, requiring that 
all ammunition sales in the state be face-to-face and that dealers 
be required to take a fingerprint of the buyer or face a 
misdemeanor criminal charge, is unconstitutionally vague on its 
face. By enjoining enforcement of these statutes, mail order 
ammunition sales to California can continue unabated, and 
ammunition sales need not be registered under the law. 
Gunowners would have had to get all of their on-line ammunition 
purchases shipped to a licensed dealer to comply with the 
registration requirement. 

The National Shooting Sports Foundation likened the 
fingerprint requirement to equating law-abiding gunowners with 
criminals NSSF considered the ruling a major victory for 
gunowners. 

While the law was aimed ostensibly at handgun ammunition, 
it would have applied to a much broader variety of ammunition, 
because some handguns are chambered for rifle cartridges. 

The law was championed by state Sen. Kevin De Leon (D-
Los Angeles), who argued after the decision that 
the NRA had gone "judge shopping." 

Judge Hamilton's ruling reportedly does not affect municipal 
ammunition regulations now in effect in Los Angeles, 
Sacramento and other cities. The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 

2011 
 

Lautenberg bill targets gun shows, folks on 

watch lists 
Capitalizing on public shock following the shooting of 

Arizona Rep. Gabrielle Giffords and the slaying of six other 
people in Tucson, Az, on Jan. 8, Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D-NJ) 
and Rep. Carolyn McCarthy (D-NY) have introduced legislation 
to ban ammunition magazines that hold more than 10 rounds. 

Lautenberg went two steps further, however, by also 
introducing bills to close the so-called gun show loophole, and 
terror loophole. His measures would require background checks 
for all gun show transactions, even private sales, and also 
prohibit persons whose names appear on terrorist "watch lists" 
from purchasing firearms or explosives. 

Under Lautenberg's proposed "Large Capacity Ammunition 
Feeding Device Act," magazines that can hold more than 10 
rounds, or can be converted to hold more ammunition would be 
banned. McCarthy's measure would prohibit the sale or transfer 
of such magazines, even to heirs or family members. 

The "terror gap" measure would allow authorities to stop a 
person from purchasing firearms or explosives if his or her name 
appears on a terrorist watch list. Lautenberg said in a press 
release that "between February 2004 and February 2010, there 
were 1,119 cases in which individuals on the Terror Watch List 
were cleared to purchase a gun or explosive." The gun show 
bill—a perennial 

favorite of gun control advocates—requires that all sellers at 
gun shows conduct background checks, same as any retail 
firearms dealer. 

There is no evidence that the alleged shooter in the Giffords 
attack ever visited a gun show, and he was able to purchase the 
9mm Glock pistol used in the incident at a retail gun shop. 
Although he reportedly had previous contacts with law 
enforcement, his name was never on a terrorist watch list. 

Lautenberg issued a statement claiming that his legislation 
would "keep deadly weapons out of the hands of criminals and 
terrorists." Gun rights activists quickly dismissed that argument 
as rhetoric. 

There are presently millions of ammunition magazines in 
circulation that hold more than 10 cartridges. Ever since the 
Clinton-era semi-auto and magazine ban expired in 2004, people 
have been able to purchase large-capacity and standard full-
capacity magazines. Semi-auto pistols designed to hold 15- and 
17- round magazines were returned to their pre-ban 
configurations, and after-market manufacturers have been 
cranking out magazines for various firearms that hold 20 or 30 
rounds. 

Alan Gottlieb, chairman of the Citizens Committee for the 
Right to Keep and Bear Arms, recalled the Rodney King riots in 
Los Angeles when shop keepers had to defend their businesses 
from looters and arsonists, with pistols and rifles that held more 
than 10 rounds. 

"When you have hundreds of rioters and looters who are 
trying to rob your business and burn your store," he said, "and 
you are the only line of defense, you are not going to stop that 
mob with 10 rounds." The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 

 

West Virginia activists sue over gun laws in 

3 cities 
The West Virginia Citizens Defense League (WVCDL) has 

filed a lawsuit seeking to overturn gun control ordinances in 
Charleston, South Charleston and Dunbar. 

According to the Huntington Herald Dispatch and Associated 
Press, the WVCDL lawsuit also involves several private citizens 
and a local firearms dealer. 

Their challenge is against regulations that prohibit carrying 
firearms on city property, and a Charleston ordinance limiting the 
number of handguns that may be purchased by a single 
individual in one month. The action also reportedly challenges 
regulations against selling guns to people who have been charged 
with certain crimes, or treated for mental illness. 

Plaintiffs are represented by attorney James Mullins. He told 
a reporter that gun laws do not stop criminals or deranged 
individuals from committing crimes on public property. 

"Neither will a criminal wait while his intended victim goes 
through the three-day waiting period Charleston imposes on 
buying a handgun," Mullins asserted. 

Charleston Mayor Danny Jones, who was named as a 
defendant along with the mayors of the other two communities, 
told the newspaper he intends to fight the lawsuit. 

Several lawsuits have been filed around the country 
challenging local and state gun laws since the Supreme Court 
ruled last June that the Second Amendment protection of the 
right to keep and bear arms extends to the states. That ruling 
came in McDonald v. City of Chicago, the Second Amendment 
Foundation's lawsuit against the city. SAF was joined in the 
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lawsuit by the Illinois State Rifle Association and four individual 
citizens. 

However, opponents of expanded gun rights argue that the 
ruling did not prevent government from prohibiting mental 
patients or convicted felons from having firearms. The New GUN 

WEEK, February 15, 2011 
 

Alloway refiles PA legislation to expand 

self-defense law 
Pennsylvania State Sen. Richard Alloway II (R-33rd Dist.) 

re-introduced legislation in late January that would expand the 
Castle Doctrine in Pennsylvania to protect gunowners who act in 
self-defense. 

Alloway's bill (SB-273) would remove the "duty to retreat" 
clause when an individual is threatened "by an attacker in any 
place that individual has a right to be, including the individual's 
home or vehicle. 

"The bill would provide important protections against 
criminal prosecution or civil litigation for those who act to 
defend themselves," Alloway said. 

The. General Assembly passed legislation expanding the 
Castle Doctrine in 2010 by an overwhelming margin, but then-
Gov. Edward Rendell vetoed the bill. Alloway is hopeful that 
Gov. Tom Corbett, who has served as the state's top lawmaker 
for six years, will show his support for expanding the Castle 
Doctrine and that this measure will be signed into law during this 
legislative session to protect individuals who act in self defense. 

"Responsible gunowners should not have to fear criminal 
prosecution or civil lawsuits if they take action to stop criminals 
who pose a real threat to human life," Alloway said. "The 
General Assembly approved similar legislation last year, and I 
am very optimistic that we can see this bill signed into law this 
year." 

Under Alloway's bill, an individual would need to 
demonstrate a reasonable belief that he or she was in imminent 
danger in order to use lethal force. The New GUN WEEK, February 

15, 2011 
 

WA bill to legalize suppressor use 
Washington state lawmakers on both sides of the aisle in the 

House and Senate are backing legislation to legalize the use of 
noise suppressors on firearms. 

It is currently legal to own suppressors in the Evergreen 
State, and even mount them for display purposes on a gun, but 
people cannot actually shoot the firearm with the suppressor on 
the barrel. 

People who own the devices have consistently lobbied to get 
their use legalized within state boundaries. 

Under companion measures that have already passed out of 
their original committees, suppressor use would be legal so long 
as the owner has the device properly licensed. 

The measures are HB-1016 and SB-5112. The New GUN 

WEEK, February 15, 2011 
 

ID law student sues over campus gun 

prohibition 
A second-year law student at the University of Idaho in 

Moscow has filed a lawsuit against the university, claiming that a 
prohibition on firearms in college housing units violates his. 
Second Amendment rights. 

Thirty-six-year-old Aaron Tribble, who lives with his family 
in an on-campus apartment for married students, filed his lawsuit 
in Latah County District Court. The housing unit is for married 
students with children, located in the university's South Hill 
Vista complex. 

According to the Moscow-Pullman Daily News, Tribble 
contends that the university regulation violates his rights by not 
allowing him to keep his firearms in the residence. Students can 
check their firearms with the Moscow Police Department, which 
has an on-campus substation, the newspaper said. 

The lawsuit has gotten the attention of Students for 
Concealed Carry on Campus, according to Rick Walker, western 
regional field director for the organization, who is based in 
Olympia, WA. Al Baker, an SCCC member in Idaho, confirmed 
that to Gun Week. The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 

 

PA's profane people safer 
The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) of 

Pennsylvania says State Police have agreed to stop citing people 
for disorderly conduct when they use profanity, according to 
CBS. 

Senior ACLU staff attorney Mary Catherine Roper says these 
citations are not unusual. 

"And that's why we started bringing these cases," she said. 
"Because we are finding that police all over Pennsylvania have 
been issuing criminal citations because people use profanity." 

Roper says the case that brought about the settlement in-
volved a Luzerne County woman who shouted an unkind epithet 
at a motorcyclist who swerved close to her. She says Pennsylva-
nia State Police have agreed to stop citing people for cussing and 
to provide mandatory training for troopers about free speech. 

Roper says Pittsburgh police agreed to a similar settlement 
and that ACLU will continue to take on local police departments 
that misuse the state's disorderly conduct statute. 

A spokesman for state police did not respond to requests for 
comment. Gun Week doesn't have any either. The New GUN 

WEEK, February 15, 2011 
 

Gun toting Santa draws fire 
From the "Political Correctness Run Amok" file comes the 

report of a painted plywood cut-out of Santa Claus with a 
cowboy hat and a gun on his belt that caused quite a pre-holiday 
stir in the town of Turlock, CA, according to KCRA.com. 

The Santa is one of many displays that line a Christmas tree 
lot. KCRA, the NBC affiliate in the Bay Area, reported that 
workers said they have been using the same cowboy Santa 
display for 20 years and have never had a compliant until now. 

In December, however, a woman named Monica Sliva didn't 
like the idea of Santa packing heat so she asked them to take it 
down. She confronted the workers at the tree lot telling them it 
sends the wrong message to children. 

"I think it's pretty crazy, to tell you the truth," Bobby Vierra 
said. "I mean, we're just trying to sell trees out here." 

When commotion over the display caused traffic to back up, 
workers covered the gun on Santa's belt. The display was then 
temporarily taken down temporarily, but just before closing time 
the display was put back up, his gun still covered. 

Vierra said he feels the attention the tree lot received was 
unfair. "It's just a Santa," he said. "You know, it's just a cowboy." 
The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 
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Tattoo artist faces charges 
Celebrity tattoo artist Jonathan Shaw pleaded not guilty on 

Jan. 11 to charges he kept loaded guns and "nearly 3,000 rounds 
of ammunition" in a lower Manhattan storage locker, according 
to the New York Daily News. 

The son of big-band legend Artie Shaw was hit with an 89-
count indictment for the "arsenal" found by a moving company 
Shaw hired to transport the guns from the facility to Los Angeles, 
prosecutors said. 

"Not guilty," said Shaw, 57, after the charges—three felony 
and 86 lesser counts—were unveiled in Manhattan Supreme 
Court. 

Shaw, who opened the first legal tattoo parlor in the city and 
inked celebs like Johnny Depp and Marilyn Manson, was 
arrested in November when his collection was reported. 

Manhattan District Attorney Cyrus Vance Jr. wasted no time 
after the court appearance in linking the Shaw collection to the 
Tucson, AZ, mass shooting incident the previous weekend, and 
launching a media pitch on the danger posed by guns in the 
hands of average citizens. 

"The events of this past weekend remind us that gun violence 
continues to plague our nation," Vance said. "The defendant's 
illegal weapons cache endangered workers and customers at the 
storage facility and in the entire community," Vance said. 

Shaw said nothing as he walked out after his court 
appearance. His $250,000 bail was continued. 

His lawyer, however, defended the arms trove as a collection. 
"You could indict the Metropolitan Museum of Art, there is 

an impressive collection of historical weaponry there as well," 
said lawyer Stacey Richman. "Those are without question 
historical pieces," Richman said of three knives engraved with a 
"Ku Klux Klan" logo found in the locker. 

Guns in the locker included an AK-47, purchased from a 
New York. City shop about 10 years earlier, a unnamed British 
military rifle, a Mossberg 12-gauge pump-action, pistol-grip 
shotgun and a loaded .30 caliber semi-automatic rifle, officials 
said. 

More than 80 knives, including what were described as "66 
illegal switchblades," two daggers, a bayonet, fives sets of metal 
knuckles, eight expandable batons, two leather blackjacks and 
five blank-firing handguns were found. 

Prosecutors said Shaw has never owned a rifle permit or 
firearms license in New York City and now faces up to 15 years 
in prison if convicted on charges of criminal possession of 
weapons. The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 

 

McCarthy bill would ban mags over 10 

rounds 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

In the aftermath of the attempted assassination of pro-gun 
Arizona Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords, Rep. Carolyn 
McCarthy (D-NY) has filed a bill (HR-308) to ban on magazines 
with a capacity of more than 10 cartridges, essentially reviving 
the Clinton-era ban on the sale and manufacture of such 
magazines for the average citizen. 

That ban expired in 2004, and since then gun prohibitionists 
have repeatedly proposed its renewal as part of a "wish list" of 
gun control measures that pop up virtually every time there is a 
high-profile shooting, whether such magazines played a part in 
the crime or not. 

McCarthy, a perennial anti-gunner whose husband and son 
were shot by Cohn Ferguson in December 1993, was elected and 
continues to serve on the gun control platform. Her husband died 
in that shooting, which left several other people dead or 
wounded. 

Accused Tucson, AZ, gunman Jared Lee Loughner allegedly 
used a Glock 9mm pistol fitted with a 31-round extended 
magazine, and he had another one that was grabbed by a 
bystander as other people wrestled him to the ground. 

Under McCarthy's proposal, people who already own the 
extended magazines would be allowed to keep them, but would 
not be able to sell them or give them away. The measure, 
according to the Arizona Daily Star, would prohibit the 
manufacture, importation, sale or transfer of such magazines. 

The measure includes an exemption for active and retired law 
enforcement officers, a provision certain to raise objections from 
gun rights activists. 

McCarthy said she has more than 40 co-sponsors for the bill 
so far, and that while no Republicans have stepped up to support 
her proposed ban on high-capacity clips, McCarthy is working to 
gain Republican support. 

Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D-NJ) plans to introduce similar 
legislation in the Senate soon. 

Arizona gun rights advocate Charles Heller told the 
newspaper that McCarthy's proposal will not prevent such 
shootings in the future. A cofounder of the Arizona Citizens 
Defense League, Heller also runs a talk radio program on gun 
rights. 

The Clinton ban ran from 1994 through 2004, and was 
blamed as one of the reasons Democrats lost control of Congress 
in the 1994 mid-term election. Democrats did not regain control 
of Congress until 2006. Gunowner anger over passage of the ban, 
and the 1993 Brady Law, brought them to the polls in record 
numbers in November 1994, costing more than 50 anti-gun 
Democrats their seats, including House Speaker Tom Foley of 
Spokane, WA. The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 

 

Fortune magazine explains why there's no 

debate on gun control 
Fortune magazine is not a gun publication and seldom 

involves itself in gun-related reportage except in so far as 
industry and trade issues are involved, especially for publicly 
held companies. But the business/investor magazine did delve 
into some prognostication following the Jan. 8 shooting tragedy 
in Tucson, AZ. 

In an article written by Tory Newmyer, the magazine set out 
to explain" why there's no more debate on gun control. 

"The tragic shooting on Saturday of Arizona Rep. Gabrielle 
Giffords (D) and 19 others has renewed a national conversation 
about whether our gun laws need tightening," the article began. 
"But the chatter for the most part has so far ignored a curious 
fact: in Congress, the arena where any new restrictions would be 
decided, the debate effectively ended years ago." 

That statement may come as a surprise to many Gun Week as 
well as Fortune readers, but it may not be far off the mark. 

Newmyer continued by noting that even over the last two 
years, when Democrats controlled both the White House and 
Congress, "gun rights advocates led by the National Rifle 
Association could count on commanding pro-gun majorities on 
the Hill The result: the gun lobby enjoys what has amounted to 
veto authority over any proposal they view as nettlesome, and 
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they've wielded it with startling efficacy. The midterm election 
results only broadened gun advocates' reach on the Hill, so to the 
extent there will be a legislative response to the rampage in 
Tucson, it is highly unlikely to include tough new restrictions on 
gun ownership." 

"How did we get here?" Newmyer asks, by noting that the 
answer in part is due to the National Rifle Association itself, 
"whose opponents acknowledge as an unrivaled grassroots 
political force." 

Newmyer then cites and quotes authorities for claims of the 
political power of the NRA on Capitol Hill, before exploring 
other explanations, claiming "Democratic party leaders also 
made a conscious decision, mid-decade, to cede the argument to 
gun rights advocates in an effort to win back rural voters and 
rebuild their governing coalition. Schumer and then-Rep. Rahm 
Emanuel (D-Ill.), who led the Senate and House Democratic 
political arms heading into the 2006 midterms, purposefully re-
cruited candidates in the South and West who bucked party 
orthodoxy on social issues—including the triumvirate of 
concerns commonly tagged 'God, guns, and gays.' " 

The strategy worked insofar as it helped the party run and 
win in formerly hostile territory, according to Newmyer. He 
notes that the gun control groups thought they had won when the 
Democrats reclaimed both chambers of Congress and elected a 
president. But, according to Newmyer, "They quickly found out 
how little had changed. Gun rights advocates nosed into issues 
that had seemingly little to do with gun rights, using their hardly-
diminished juice to force Democratic leaders to accommodate 
them." 

He then cites several examples without getting into details 
without mentioning the Brady Campaign's bad report card for the 
Obama White House. 

"Instead, Obama has been all but absent from the debate," 
Newmyer noted. "In 2009, he signed bills allowing people to 
carry firearms in national parks and in bags on Amtrak trains " 

He went on to note that even anti- gunners' attempts to 
exploit terrorist activism by outlawing gun purchases by anyone 
on the FBI's terrorist watch list and requiring background checks 
for private sales at gun shows had failed. 

In such a climate, the Fortune reporter sees little reason to 
expect new anti-gun initiatives to move forward and quotes 
Senate Judiciary Chairman Patrick Leahy (D-VT) as saying that 
while he expected some new efforts, "I don't know that much 
will change." 

Does this mean the grassroots gun lobby can relax. Hardly! 
It means that anti-firearms civil rights barbarians are always 

at the gates, always ready to exploit any high profile news event 
to chip away at your right to keep and bear arms. While they 
want to reestablish and expand the Clinton era ban on many 
semi-autos, they are willing settle for winning any scrap of your 
gun rights they can get, including a ban on full capacity 
magazines and a tightening of existing laws regarding the NICS 
system. 

While the near-future prospects for preserving our gun rights 
may look good, we are far from being safely out of the woods. 
The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 
 
 
 
 
 

What wasn’t in Obama's State of the Union 

address 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

One has to conclude from their recent reanimation that 
veteran anti-gunners in political office, the establishment media 
and the foundations that finance groups like the Brady Center 
and Violence Policy Center have been waiting breathlessly for 
something like the Jan. 8 Tucson, AZ, mass shooting incident in 
order to resume their war to eradicate the Second Amendment. 

Like the veteran cast of a second-rate, road-company stage 
melodrama, New York City billionaire Mayor Michael 
Bloomberg, the Brady Campaign's Paul Helmke, Congress-
woman Carolyn McCarthy (D-NY) and Sen. Frank Lautenberg 
(D-NJ) immediately stepped back into the footlights. 

Of course, they weren't the only ones. The most thoughtless 
on both sides of the political spectrum were quick to use the 
tragic event as a way of trying to silence those of an opposite 
persuasion, by blaming free speech for the violence of others, 
raising new questions about the First Amendment. 

In the public desire to explain why the unexplainable 
happened, their fingers pointed at guns, full capacity magazines, 
political commentators, bloggers, Sarah Palin and anyone and 
anything they didn't like before the event took place. 

Just days later, many anticipated that President Obama might 
pump some life into their agendas when he gave his State of the 
Union address. But here again they were disappointed. 

According to a CBS News commentary, the most glaring 
omission in President Obamars televised speech before both 
houses of Congress the night of Jan. 25 was the lack of any 
mention of the gun control issue. 

"In the wake of the Tucson tragedy," CBS commented, "gun 
control advocates have been pressuring Mr. Obama to take a 
strong stand in favor of the gun control legislation being put forth 
in Congress. But the White House has stayed conspicuously 
silent." 

You would think that the spinmeisters at the Brady Center 
had coached CBS—and PBS—to express further disappointment 
in the candidate they backed for president in 2008. 

"And while Mr. Obama opened his speech ... with a reference 
to that (Tucson) tragedy, he elected to stay away from the hot-
button issue of whether new gun control laws should come out of 
it. That follows his behavior in the days and weeks since the 
shootings, other than a glancing reference to gun control in his 
speech memorializing the shooting victims," CBS continued 
before reinforcing their message of disappointment by quoting 
Helmke. 

"Just two and a half weeks ago we had 13 people wounded, 
six killed including a Congresswoman wounded, a federal judge 
killed," Politico's Roger Simon said on CBS News' State of the 
Union webcast. "Democrats saw this as a way to renew the vigor 
and the argument about doing something small and sensible like 
banning high capacity magazines for handguns. President Obama 
doesn't seem to be signaling that he's getting on that." 

These are not the only so-called progressives who want to 
show they can make an uncertain world safe. 

What these commentators missed, but the public did not, was 
that stuff happens that you just can't do anything about; and that 
gun crimes, no matter how large the toll, are not the worst things 
that could happen. 

Just two days before the President's address, at least 35 
people, including some foreigners, and up to 168 people were 
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injured, many of them critically, were killed after a suspected 
suicide bomber blew himself up at Moscow's busiest airport. 

According to The Guardian in the UK, the bomber entered 
the ground floor of Domodedovo airport's terminal building 
apparently unchallenged. He then made his way to the crowded 
international arrivals zone. At 4.32 p.m. local time he set off a 
massive explosive device, possibly hidden in a suitcase, causing 
a blast equivalent to 7kg of TNT. 

According to unconfirmed reports, investigators found the 
head of a man aged 30 to 35, who is thought to be the suicide 
bomber. 

The Jan. 24 blast was the worst terrorist attack in Russia since 
two female suicide bombers from the volatile Dagestan region 
blew themselves up on Moscow's metro last March, killing 40 
people, and injuring more than 100. 

Just a few months earlier, on Sept. 9, 2010, a suicide car 
bomber hit the central market of Rostov-on-Don, a major city in 
Russia's North Caucasus, killing at least 17 and wounding more 
than 130 people. 

The attacker detonated his explosives as he drove by the main 
entrance to the Vladikavkaz market, according to the Emergency 
Situations Ministry. 

Some argue that the Russian incidents merely reflect the 
continuing threat of terrorist attacks, but they miss the point that 
the American public did not miss. Aware of the seemingly 
irrational and insane attacks that can occur anywhere on earth, a 
majority of Americans told pollsters that the Tucson incident had 
not made them want more gun control laws. Of course, that also 
disappointed the anti-gunners who really don't seem too 
concerned about violence unless it is perpetrated with firearms. 

People were quick to see that additional layers of security are 
no guarantee of public safety, and the public does pay attention 
to the news from overseas, whether it's a war zone or another 
seemingly peaceful country. 

Of course there are people who simply hate guns and imagine 
a safer world without them. But they miss the message of the 
modern terrorists in this county, in Russian, in other countries 
whose citizens they have attacked, and even in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. 

Bombs and their related improved relatives (IEDs) cause 
more casualties than all the small arms wielded by all sides in the 
Middle East. 

According to January wire service reports from Kabul, the 
makeshift explosive weapons killed 268 American troops in 
Afghanistan last year up 60% over the previous year, even as the 
Pentagon employs improved countermeasures. And the number 
of troops wounded by explosive devices also jumped in 2010—
by well over 170%. Last year, 3,366 US servicemen were 
wounded by such devices compared to 1,211 a year earlier. In 
both Iraq and Afghanistan, the wartime toll in killed and 
wounded American and allied troops is greater from IEDs than 
from small arms, a fact which makes it clear that when people 
are determined enough to inflict deadly violence on others, guns 
are not the most dangerous instruments. 

It really doesn't matter whether the person or persons are 
driven by mental problems or some form of religious or cultural 
fanaticism. If they are determined enough to carry out their 
irrational attacks on others, they will find a deadly means to carry 
their schemes forward—guns, gasoline, fire, IEDs, motor 
vehicles, chemicals of all variety. 

Now I don't doubt that President Obama believes in the idea 
of regulating criminal behavior by regulating guns. He's said 
things to that effect in the past and has supported such legislation 
during his political career. He even seems likely to carry some of 
his regulatory schemes forward executively rather than 
legislatively _ 

But I give him credit for realizing as his State of the Union 
address was being crafted that there, are things he can't do 
anything about, so he should focus on the things that he might, be 
able do, an agedda that might contribute to the public good. 
Further regulating guns and law-abiding gunowneri would not 
have prevented the Tucs9n-shooting anymore than Russian 
security measures could have prevented the Moscow airport 
suicide bombings. The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 

 

ATF fears budget cuts imperil border gun-

trafficking efforts 
Washington Post staff writers James V. Grimaldi and Sari 

Horwitz, the newspaper's most frequent reporters on gun related 
issues, reported on Jan. 31 that the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives (ATF) was concerned that agebncy 
budget cut proposed by the Obama administration "would 
imperil the gun-trafficking fight along the Mexican border. 

"About three weeks before the deadly shootings in Tucson 
renewed a national debate about gun control, the White House 
budget office proposed steep cuts for the agency charged with 
enforcing federal gun laws," The Post reported. 

When officials at ATF saw the proposal, "they concluded it 
would effectively eliminate a major initiative in the fight against 
firearms trafficking on the Mexican border, according to people 
familiar with the budget process but not authorized to speak on 
the record." 

"Project Gunrunner" is a signature effort by the Obama 
administration to assist Mexico in stemming the flow of guns 
south of the border, The Post reported. Under the project, federal 
officials in Arizona in late January arrested more than a dozen 
people named in a 53-count indictment alleging that a network of 
gun buyers and smugglers had planned to ship hundreds of 
weapons to Mexican drug cartels (see related story in this issue). 

The proposed ATF cutbacks, which would amount to nearly 
$160 million out of a $1.25 billion budget request—a 12.8% 
reduction that would also be 3.6% below the current budget - are 
outlined in a preliminary budget document obtained by The 
Washington Post ATF spokesman Scot Thomasson declined to 
comment, because the budget process was not complete. 

The Post reported that administration officials said it is 
unclear how deep the cuts ultimately will be, since the pro posal 
was an early draft and is likely to change. But to some current 
and former ATF officials, the fact that budget officials 
contemplated the reductions is an indication of how low the 
agency ranks in the Obama administration's pecking order. 

"ATF is the ugly stepchild of every administration," said 
James Cavanaugh, a former senior ATF official who retired last 
year after three decades, according to The Post. "It would really 
handicap the ATF. It's a small agency and it's a lean machine. 
There are not a lot of agents and inspectors. There is not a lot of 
fat. With ATF, it would be an amputation." 

Judging from the President's State of the Union address and 
the political climate on Capitol Hill, all federal agencies may be 
facing a difficult budget year. The President suggested govern-
ment austerity across the board, and Republicans who now 
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control the House are calling for cuts of 30% or more. Law 
enforcement agencies are generally more protected than other 
government agencies. For example, the FBI is facing a 0.46 
percent cut against its current budget, The Post noted. 

The Post writers noted that some agency officials held out 
hope that Obama, whose campaign promised tougher gun laws, 
would support their mission and budget, and strengthen their 
legal tools. 

And anti-gunners who parsed the President's Jan. 25 address 
to both house of Congress were disappointed that he did not 
propose new gun control initiatives. 

The best hope of any of the anti-gun groups were remarks 
reportedly made by some White House staffers that suggested 
Obama could soon set forth a new policy guns, but the climate in 
the House and Senate doesn't suggest any new movement. The 
prospects for passage of the new anti-gun measures already 
floated in the House and Senate seem dim 

However, The Post suggested that there might be some 
common ground for changes to the background check system. 
Even a pro-gun lawmaker is calling for an audit of the federal 
background check system for gun buyers. Rep. John D. Dingell 
(D-Mich.), a former NRA board member with an A rating from 
the group, joined Rep. Carolyn McCarthy (D-N.Y.), a gun-
control advocate, in asking the Government Accountability 
Office to look at the system. Republican House Judiciary 
Committee staffers also plan to question FBI officials who 
oversee the system, according to The Post. In addition to the 
uncertainty about its budget and enforcement regimen, ATF has 
been without a director since 2006, when Congress first required 
Senate confirmation for the position. Every nominee since has 
been held up in the Senate over problems raised by the gun 
lobby, which opposes Obama's nominee, Andy Traver, the 
bureau's special agent in charge in Chicago. 

The Post reported that the budget document says the 
proposed cuts to ATF are meant to eliminate duplication in 
explosives investigations, which the Justice Department last year 
divided between two agencies. 

"FBI and ATF perform essentially the same functions 
regarding explosives, with the exception of licensee inspections," 
the document said. 

ATF officials fear the proposed cuts would harm the Project 
Gunrunner border initiative because federal rules require the last 
hired to be laid off first, and most new hiring at the agency has 
been put toward the Southwest border effort. ATF has already 
moved funds from explosives work to the border initiative, 
sources said. 

However, the Justice Department inspector general has 
already criticized Project Gunrunner for "significant 
weaknesses." It said that 68% of the project's investigations "are 
single-defendant cases, and some ATF managers discourage field 
personnel from conducting the types of complex conspiracy 
investigations that target higher-level members of trafficking 
rings." The New GUN WEEK, February 15, 2011 

 

Wyoming could be fourth state to legalize 

carry without license 
Wyoming could soon join the three other states that don't 

require residents to obtain a license to carry a concealed firearm. 
The state's Senate recently voted 20-10 to approve a measure 

sponsored by Sen. Kit Jennings (R-Casper) that would make the 
Cowboy State the fourth with what is called "constitutional 

carry," allowing residents to carry a handgun openly or 
concealed with a special license. 

According to Associated Press and trib.com, supporters of the 
Wyoming bill note that the state and federal constitutions 
guarantee the people's right to carry guns. They also say 
criminals are already carrying concealed weapons illegally. 

Sen. Cale Case (R-Lander) voted for the bill. "In my heart, it 
just comes down to responsible people following the law and 
carrying a gun are not a threat," he said after the Senate hearing. 

"It's people not following the law, or who are mentally over 
the top, they're not going to be deterred by a law that says you 
can't carry it," Case said. "To me, in the end, it's pretty clear." 

Sen. Charles Scott (R-Casper) spoke against the bill on the 
Senate floor. 

"Here we're all for protecting the right to keep and bear 
arms," Scott said after the vote. "My thought was this bill was 
dangerous in that respect, in that it removed some of the controls 
we have on people carrying concealed weapons who are likely to 
be dangerous." 

Wyoming already has issued more than 20,000 permits that 
allow citizens to carry concealed guns. The state would retain its 
permit system if Jennings' bill becomes law because the permits 
allow people to carry concealed in other states that have 
reciprocal agreements with Wyoming. The New GUN WEEK, 

February 15, 2011 
 

Starbucks profits show Brady scare 

campaign flopped 
Fourth quarter profits for Starbucks Coffee, the Seattle, WA-

based franchise that was the target of a boycott last year by the 
Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, show that the scare 
campaign didn't work. 

According to the Seattle Times, Starbucks reported earnings 
of $346.6 million, or 45 cents per share. That was up from 
$241.5 million for the same period in 2009, the newspaper said. 

Last year, the Brady Campaign mounted a publicity effort 
against Starbucks because the company allows people who 
openly carry handguns, which is legal in many states including 
Washington, to patronize Starbucks coffee shops. The Brady 
Campaign contended that the appearance of legally-armed 
private citizens in the coffee shops posed a danger to other 
customers, especially those with children. 

More recently, Elliott Fineman, president and chief executive 
officer of the National Gun Victims Action Council, announced a 
new effort against Starbucks. He is demanding that the coffee 
giant donate $10 million annually to the gun prohibition lobby, in 
addition to banning armed customers from its shops. Critics of 
the effort liken Fineman's approach to blackmail. 

Many open carry advocates have told Gun Week that instead 
of finding somewhere else to buy coffee, they have started 
frequenting Starbucks shops as a way of showing appreciation 
for the company's policy of not backing down. The New GUN 

WEEK, February 15, 2011 
 

Rasmussen poll: stricter gun laws will not 

work 
A new Rasmussen poll taken two days after the Tucson, AZ, 

shooting of Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords, the slaying of 
six people including a federal judge, and the wounding of a 
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dozen other people says most Americans do not believe that 
stricter gun laws would prevent such incidents. 

According to Rasmussen Reports, only 29% of adults 
surveyed believe that tougher gun laws might prevent mass 
shootings. An overwhelming 62% of those surveyed disagree. 
They believe stronger gun laws will not make a difference. 

The survey of 1,000 adults was conducted Jan. 10-11 by 
Rasmussen. The attempted assassination of Rep. Giffords 
occurred at a Tucson shopping mall on Jan. 8. 

Rasmussen said that despite the shooting, "opposition to gun 
control is at a new high." 

The survey found that 56% of the respondents oppose 
stronger gun control laws, while only 36% support tighter 
restrictions. 

Seventy-six percent of those who have a gun in the home 
believe tougher gun laws will not work, and 48% of those 
without a gun in the home agree. Seventy-three percent of those 
who acknowledge someone in their household has a gun oppose 
stricter gun control measures while 53% of those without a gun 
in the home support stronger laws. The New GUN WEEK, February 

15, 2011 
 

Antis rush to exploit Tucson shooting 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

Anti-gunners moved swiftly to exploit the attempted 
assassination of US Rep. Gabrielle Giffords, reported to be a 
centrist Democrat who has been elected in November to a third 
term in the 8th District of Arizona, at a Tucson, AZ, shopping 
mall—calling for reimposition of bans on so-called assault 
weapons and large-capacity ammunition magazines—even 
before investigators had finished at the crime scene. 

Their effort continued as anti-gun New York Democrat Rep. 
Carolyn McCarthy submitted legislation to outlaw large 
magazines, and as gun prohibitionists appeared on national 
television advocating renewal of the semi-auto ban and also 
legislation to close the so-called gun show loophole. Author John 
Lott, appearing opposite Paul Helmke, president of the Brady 
Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, on Fox News, was quick to 
remind viewers that the Giffords attack, which left six people 
dead including a federal judge and 9year-old child, had no 
connection to gun shows. 

Another New York lawmaker, Rep. Peter King, proposed 
creating a "gun free zone" around politicians and federal judges, 
and New Jersey Sen. Frank Lautenberg is also looking to ban 
large-capacity magazines. 

The Glock 9mm pistol used in the attack was legally 
purchased on Nov. 30 from a Tucson-area sporting goods store. 
The suspect, Jared Lee Loughner, 22, faces multiple charges. He 
was wrestled to the ground by three men, one of whom was an 
armed citizen but did not draw his pistol, while a woman grabbed 
a spare magazine Loughner was trying to load into his empty 
handgun. 

The armed citizen, Joe Zamudio, became an overnight 
celebrity, appearing in several live interviews on various Fox 
News programs. As he repeated his account of his involvement 
in taking the suspect down, it became clear that he entered the 
fracas ready to act. However, his experience with firearms 
became quickly evident when he also repeatedly told 
interviewers, including Fox's Sean Hannity, that as he rushed up 
to the scene, he could see that the suspect's pistol had run dry and 
the slide was locked back. Instead of opening fire, he jumped on 

Loughner, holding him down along with two other men, one of 
whom had actually been wounded by the gunman. 

That man, retired Army Col. Bill Badger, had been grazed by 
a bullet that struck the back of his head. Still, Badger grabbed 
Loughner in a choke hold while another man put his knee in the 
gunman's back. At the same time, a woman named Patricia 
Maisch had knocked 

Loughner's spare magazine out of his hand as he was 
apparently trying to reload. That was apparently when Zamudio 
arrived and joined in the takedown. 

Killed in the shooting was federal Judge John Roll, 
elementary student Christina Taylor Green, Giffords aide Gabe 
Zimmerman, Dorwin Stoddard, 79-year-old Phyllis Schneck and 
76-year-old Dorothy Morris. In all, 20 people were reportedly 
hit, but the primary target was Rep. Giffords, who was shot in the 
head but survived the attack, and has been reported recovering. 

Pima County, AZ Sheriff Clarence W. Dupnik, a Democrat, 
used his first press conference following the shooting to 
denounce conservative political rhetoric. The Washington Post 
subsequently reported that Dupnik was an outspoken opponent of 
concealed or open carry. The newspaper quoted him stating, "I 
have never been a proponent of letting everybody in this state 
carry weapons under any circumstances that they want. And 
that's almost where we are." 

In the days following the shooting, Dupnik revealed himself 
as an anti-gunner, having previously opposed not only the 
concealed carry law but also opposing campus carry by qualified 
licensees. When he repeatedly engaged in conjecture about the 
shooting and its political overtones, the Arizona Republic took 
him to task, noting in an editorial, "Dupnik needs to recall that he 
is elected to be a lawman. With each additional comment, the 
Democratic sheriff of Pima County is revealing his agenda as 
partisan, and, as such, every bit as recklessly antagonistic as the 
talk-show hosts and politicians he chooses to decry" 

Last year, Arizona adopted a new statute that does away with 
the requirement for a permit to carry a concealed handgun, 
although the state does still issue licenses to qualifying 
applicants, primarily for reciprocal carry in other states. Open 
carry has always been legal in the state. 

The debate has continued since the shootings, which left 
several other people wounded. It appears that Loughner had 
planned this shooting spree, having left a message on Facebook, 
and writings at his home that were found by investigators. The 
suspect has a reported history of instability and erratic behavior, 
and he reportedly failed a military enlistment drug test. 

While one of his former classmates described him as "left 
wing" and a "pot head," liberal pundits quickly tried to portray 
Loughner as someone who may have been guided by right wing 
rhetoric. The Wall Street Journal even noted the quick tilt of the 
discussion into the political arena, with criticisms heaped upon 
every available target including talk show lightning rods Rush 
Limbaugh and Glenn Beck, and former Republican Alaska Gov. 
Sarah Palin 

In the midst of the debate, Congressman Robert Brady (D-
PA) proposed legislation that raised First Amendment concerns. 
Brady would make it a federal crime to "use language or symbols 
that could be perceived as threatening or inciting violence against 
a federal official or member of Congress." According to The 
Hill, Brady said he wants the same "protections" against a threat 
now enjoyed by the President. Critics of that proposal swiftly 
noted that this could start a domino effect in which such 
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protections would subsequently be sought for federal employees 
or others. 

Through the controversy, a troubling profile of the alleged 
shooter was revealed. He reportedly alarmed students at Pima 
Community College last year until he was suspended for his 
bizarre behavior. He disrupted one class by asking the instructor 
whether he believed in mind control. One student, Alex 
Kotonias, told USA Today that "He was one of the last kids to 
come in, and he sat down and almost immediately started 
laughing to himself in a way that was just kind of creepy." 

At least two members of Congress, Reps. Jason Chaffetz (R-
UT) and Heath Shuler (D-NC) announced they would start 
carrying concealed handguns when they are back in their home 
districts. Both are legally licensed to carry. The New GUN WEEK, 

February 1, 2011 
 

NY's high court rules out county's colored 

gun ban 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

Firearms preemption laws gained ground in state courts in 
December, dealing a blow to municipalities and counties that 
enact laws more restrictive than those intended by representative 
state legislatures. First in Ohio, where the state's Supreme Court 
overturned a Cleveland ordinance banning so-called assault 
weapons, and then in New York. 

The Appellate Division of New York's Supreme Court, 
Second Department, on Dec. 28 that a Nassau County ordinance 
prohibiting possession of "unusually colored handguns" was 
preempted by two sections of the state's penal code, sections 265 
and 400 in a case captioned Chwick v. Mulvey. 

The Ohio and New York decisions strengthen the concept 
that only a state legislature can enact laws that apply to all 
citizens of a state. Many states have enacted clear firearms 
preemption statutes but few of them have been tested in the 
courts. 

All four New York judges endorsed the decision written by 
Justice Ariel E. Belen in a case that has been hanging fire for 
several years. 

In earlier court action at lower levels in a case which 
originally had four New York resident plaintiffs, all of whom 
legally owned "deceptively colored handguns," Nassau County 
had hoped to salvage its ordinance by amending it more than 
once to allow three of the guns owned by some of the plaintiffs. 
However, the lead plaintiff, Alan J Chwick, owned a "pink" gun 
which was the linchpin in the legal arguments before the courts. 

Justice Belen's opinion said that New York Penal Code 
Sections 256 are 400 are the "comprehensive and detailed 
regulatory language and scheme...which demonstrates the 
Legislature's intent to preempt the field of firearm regulation," 
and the four judges found that it preempts Nassau County's 
amended ordinance. 

While the suit was originally begun as pro-se Article 78 
proceeding by the plaintiffs, it was argued in its later stages and 
before the Appellate Division by attorney Robert Firriolo. 

The plaintiff's were supported in their challenge to the county 
law by Scope Inc., the Freeport (Long Island) Junior Club, 
SAFE, and SASI. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

Anti-gun lawmakers propose mag ban, 

gun-free pol zone 

by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

The blood had barely dried on the streets of Tucson, AZ, after 
the noontime assassination attempt on Jan. 8, which seriously 
injured Rep. Gabrielle Giffords (D-AZ), killed a federal judge 
and five other bystanders and wounded 14 other people, when 
the usual proponents of gun control on Capitol Hill leaped into 
action. 

Leading gun control advocates of both parties immediately 
grabbed headlines by saying the shooting showed that it was time 
to reform weapons laws in the United States. Receiving less 
media attention were any calls for funding improved mental 
health initiatives. 

The HuffmgtonPost.com reported on Jan. 10 that Rep. Peter 
King (R-NY) planned to introduce legislation that would make it 
illegal to bring a gun within 1,000 feet of a government official, 
according to a person familiar with the congressman's intentions. 
How this would work, unless public officials were required to 
wear special identifiable clothing was not explained. 

Politico.com reported that Rep. Carolyn McCarthy (D-NY), 
which it described as one of the fiercest gun control advocates in 
Congress, pounced on the previous day's shooting, promising to 
introduce legislation targeting the high-capacity "ammunition 
clip the gunman used." Either the congresswoman and her staff, 
or Politico's correspondent, doesn't know the difference between 
a "clip" and a "magazine." 

"My staff is working on looking at the different legislation 
fixes that we might be able to do and we might be able to 
introduce...," McCarthy told Politico the day after the shooting. 

Meanwhile, Sen. Frank R. Lautenberg (D-NJ) said he's 
preparing to introduce a similar bill in the Senate. 

McCarthy said she planned to confer with House Speaker 
John Boehner and Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi to see "if we 
can work something through." 

McCarthy's spokesman confirmed that the legislation will 
target the high-capacity ammunition clips the Arizona gunman 
allegedly used in the shooting, but neither he nor the 
congresswoman offered any further details. 

Meanwhile, The San Francisco Chronicle reported that Sen. 
Dianne Feinstein (D-CA) would join with McCarthy to renew 
their campaign to outlaw "high-capacity bullet magazines." 

Feinstein wrote the 1994 assault weapons ban enacted during 
the Clinton Administration, which sunset in 2004. 

In a statement Jan. 10, Feinstein said she is "looking at all of 
the options" to pursue restrictions on assault weapons and wants 
to "talk to my colleagues on both sides of the aisle about this." 

While many political observers and commentators said that it 
was unlikely that a new gun control measure would be enacted 
on Capitol Hill, given the sizable majority of Republicans and 
Democrats who would oppose it, Shams Tarek, a McCarthy 
spokesman predicted "as difficult but not impossible. The New 

GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 
 

Washington lawmakers file bipartisan 

suppressor bill 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 

A bipartisan effort has been launched in Washington state to 
legalize the use of sound suppressors, which are currently legal 
to own, but cannot be used while actually shooting a firearm. 

The measure, HB-1016, would amend current statute by 
making the use of suppressors legal for gunowners who legally 
own the devices in accordance with federal law. Right now, 
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gunowners can purchase suppressors and even mount them on 
firearms. They simply cannot shoot with them on the gun, which 
proponents of the legislation consider nonsense. 

Nobody can explain why the prohibition exists. 
The legislation is sponsored by state Rep. Brian Blake (D-

19th Dist.), but members of both parties have signed on as co-
sponsors. 

Currently, suppressors are sold in gun shops and at gun 
shows, provided buyers can get them properly registered in 
accordance with federal law. Owners of the devices, generically 
called "cans" by shooters, must travel to other states in order to 
actually shoot with them on a rifle or pistol. 

Proponents contend that allowing the use of suppressors 
would help cut down on noise at indoor and outdoor gun ranges, 
thus reducing noise complaints from neighbors who may have 
moved in long after the gun range was built. This is a problem 
for many gun ranges across the country, and especially in 
Washington state, where rapid population growth has resulted in 
suburban sprawl into areas that were once largely forest and 
range lands, which were, at the time, ideally suited for gun range 
development because they were within easy driving distance of 
metropolitan areas, but far enough away to not create a conflict. 

Today, however, gun ranges around Western Washington are 
especially under pressure from local neighbors who have either 
moved out of the cities, such as Seattle, Tacoma or Everett for a 
more rural lifestyle, or who migrated to Washington during the 
tech boom when Microsoft recruited employees from all over the 
world. Developers created large housing developments that 
occasionally butted up against existing shooting ranges, and new 
residents—whether they were advised of the nearby range or not 
—suddenly found themselves near these shooting facilities. 

Indoor gun ranges have been built in recent years, in Tacoma, 
Everett, Bellevue and Spokane, and suppressor proponents say a 
change in the law could help quiet things down for shooters in 
those facilities, and for people outside. The New GUN WEEK, 

February 1, 2011 
 

District of Columbia records fewest 

homicides since 1963 
Two years after the June 2008 Supreme Court decision in 

District of Columbia v. Heller and the renewal of legal gun 
possession, however limited in Washington, DC, the city finished 
2010 with 131 homicides—a 9% reduction from 2009 and the 
lowest number of killings in the nation's capital since 1963, The 
Washington Times reported on Jan. 3. 

Whether the Heller decision contributed to the drop in 
homicidal violence is unknown but what is known is that the 
predictions of "blood in, the streets" by, some pundits have been 
proven completely inaccurate. 

The drop, from 143 killings in the previous year, was the 
second straight decline and the seventh time in the last 10 years 
that the city once referred to as the "murder capital" of the US 
recorded fewer than 200 homicides. 

Around the region, the results were mixed, The Times noted, 
citing some counties in the DC metropolitan area, in which 
homicides number were slightly down or even slightly up, but 
modest compared to the city. 

When Washington debates whether America is safe, the focus 
now is usually , on the increasing threat of terrorism—not violent 
crime, reported USA Today, in a story headlined "Homicides fall 
in America's biggest cities." 

That has largely obscured some good news about violent 
crime: Across the nation, homicide rates have dropped to their 
lowest levels in nearly a generation. And overall violent crime 
has sunk to its lowest level since 1973, Justice Department 
statistics show. 

The reductions have continued despite a grinding recession, a 
slow economic recovery and spikes in gang membership, 
according to recently released FBI figures for the first half of 
2010, USA Today noted. 

The long-term trend is particularly striking in the nation's 
three largest cities—New York, Chicago and Los Angeles. 
Homicides in New York have dropped 79% during the past two 
decades—from 2,245 in 1990 to 471 in 2009, the last full year 
measured. 

Chicago is down 46% during that period, from 850 to 458. 
Los Angeles is down 68%, from 983 to 312. 

The reductions, especially in New York, have been so 
dramatic that violent crime virtually has disappeared from the 
national political discourse. 

Analysts say a range of factors have helped to tamp down 
violent crime. Among them: improved crime-mapping 
technology that has allowed police to deploy officers more 
efficiently at a time when many law enforcement resources are 
being directed toward anti-terror programs; crackdowns on gangs 
and community outreach programs that are being credited with 
thwarting serious crimes. 

But the newspaper cautioned, "for all the good news, in 
America's three biggest cities the two-decade free-fall in homi-
cides has not erased public insecurity about violent crime. The 
prospect of prolonged economic woes raise troubling questions 
about whether violent crime could rise again, and some recent 
trends that affect residents' quality of life have been unsettling." 
The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

Omaha school shooter used dad's police 

gun 
Police say the teenager who opened fire at his Nebraska high 

school used a gun owned by his father, a detective for the Omaha 
Police Department. 

Authorities say 17-year-old Robert Butler Jr. had been 
suspended from classes on Jan. 5 for driving on a school football 
field. A few hours later, he returned to the building, where he 
shot the principal and assistant principal. 

The assistant principal later died. The principal was 
hospitalized in serious condition. 

Investigators say the gun was probably the service weapon 
carried by Butler's father, a .40-caliber semiautomatic pistol that 
can fire up to 15 rounds. Butler fired seven rounds. The New GUN 

WEEK, February 1, 2011 
 

WI woman's suit over `open carry' settled 

out of court 
A woman arrested after wearing her gun to church will get 

$7,500 to settle her lawsuit against the city of Brookfield, WI, 
and the officers who arrested her. 

Krysta Sutterfield sued the city and the officers after she was 
arrested in July for attending services at the Unitarian 
Universalist Church while wearing her holstered handgun, the 
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel reported on Jan. 4. 
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After the services someone called police and they responded, 
stopped Sutterfield as she was driving away and arrested her, the 
newspaper said. Prosecutors later decided not to file charges. 

Wisconsin Carry Inc., a gun rights advocacy group Sutterfield 
belongs to, joined her as a plaintiff in the federal lawsuit. 

Following the settlement, an attorney for the city said police 
would still respond in force to calls of a person with a gun, even 
if it turns out to be an open carry situation. 

"These are kind of `gotcha' cases," attorney Greg Gunta said. 
"The courts are being used for a political stage." The New GUN 

WEEK, February 1, 2011 
 

Cop accused of flashing gun 
What may be another case for the "Only cops should have 

guns" file involves a pending investigation in Thxas. 
A Dallas police spokeswoman accused in October of angrily 

flashing her gun at a motorist while off duty was accused of 
doing the same thing to another motorist six years ago, according 
to records obtained by The Dallas Morning News. 

Senior Cpl. Janice Crowther, 49, was also accused of berating 
and threatening a security officer in a third incident in a mall 
parking lot in 2002, according to the records, which were 
obtained by the newspaper in response to a Public Information 
Act request. 

As one of five members of the media relations unit, Crowther 
is one of the most public faces representing the 3,600-member 
city police force. 

Deputy Chief Randy Blankenbaker, who oversees the media 
relations unit, said the department is awaiting the outcome of the 
internal investigation. 

The 27-year officer was not criminally charged in any of the 
incidents and internal Dallas police investigations found the 
evidence was inconclusive or unfounded regarding allegations 
against her in the two prior cases. 

In all three cases, Crowther, 49, said she was the victim She 
denied ever flashing her weapon and said that race may have 
been a factor in both the North Park and Allen cases. Crowther is 
black. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

Amputee stops intruder...cold 
A Pennsylvania man with no legs is alive because he still has 

his gun hand, and the man who tried to kill him won't be doing 
anything else like that forever. 

Say a belated goodbye to Lairy Evans James-Watson, 19, of 
Allegheny County, PA. According to the Pittsburgh Tribune-
Review, this hyphenated gunman got perforated by his intended 
victim, identified as Rocco Bombara, who is confined to a 
wheelchair. The newspaper said Bombara was at home early on 
the morning of Jan. 2 when James-Watson suddenly began 
crawling through the window of his apartment in Baldwin 
Borough. It was the intruder's 19th birthday, the newspaper said, 
but this was hardly the way to celebrate. 

James-Watson allegedly fired two rounds from a rifle as he 
came through the window, hitting Bombara in the hand. 
Bombara returned fire with the handgun he carries, and his aim 
was deadlier. James-Watson died at the scene. 

Bombara's son, Vinnie, and some friends were watching 
television at about 2 a.m. when the fracas unfolded. Another son, 
Nicco Bombara, was working on a computer and apparently 
heard the gunman taking a screen off the window frame before 
opening the glass. 

Authorities reportedly have no plans to file charges. A neigh-
bor, identified as David Schwartz, sympathized with Bombara 
and told the newspaper, "Around here, if you're disabled, you're a 
target." 

In this case, the target shot back. The New GUN WEEK, 

February 1, 2011 
 

Fled because he was wanted 
From the "How Stupid is That?" file comes the story out of 

Everett, WA, about Theodore Ohms, 24, who will be spending 
the next several years in prison for fleeing from police, shooting 
at a sheriff's deputy and causing a crash on Interstate 5. 

The Sept. 1 drama unfolded because Ohms knew he was 
wanted for not having reported to the Department of Corrections 
on an earlier drug conviction and he didn't want to be sent back 
to jail, according to the Everett Herald and Associated Press. So 
he hit the gas pedal and during the course of the high-speed 
chase, he took a shot at the lawman. Because of his earlier 
conviction, Ohms could not legally possess a gun. 

The chase ended in a nasty crash that nearly cost a woman 
motorist her left arm, and left her severely injured. 

But Ohms continued running and the subsequent search by 
Snohomish County sheriff's deputies and state troopers closed 
the freeway and stacked traffic up for hours. The New GUN WEEK, 

February 1, 2011 
 

Trash collectors serve as eyes, ears of some 

NY police 
Waste Management workers in the Capital District of New 

York state are out and about when almost everyone else is not. 
Except someone who might be up to no good, according to 
WNYT-TV in Albany. 

A former FBI agent recently trained all Waste Management 
drivers, helpers and technicians in Rensselaer and Albany 
Counties to act as a mobile community watch, according to the 
station's report. 

"They're on these routes every day so they're used to the 
normal situation so they are able to recognize a non-normal 
situation," explains Ken Bevis of Waste Management. Trucks are 
now armed 

with a cell phone, camera and incident reports so they'll have 
accurate information for police and, possibly, prosecutors. 

"Waste Watch," the program's name, is free to municipalities 
and the Capital Region is the first area in New York state to 
benefit from the program. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

Seattle posts low homicide figure 
For the first time in 55 years, Seattle, WA, recorded less than 

20 homicides during a calendar year, with a total of 19 killings. 
The number does not include three individuals who were 

fatally shot by Seattle police during 2010. The last time such a 
low number was recorded was in 1956, according to the on-line 
Seattle Post-Intelligencer. 

Evergreen State gun rights activists note the irony in this 
disclosure, because 2010 saw the state report a record number of 
concealed pistol licenses—both renewals and first-time 
applications—bringing the number up to about 270,000. 
Washington CPLs are good for five years, and the state has had a 
"shall issue" law on the books for more than 25 years. 
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Other cities of similar population posted much higher figures. 
Milwaukee, WI, for example, reported more than 90 slayings 
during 2010. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

ACLU sues over SD carry law 
The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) in South 

Dakota has filed a federal lawsuit on behalf of a 
Minnehaha County man whose application for a state 

concealed weapons permit was denied because he is not a United 
States citizen. 

According to the Associated Press and PlainsDaily.com, 
Wayne S. Smith has resided in the United States for more than 
three decades after he came here from the United Kingdom. 
There was no explanation why he had not applied for US 
citizenship. 

Smith applied for the carry permit in July 2010. The ACLU 
lawsuit, filed in Sioux Falls, contends that the state's concealed 
carry law is discriminatory because it prohibits non-citizens from 
receiving a permit. 

Defendants are the Minnehaha County Sheriff's Office and 
the Secretary of State's office. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 

2011 
 

IA City rejects gun ban measure 
After listening to a stream of citizens object to a proposed 

ordinance banning those with permits from carrying guns on city 
properties, the Fort Madison City Council changed its mind on 
Jan. 4 and rejected the second reading of an ordinance they had 
endorsed in December. 

Five council members in the Lee County community voted 
the proposal down unanimously, with council members Tim 
Waggoner and Kevin Rink absent. 

The ordinance would have prohibited citizens having a 
license to carry from possessing their firearm while in city 
buildings or on city properties with a few exceptions. 

Several speakers at the council meeting questioned the 
constitutionality of the proposed ordinance, some said the 
proposal was in conflict with the state's firearms preemption law, 
citing sections of relevant state law, and a few raised the specter 
of litigation against the proposed ordinance, according to the 
Daily Gate City in Keokuk. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

Gun permit applications surge in Iowa's as 

new law takes effect 
Gunowners and potential gunowners are flocking to sheriff's 

offices across Iowa in the wake of a new state law that requires 
sheriffs under most circumstances to issue permits to carry 
concealed weapons, the Associated Press reported. 

According to The Des Moines Register, several sheriffs' 
offices reported receiving 10 to 20 times as many applications on 
Jan. 3, the first day the new law was effective, as they normally 
do. 

The new law, which took effect Jan. 1, a holiday, limits the 
discretion local sheriffs previously had in denying permits 
without explanation. Now, sheriffs can only deny applications for 
specific reasons, such as a prior criminal record or drug and 
alcohol addiction, and must provide a written explanation. 

In Polk County, 308 people applied for permits or renewals. 
Officials said they typically had handed out about 300 
applications in a month. 

In Story County, there were 52 applications while 83 people 
applied in Jasper County. In both cases, it was far more than 
normal. 

"You're seeing just pent-up demand," said John Pierce, co-
founder of OpenCarry.org, a national Internet advocate for laws 
that let people carry weapons openly. 

"What you have is a lot of citizens who knew the sheriff 
could turn them down for any reason or no reason at all," he said. 

The lines weren't as long the next day. Polk County Deputy 
Sheriff Jana Rooker said publicity about the new law may have 
contributed to the run on the permit window. 

Ken Wheeler, 66, of Grimes, was among those who applied 
for a gun permit in Polk County on Jan. 4. He said it was his first 
handgun permit and he wants to be able to carry a firearm for 
safety. 

"It's to protect myself and my family," he said. 
A person with a permit to carry is allowed to carry a 

handgun, rifle or shotgun openly or concealed. Gun-toting 
citizens will have to respect signs on businesses and offices that 
prohibit firearms. 

Jasper County Sheriff Michael Balmer told reporters the new 
law changes the way he issues permits. 

"We denied people a permit in the past if their only reason 
was that they wanted to carry a gun," he said. "If they couldn't 
come up with a reason, I wouldn't issue one." 

Balmer said under the new law, he's concerned people with 
short tempers are going to start waving guns instead of fists. 

"The biggest problem with making this consistent from 
county to county is they threw out all the good training 
requirements," he said. "It is now possible to complete a handgun 
class and never pull a trigger. Someone who has never pulled the 
trigger on a handgun will now be able to carry one." The New 

GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 
 

 
 
 

President leads voices of sanity against 

vitriolic commentators 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

President Barack Obama has not been praised very often—if 
ever before—in these pages, but he deserves our respect and 
plaudits for the powerful and effective speech he delivered in 
Arizona just days after the attempted assassination of Rep. 
Gabrielle Giffords, the slaughter of six other people and the 
wounding of 14. 

His speech came a few days after pundits, politicians, 
political cartoonists and poltroons flooded newspapers, 
radio, television, the Internet and so-called web social media 
with venom and vituperation they jockeyed for public attention. 
The veteran anti-gunners saw a rare opportunity and began to 
discuss new gun control initiatives and the revival of others long 
since forgotten just hours after the shootings. 

One of the most absurd of these schemes was the proposal 
that a 1,000-feet "gun free" zone be created around all public 
officeholders. Besides being totally unworkable and impractical, 
the idea that every politician goes through every day surrounded 
by an imaginary 1,000-feet bubble of safety is impossible. How 
would the average citizen, armed or not, know who is an elected 
official and who is not, so they could stay away if armed. My 
daughter Peggy, who works at Gun Week and Women & Guns, 
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suggested a way. They could all wear purple togas, she 
suggested, so that we would all know that we should stay 1,000 
feet away from them. 

But the "gun free" politician zone was far from the worst 
thing suggested. To my mind the worst was that we should 
abolish the First Amendment for anyone we disagree with. 
People on the left blamed just about everyone on the right of the 
political spectrum for the aberrant behavior of a mentally 
disturbed individual. Some of the people who wrote or spoke 
such extremist nonsense must have been foaming at the mouth 
and in need of psychological counseling themselves at the time 
they wrote or spoke their vitriol. 

That is not to say that some on the right didn't engage in some 
of the same "I didn't do it, Mom, he/she it did it" harangues. 

Fortunately, President Obama parted the waters of 
hyperactive partisanship when he spoke in Tuscon. 

Not all establishment media focused on the heightened level 
of acidity in public commentary these days and in the sheer 
nastiness and hatefulness of modern political campaign ads. The 
acid has always been bubbling in print media, but it seems to 
have boiled over when it hit broadcast talk shows and the 
Internet, where anything seems to go. 

National Review Online carried a very sober and informative 
interview with John Lott, the economics professor who has 
written and revised More Guns=Less Crime. The New York 
Times even printed an op-ed commentary by Lott. The Wall 
Street Journal and a number of other lesser known newspapers 
also tried to dampen the hysteria of blame which drove so many 
of those in the news industry. 

Steve Chapman, a columnist and member of the Chicago 
Tribune's editorial board who blogs at 
chicagotribune.com/chapman, put the political situation into a 
rational perspective, saying that "ineffectual solutions abound." 

"It has been a dismal decade for gun-control advocates," 
Chapman wrote. "They lost the federal so-called assault weapons 
ban when it expired in 2004. The US Supreme Court made 
history by proclaiming an individual has a right to own firearms 
for self-defense. A Democratic president came into office 
vowing not to take away anyone's guns. 

"So it's no surprise that anti-gun forces would take the mass 
shooting ... in Tucson, Ariz., as a rare opportunity to reverse their 
fortunes. It's also no surprise that their proposals are models of 
futility 

"Gun control has faltered mainly because it hasn't worked. 
And nothing in the new recommendations offers hope of 
success," Chapman noted. 

Then, a new Rasmussen Reports national telephone survey, 
taken the nights of Jan. 10 and 11 found that only 29% of adults 
think stricter gun control laws would help prevent shootings like 
the one in Arizona. Sixty-two percent (62%) disagree and say 
stronger gun control would not make a difference. 

Among those who have a gun in their household, 76% say 
stricter gun control laws would not help, a view shared by a 
plurality (48%) of those without a gun in the house. 

Despite the Tucson tragedy, opposition to gun control is at a 
new high. Thirty-six percent (36%) say the United States needs 
stricter gun control laws, but 56% don't share that belief and 
oppose stronger anti-gun laws. Previously, opposition to more 
gun control has ranged from a high of 51% in July of last year to 
a low of 37% in April 2007 following the killings at Virginia 
Tech. 

The President's approach was just the right medicine for a 
media-made psychosis engendered by the shooting and the 
associated political rush of the anti-gunners. He offered the 
public reassurance. 

He took time out to mention not just 
Rep. Giffords and Judge John Roll and nine-year-old 

Christina Taylor Green but all of the victims, giving comfort to 
all of their friends and families, as well as the nation. 

He also took time to single out and praise the four people 
who disarmed and subdued the shooter, and the first responders 
on the scene. His approach was an exercise in decency as well as 
statesmanship. 

"These men and women remind us that heroism is found not 
only on the fields of battle," Obama said. "They remind us that 
heroism does not require special training or physical strength. 
Heroism is here, all around us, in the hearts of so many of our 
fellow citizens, just waiting to be summoned—as it was on 
Saturday morning. 

"Their actions, their selflessness, also pose a challenge to 
each of us. It raises the question of what, beyond the prayers and 
expressions of concern, is required of us going forward. How can 
we honor the fallen? How can we be true to their memory? 

"You see," he continued, "when a tragedy like this strikes, it 
is part of our nature to demand explanations—to try to impose 
some order on the chaos, and make sense out of that which seems 
senseless. Already we've seen a national conversation com-
mence, not only about the motivations behind these killings, but 
about everything from the merits of gun safety laws to the 
adequacy of our mental health systems. Much of this process, of 
debating what might be done to prevent such tragedies in the 
future, is an essential ingredient in our exercise of self-
government." 

The President went on to suggest a future course of calm, 
reasoned debate and civility. 

"But at a time when our discourse has become so sharply 
polarized—at a time when we are far too eager to lay the blame 
for all that ails the world at the feet of those who think differently 
than we do—it's important for us to pause for a moment and 
make sure that we are talking with each other in a way that heals, 
not a way that wounds. 

"Scripture tells us that there is evil in the world, and that 
terrible things happen for reasons that defy human 
understanding. In the words of Job, `when I looked for light, then 
came darkness.' Bad things happen, and we must guard against 
simple explanations in the aftermath." 

Other people have expressed the same ideas as the President, 
often in other, simpler words, but stuff does happen, and reason 
beats hysteria any day The President set the right tone for our 
democratic-republic at .a difficult time, and may lead the march 
to reasoned discourse. 

I wish I could say that the President had stilled the voices of 
the blabbermouths, but, unfortunately, judging from what I saw 
on the Internet just two days after his speech, not everyone got 
the message. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

Pittsburgh gun arrests, seizures plummet 

but no one knows why 
Pittsburgh, PA, police are seizing fewer guns and arresting 

fewer people for illegal gun possession citywide, leaving 
department heads, union officials and community leaders at odds 
over why, according to the Pittsburgh Tribune-Review. 
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City police officials say the 22% drop in gun seizures through 
November 2010, compared with the same time period in 2009, is 
the result of aggressive enforcement and prosecution, task force 
teams targeting specific neighborhoods, and community 
programs aimed at spotlighting gun safety and the dangers of gun 
violence. 

Police union leaders say seizures are down because officers 
are hesitant to be aggressive after the city suspended three of 
their colleagues while it investigates allegations they beat up a 
Homewood teenager suspected of carrying a gun. The three 
officers led the department in gun arrests in 2009. 

"I think it's safe to say that if they were still on the street, they 
would have made many more arrests and seizures and maybe the 
city wouldn't be down more than 100 gun seizures," said Officer 
Dan O'Hara, president of Fraternal Order of Police (FOP) Fort 
Pitt Lodge No. 1. 

One community leader said the weather could be to blame. 
Others say the reduction in gun seizures hasn't affected their 
confidence in the police department. 

From January through November 2009, police made 598 gun 
arrests in the city, including all six police zones, the narcotics, 
vice, investigations and specialty units. For the same time period 
this year, there were 468, Assistant Chief Maurita Bryant said. 

She attributed the drop to efforts by police and citizen 
groups—including task force teams of city, state and federal 
officers. This year the teams' investigations led to the arrests of 
27 violent repeat offenders. 

O'Hara said the reason for the decline is much more specific. 
He said in 2009, Officers David Sisak, Richard Ewing and 

Michael Saldutte were responsible for 20% of all gun 
seizures citywide. 

The city in February suspended the three officers after Jordan 
Miles, 18, said they beat him during a street encounter on Jan. 
12. The city, along with a federal grand jury and the Department 
of Justice, is investigating. 

In January, while the three were still working, the city 
recorded 17 gun seizures in the officers' precinct, Zone 5, and the 
three officers were responsible for as many as 10 of those arrests, 
O'Hara told the newspaper. Gun arrests in Zone 5 fell from 133 
in the first 11 months of 2009 to 76 during the time period this 
year. O'Hara said he believes the situation the suspended officers 
face scared other officers. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

NH lawmakers OK arms in legislature 
Carrying a gun on New Hampshire's House floor is OK for 

the first time in 40 years under new rules the Republican-
dominated chamber adopted on Jan. 5, almost immediately after 
the state's legislature convened, according to the Associated 
Press. 

The rules lifted a ban on carrying a firearm into the House 
floor and nearby rooms. The new rule allows people to carry the 
guns but prohibits their display. They left intact a rule giving 
security guards the right to search people for weapons. Anyone 
who does not want to be searched has the right to leave the 
building. Nothing in the rules allows security to confiscate 
weapons. 

The rule also allows armed individuals to use weapons in 
self-defense and in the defense of others. 

The ban had been in effect since 1971, according to 
Democrats, who attempted to bar guns by visitors in the gallery, 
but lost 274-96, and tried to block the change. 

Concord Democrat Stephen Shurtleff argued in vain that 
schoolchildren shouldn't even inadvertently see a concealed 
weapon. The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

The Coming Gun Battle* 
by Paul Gallant, Joanne Eisen and Alan Chwick 
US gunowners are now entering a global battle of conflicting 

"norms" about possession of weapons. 
We believe that the American norm of civilian possession 

and judicious use of weapons creates the safest environment for 
our families and neighbors. But to the firearm-prohibitionists, 
achieving the international norm of civilian disarmament assures 
the best way to a peaceful society. John Bolton, former United 
Nations Ambassador, defined the "norming" process as using 
international organizations to create global standards or "norms." 

When we look at the array of proponents championing the 
global norm—e.g. the UN, the vast majority of sovereign states, 
and well-funded, well-organized non-governmental 
organizations—we can observe that we are facing a powerful 
enemy. This situation has happened over time, although we have 
ignored it. This global norm is soon to be codified into a legally 
binding Arms Trade Treaty, which includes small arms. Its 
advocates are seizing an opportunity to weaken our Second 
Amendment by fast-tracking the Treaty so that it will be ready 
for signing by an American president. 

But there is a fatal flaw in the global norm that could cause it 
to fail—civilians, worldwide, recognize that firearms are the best 
tools for self-defense. 

In foreign countries, prohibitionists have been attempting for 
decades to disarm civilians, with little progress. Surveys in 
several countries, taken by prohibitionist groups, were intended 
to gather information that would help pave the way to a more 
rapid civilian disarmament. 

These surveys found that up to 85 percent of respondents said 
that they would keep a weapon to defend themselves and their 
families. Despite unremitting behavioral conditioning to be 
fearful of weapons, self-defense remains the dominant theme of 
civilian weapons possession. The promise of peace after 
disarmament is not as comforting as a gun in one's hands 

While civilians in some countries (such as the UK) have 
willingly accepted the new norm, non-compliance is more 
commonplace. Many civilians disobey prevailing laws, causing 
them to turn to the black market to acquire weapons they cannot 
legally obtain. And, as history has shown, this burgeoning of the 
black market in weapons trafficking will trump any Arms Trade 
Treaty. 

Although the firearm-prohibitionists are planning to destroy 
our Second Amendment, they will be slowed and stymied by 
global civilian resistance. They will need to deal with an 
underground culture dominated by the black market. 

That gives us the time we require to strengthen our own 
norm. But we need to spend our time wisely and productively. 

Here in the US, self-defense is our inalienable right. But 
prohibitionists have successfully eroded that right while we 
quietly watched. They have placed limitations on civilian 
possession of weapons for self-defense through measures like 
safe-storage, trigger-lock laws, and gun-free zones. Restrictions 
on concealed- and open-carry of firearms have the capacity to 
make weapons unavailable when needed most. 

We are not advocating unsafe firearm-handling practices. 
What we need to realize, however, is that all these measures are 
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simply anti-self-defense ploys that contribute to the weakening of 
our American norm. 

We need also to understand, and beware of, the concept of 
"proportionate response" which was created by pacifists to 
increase one's culpability for defense with a weapon. Depending 
upon its interpretation, "proportionate response" can mean 
hesitating to shoot at an attacker with a gun until after he has 
opened fire in your direction. "Castle-doctrine" laws—i.e. duty-
to-retreat vs. stand one's ground—are part of this concept. These 
laws have the same chilling anti-self defense effect. 

The many recent pro-gun legal victories should not serve to 
lull us into complacency. Because, in spite of them, current 
American norm would appear alien to our Founding Fathers 
should they see how it has been morphed from the vision they 
created and codified in our Bill of Rights. 

We need to unite, because we're all in the same battle. 
Proponents of .50-caliber weapons are at the forefront of the 
battle to keep our .22s. Open-carry proponents are protecting our 
right to concealed carry Select-fire proponents are protecting 
those of us who prefer to possess only semi-auto, or single shot, 
weapons. This is the same battle—the same enemy. 

For example, even if we don't wish to carry openly, those 
who do are, in effect, returning us to our original norm. If we 
don't wish to pick up that burden, we at least need to 
acknowledge the benefits they bring to strengthen our norm, and 
support their efforts. 

Many of our citizens—in fact, many gunowners—do not 
fully understand the lies that have been propagated to create fear 
of us and our firearms. We need to change that. 

We need to bolster our norm by firmly unifying our efforts, 
by donating to pro-gun groups, by becoming personally pro-
active, and by teaching those around us of the benefits of civilian 
firearm ownership. All of this is needed so that we can rebuild 
our weakened Second Amendment norm, as we await the 
predictable, chaotic failure of the UN's international norm, 
embodied in the Arms Trade Treaty. 

The current wave of disarmament will wash over us this 
decade. It is arguable whether we are strong enough to 
successfully resist. 

We must prepare now for the coming gun battle. *Reprinted 
with permission of Dillon Precision Products, The Blue Press. 
The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

Debate over guns on campus heating up in 

Arkansas 
The debate over guns on college campuses started heating up 

right after the New Year holiday, when Arkansas Carry—a 
statewide gun rights organization—sent an open letter to the state 
Department of Higher Education (DHE) asking that licensed 
armed citizens be allowed on campus. 

The letter brought a quick reaction from DHE Director Jim 
Purcell that colleges are allowed, under state law, to prohibit 
firearms on campus. 

Both letters alluded to a 2003 opinion from former Attorney 
General Mike Beebe. Arkansas Carry President Steve Jones 
contended that the law presently allows Concealed Handgun 
Carry License (CHCL) holders "to carry handguns on the campus 
and other property of universities and colleges, except into 
buildings or any college or university event." Jones attached a 
copy of the Beebe opinion to his letter to Purcell. 

"However," Jones wrote, "all public institutions of higher 
learning in Arkansas do not follow this state law; they ban the 
possession of firearms on any property of the college or 
university through student policies. This incongruity allows 
Arkansas citizens with CHCL permits to exercise their Second 
Amendment rights, but punishes law-abiding students with the 
threat of expulsion, even though they are not breaking state law." 

Purcell's response, however, suggested that Jones had done 
what the Arkansas Times called a "selective reading" of the 
Beebe opinion. Quoting Beebe, Purcell reminded Jones that, "An 
important limitation upon the conclusion discussed...is that it 
does not apply to colleges and universities that have chosen to 
prohibit the carrying of handguns onto college or university 
property by the posting of signs to that effect in accordance with 
(state law)." 

"Even though the statutes," the Beebe opinion explained, 
"permit the carrying of concealed handguns onto certain portions 
of college or university property...colleges and universities have 
the authority to prohibit the carrying of concealed handguns onto 
any part of their property. This authority arises out of the 
provisions of A.C.A. section 5-73-306(b), which states: (b)(1)(A) 
In addition to the places enumerated in this section, the carrying 
of a concealed handgun may be disallowed in any place at the 
discretion of the person or entity exercising control over the 
physical location of the place by placing at each entrance to the 
location a written notice clearly readable at a distance of not less 
than ten feet (10') that 'carrying a handgun is prohibited'. (B) If 
the location does not have a roadway entrance, there must be a 
written notice placed anywhere upon the premises, except that 
there must be at lea# one (1) written notice posted within every 
three (3) acres of a location with no roadway entrance. 

"If an institution has opted to prohibit the carrying of 
handguns on all campus property in accordance with this provi-
sion," the opinion said, "no handguns will be permitted on that 
institution's property even if carried by persons who have 
concealed handgun permits." 

Jones told the Memphis Commercial Appeal that the effort is 
aimed at consistency on campuses. 

"What we're wanting to do," he told the newspaper, "is try to 
get a more consistent policy out of the state. We know there are 
thousands of people that are going to school at night—they just 
have to ignore policy. They just have to protect themselves." 

The issue of guns on campus ignited after the 2007 Virginia 
Tech massacre. A grassroots organization, Students for 
Concealed Carry on Campus, was founded and has spread to 
colleges and universities across the country. The New GUN WEEK, 

February 1, 2011 
 

Feb. 13 referendum threatens long Swiss 

firearms tradition 
The forthcoming Feb. 13 gun referendum in Switzerland 

appears to be a likely close vote. According to the latest 
published European polling in early January, the initiative was 
favored by 45% of respondents, with 34% opposed and a 
relatively high 21% undecided. 

If approved in the national balloting, the gun referendum 
would have a fairly drastic effect on Switzerland, which has one 
of the highest number of firearms per population ratios in the 
world—in large part because of the country's long militia service 
concept. 
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Those who are proposing the referendum are expecting it to 
make the following changes to one of Europe's most liberal gun 
ownership traditions: 

All government issued militia firearms would be stored in 
army depots and arsenals rather than in the home as at present; a 
national firearms register would be established; all prospective 
firearm owners would be required to prove why they need a 
firearm, and would have to demonstrate a record of good and 
legal citizenship, and finally, all surplus militia and other guns 
would be withdrawn from circulation. 

Opponents of the initiative say the proposal goes against 
Swiss values and makes false promises. Representatives of four 
center-right and rightwing parties told a news conference the 
initiative by a broad alliance of non-government organizations 
(NGOs) and center-left political parties was disempowering law- 
abiding citizens and members of the militia army. Some of the 
supporting NGOs are the same ones who have been pushing a 
global gun control approach through the United Nations. 

Gun rights activists argue that existing laws to fight crime 
and gun law abuses are sufficient. 

"The Swiss gun law is very strict; let us not create 
unnecessary new ones," said Jakob Buehler of the Christian 
Democrats. 

Opponents also dismissed allegations that Switzerland's 
suicide rate was linked to access to firearms. 

In a newspaper interview Defense Minister Ueli Maurer 
argued that women are more likely to approve the initiative 
because of an inability to handle firearms, but the comment was 
dismissed both by women who oppose and those in favor of the 
initiative, according to Urs Geiser at swissinfo.ch. 

It initiative was launched in the wake of a number of high-
profile killings, including an attack by a lone gunman on a 
cantonal parliament in 2001. 

Opponents say the initiative's aims are an illusory and will 
not bring any better safety. They also argue that in addition to 
undermining the concept of the Swiss militia army, it would only 
create new rules and administration, at greater cost with no 
tangible results. They also anticipate that it would create 
problems for established gun clubs, licensed hunters and farmers. 
The New GUN WEEK, February 1, 2011 

 

No seat belts worn in 42% of cop car deaths 
At least 42% of police officers killed in vehicle crashes over 

the past three decades were not wearing seat belts or other safety 
restraints, according to a federal review, USA Today reported. 

The study by the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (NHTSA), which analyzed 733 crashes from 
1980 through 2008, comes less than a week after a separate 
report found that fatal traffic incidents in 2010 were the leading 
cause of officer deaths for the 13th straight year. 

"This points to a real problem," says Craig Floyd, chairman 
of the Washington, DC-based National Law Enforcement 
Officers Memorial Fund, which closely tracks officer deaths. 

Some officers resist wearing seat belts because the restraints 
slow their movement in and out of the cars, Floyd says. Others 
complain that the straps get tangled in utility and gun belts. 

As reported in the Jan. 15 issue of Gun Week, the memorial 
fund reported a 37% overall increase in line of duty deaths in 
2010. 

CBS poll finds most Americans doubt gun laws 

A CBS News poll taken in the wake of the Jan. 8 Tucson, 
AZ, shooting revealed that nearly six in ten Americans doubt 
stricter gun laws would have prevented the shooting 

While the New York Times headlined its coverage of the poll 
as having found "growing support for stronger gun control," the 
actual data revealed that less than half of those polled think 
tougher gun laws are necessary. The new poll found 47 percent 
of respondents supporting stricter gun laws, which is up from 
40% in a similar poll from April 2010. 

However, 36% believe gun laws are fine as they are and 12% 
think the laws should be relaxed, the newspaper reported. 

Also, while the Left almost immediately tried to blame 
conservatives, talk radio and gun rights for motivating alleged 
killer Jared Lee Loughner, 45% of the CBS poll respondents 
believe he was guided by his own political views, which appear 
to be leftist. Thirty-three percent of the respondents do not 
believe his views caused the murderous shooting. Only 32% 
believe recent campaign rhetoric was at the root of the Tucson 
shooting and 57% believe political debate had nothing to do with 
the shooting. 

The CBS poll found that 38% of the respondents have guns in 
the home. Also, 35% identified themselves as Republicans, and 
only 21% were acknowledged Democrats. The New GUN WEEK, 

February 1, 2011 

 
New Gun Week News Alerts (above): 
 
********************************** 
 
SAF --NEWS RELEASES 

 
SAF REACTS TO NEW JERSEY RESPONSE IN RIGHT-
TO-CARRY LAWSUIT 
 1/27/2011 

BELLEVUE, WA - The New Jersey Attorney General's 
motion to dismiss a recently-filed Second Amendment 
Foundation lawsuit against the state's subjective handgun carry 
laws was "predictable and disappointing," SAF said today. 

The lawsuit challenging the constitutionality of the Garden 
State's "justifiable need" gun permit standard also involves the 
Association of New Jersey Rifle and Pistol Clubs and six private 
citizens. It was filed in November in federal court. 

The Attorney General's brief asserted, "When a handgun is 
carried in public, the serious risks and dangers of misuse and 
accidental use are borne by the public." 

"That is a pretty lame argument," said SAF Executive Vice 
President Alan Gottlieb. "Considering that there are more than 
6.2 million law-abiding citizens licensed to carry in 48 states, and 
that many of these people have either intervened in, or prevented 
crimes by their mere presence, New Jersey's position on this 
issue simply defies common sense." 

Gottlieb said the very nature of New Jersey's "justifiable 
need" requirement is arbitrary, discriminatory and "wide open to 
official abuse." 

"We are disappointed but not surprised by the State's 
response to our lawsuit," noted ANJRPC President Scott Bach. 
"The right to defend yourself with a firearm outside the home has 
long been disparaged in the Garden State, and if necessary we are 
prepared to take this lawsuit all the way to the U.S. Supreme 
Court to change that." 
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SAF is also challenging gun permit provisions in neighboring 
New York and Maryland, and has filed a federal challenge to 
North Carolina's Emergency Powers Act. Additionally, SAF filed 
a lawsuit against Attorney General Eric Holder over enforcement 
of provisions in the 1968 Gun Control Act that prevent American 
citizens living abroad from purchasing firearms in this country. 
SAF won Second Amendment incorporation in its lawsuit against 
the Chicago handgun ban, McDonald v. City of Chicago. 

 
***The Second Amendment Foundation (www.saf.org) is the nation's 

oldest and largest tax-exempt education, research, publishing and legal 

action group focusing on the Constitutional right and heritage to 

privately own and possess firearms. Founded in 1974, The Foundation 

has grown to more than 650,000 members and supporters and conducts 

many programs designed to better inform the public about the 

consequences of gun control. SAF has previously funded successful 

firearms-related suits against the cities of Los Angeles; New Haven, CT; 

and San Francisco on behalf of American gun owners, a lawsuit against 

the cities suing gun makers and an amicus brief and fund for the 

Emerson case holding the Second Amendment as an individual right. 

 
SAF --NEWS RELEASES (above): 

 
************************************ 
CCRKBA --NEWS RELEASES 

 
CCRKBA Supports South Dakota Gun Bill 
 
CCRKBA SAYS S. DAKOTA BILL TO REQUIRE GUN 
OWNERSHIP ‘LIKE OBAMACARE’  
Wednesday, February 2nd, 2011  

BELLEVUE, WA – The Citizens Committee for the Right to 
Keep and Bear Arms today said a proposal before the South 
Dakota Legislature that would require all adults in the state to 
buy a gun “should make perfect sense to anybody who supports 
Obamacare.” 

CCRKBA Chairman Alan Gottlieb said legislation sponsored 
by five South Dakota lawmakers that would require anyone over 
age 21 to purchase a gun for ordinary self-defense seems 
reasonable. 

“If you can mandate that people must buy health insurance,” 
Gottlieb observed, “then you can mandate that people must buy a 
firearm. After all, they both can keep you alive and well.” 

The Sioux Falls Argus Leader reported that the requirement, 
if adopted, would become effective on Jan. 1, 2012. The 
provision exempts people who are legally prohibited from 
owning guns. 

“Anyone who argues that such a proposal is nonsense should 
apply the same standard to Obamacare,” Gottlieb said. “That 
goes double for anyone who thinks mandatory gun ownership is 
unconstitutional. 

“There is no place in the Constitution I can find where it 
mentions that having health insurance is a protected civil right,” 
he noted, “but the right to keep and bear arms is right there in the 
Bill of Rights. We know, thanks to last June’s ruling by the 
Supreme Court, that the Second Amendment right to have a gun 
applies to all citizens in every state. 

“Anybody who thinks the health care mandate is 
constitutional, but doesn’t think the Second Amendment is an 
individual civil right apparently has trouble reading the 
Constitution and the Supreme Court rulings,” Gottlieb said. 

“Maybe those individuals want that government-run health care 
so they can get their eyes checked.” 

With more than 650,000 members and supporters nationwide, 
the Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms is 
one of the nation’s premier gun rights organizations. As a non-
profit organization, the Citizens Committee is dedicated to 
preserving firearms freedoms through active lobbying of elected 
officials and facilitating grass-roots organization of gun rights 
activists in local communities throughout the United States. The 
Citizens Committee can be reached by phone at (425) 454-4911, 
on the Internet at www.ccrkba.org or by email to 
InformationRequest@ccrkba.org.  
===============================  
CCRKBA DEPLORES AZ SHOOTING, SUBSEQUENT 
EXPLOITATION 
 Monday, January 10, 2011 12:51 PM 
BELLEVUE, WA  

The Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms 
is condemning Saturday’s attempted assassination of Arizona 
Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords and the murders of six 
people including a federal judge and a 9-year-old child, for 
which a 22-year-old Tucson man is now facing charges. 

Our sincere sympathy and sorrow goes to the victims of this 
heinous crime, and their families, who are in our thoughts and 
prayers, said CCRKBA Chairman Alan M. Gottlieb. This was a 
despicable act of cowardice, and we believe the full force of law 
should be used against the individual responsible. 

 And speaking of despicable, he continued, we find it 
unconscionable that the gun prohibition lobby wasted no time at 
all in its attempt to exploit this hideous attack in an effort to 
further its political agenda. When will these people stop dancing 
in the blood of crime victims in an attempt to resuscitate their 
relevance? 

Gottlieb was especially critical of attempts by at least two 
different organizations to link an out-of-context remark made in 
2009 by the National Rifle Association’s Wayne LaPierre to this 
crime. He called it a shameless demonstration of the depths to 
which the anti-gun-rights lobby will stoop in an attempt to 
discredit gun rights organizations. 

  
We notice, he said, that little has been said about the 

courageous armed citizen, Joe Zamudio, who helped physically 
subdue the gunman. Despite Mr. Zamudio’s disclosure during 
interviews with CNN and Fox News that he was armed, the press 
appears to be largely ignoring this detail. 

The gun apparently used by the suspect, Jared Loughner, was 
quickly traced to a legal sale at a Tucson-area sporting goods 
store in November, he added. The speed by which that firearm 
was traced belies claims that police agencies are hindered by 
current statute that prohibits political exploitation of firearm trace 
data. 

A horrible crime has been committed, and our nation is 
stunned, Gottlieb concluded. But until this investigation is 
completed, it is disgusting that gun prohibitionists would rush to 
the nearest microphone, demanding that we need more laws, 
while trying to link firearms rights advocates to this tragedy. 

 

 **With more than 650,000 members and supporters 

nationwide, the Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep 

and Bear Arms is one of the nation’s premier gun rights 

organizations. As a non-profit organization, the Citizens 
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Committee is dedicated to preserving firearms freedoms 

through active lobbying of elected officials and facilitating 

grass-roots organization of gun rights activists in local 

communities throughout the United States. The Citizens 

Committee can be reached by phone at (425) 454-4911, on 

the Internet at www.ccrkba.org or by email to 

InformationRequest@ccrkba.org. 

 http://www.ccrkba.org/ 
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============================  
Gun Owners of America  NEWS RELEASES: 
Gun Owners of America E-Mail Alerts 
8001 Forbes Place, Suite 102, Springfield, VA 22151 
Phone: 703-321-8585 / FAX: 703-321-8408 
http://www.gunowners.org/ordergoamem.htm 
 

Magazine Ban, Gun Show Ban and Even a 

Gun Ownership Ban... 
 -- All this and more may come up in the Senate! 
Friday, February 4, 2011 
 

Since the Tucson tragedy, anti-gun Senator Frank Lautenberg 
(D-NJ) has been hovering like a vulture, waiting to pick the 
bones of the victims for political advantage. 

Now he has his chance. 
The same Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 

reauthorization which provided a vote on the repeal of 
ObamaCare may well be the vehicle for a series of gun control 
proposals.  

Right now, no one knows which amendments will be 
offered.  Democratic leaders like Senator Richard Durbin (D-IL) 
are threatening to offer anti-gun amendments, and pro-gun 
Senators like Tom Coburn (R-OK) are considering amendments 
to protect gun rights.   

Now, it's entirely possible that senators from both sides will 
simply retreat to their own corners.  In fact, GOA's sources inside 
the Senate indicate that gun amendments to the FAA bill are 
unlikely at this point, but there's no way can we count on that -- 
and risk being caught unprepared. 

There are three amendments which Lautenberg and 
Representative Carolyn McCarthy (D-NY) have been nursing 
since Tucson. 

The first would limit semi-automatic magazines to 10 rounds, 
in a reprise of the Clinton ban. 

The second would effectively shut down all gun shows.  It 
would do this by sending any gun show promoter to prison for up 
to two years if a SINGLE attendee were not informed of his 
Brady Law obligations.  No one would dare sponsor a gun show 
under these circumstances. 

The third anti-gun amendment would allow the Obama 
administration to seize guns from anyone they choose to place on 
a "watch list."  Millions and millions of pro-gun supporters could 
find their names on an ObamaList with no due process --  and no 
way to get their names removed.  Please note that this 
administration has already advised law enforcement to treat 
supporters of the Constitution and gun rights as possible 
domestic terrorists! 

ACTION:  Contact your two senators.  Ask them to support 
any pro-gun amendments, and definitely insist they vote against 
the Lautenberg/Durbin amendments to ban semi-automatic 
magazines, shut down gun shows, and create a "no guns list" of 
Second Amendment activists. You can click on the Gun Owners 
Legislative Action Center to send your senators a pre-written 
message. 
==============================================
==== 
“Example” 
Pre written letter to personalize and send To Your U.S. Senators  
 

Amendments To The FAA Reauthorization Bill 
Right now, rumors are flying concerning which gun-related 

amendments will be offered to the FAA reauthorization bill.   
While I hope you will support any pro-gun amendments, it is 

imperative that you vote against expected anti-gun amendments 
such as: 

• Lautenberg's ban on magazine capacity which is a reprise 
of the unpopular Clinton ban; 

• Durbin's effort to shut down gun shows nationwide by 
sending promoters to prison if a single attendee is not 
informed of his Brady Law obligations -- no one would 
dare sponsor a gun show under these circumstances; and, 

• A proposal allowing the Obama administration to seize 
guns from anyone they choose to place on a "watch list" 
-- millions and millions of pro-gun supporters could find 
their names on an ObamaList with no due process... and 
no way to get their names removed. 

Thank you. 
Sincerely, 
Gun Owners of America will keep me informed. 
============================= 
Senate Votes On ObamaCare Repeal Coming At Any Time 
 
Efforts to Destroy ObamaCare Advance -- First Senate test 
votes expected soon 
 
Gun Owners of America E-Mail Alert  
Tuesday, February 1, 2011 
 

Things are happening fast and furiously in connection with 
our efforts to destroy the anti-gun ObamaCare law. 

This law would allow the federal Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (BATFE) to troll a national 
medical database in order to impose gun bans on persons with 
ailments such as Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD). 

For this reason, GOA has been working with Congress to 
ensure that this abomination is not just "tweaked," but totally 
repealed. 

Here are some recent developments: 
ObamaCare Declared Unconstitutional In A Lawsuit Brought 

By 26 States 
In a massive blow to the Obama administration's socialist 

anti-gun agenda, Florida federal district judge Roger Vinson held 
on Monday that ObamaCare was unconstitutional and "non-
severable."  This means that, if the decision is upheld, the entire 
law goes into the trash bin.   

The Obama administration will appeal Judge Vinson's 
decision to the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals in Atlanta -- 
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one of the more conservative circuits.  Ultimately, the case is 
expected to be decided by the Supreme Court. 

When GOA first became involved in fighting ObamaCare 
during the winter of 2009, at least a half-dozen Republican 
senators were cosponsoring the "individual mandate" that all 
Americans must buy insurance.  And many more were thought to 
believe it was a good idea.  GOA members throughout the 
country blasted GOP senators like Utah's Bob Bennett for their 
support of the mandate, and ultimately forced moderate 
Republicans to reverse their support for it -- setting the stage for 
a united GOP to attack ObamaCare on the basis of its 
unconstitutional mandate.   

House Repeal Bill Brought Onto The Senate Calendar 
At the urging of GOA, Senate Republican Leader Mitch 
McConnell has used the provisions of the Senate rules to bring 
the House-passed ObamaCare repeal bill, H.R. 2, directly onto 
the Senate calendar.  At this point, it is possible for ANY senator 
to move that the Senate take up this bill at any time. 

All 47 Republicans Cosponsor DeMint Repeal Bill 
A close friend of GOA, Senator Jim DeMint (R-SC), has 

introduced Senate legislation to repeal ObamaCare.  That bill is 
comparable to H.R. 2, which passed the House.  All 47 Senate 
Republicans have agreed to cosponsor the DeMint bill -- 
meaning that the Republican Party is united behind the 
ObamaCare repeal and the Democratic Party is nearly united in 
support of ObamaCare. 
 

ObamaCare Repeal Test Votes To Occur This Week 
The first Senate vote on ObamaCare repeal will occur on a 

McConnell amendment which will be offered to the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) reauthorization bill, S. 223, 
which is currently pending in the Senate.   

Unfortunately, this is not an ideal strategy.  Even if the 
McConnell amendment were adopted, it could be objected to by 
the House because it would be a Senate-initiated revenue bill, in 
contravention of the constitutional requirement that such a bill 
originate in the House. 

Furthermore, anti-gun liberal Senator Chuck Schumer (D-
NY) has indicated that he would pepper the FAA bill with 
amendments highlighting the "popular" provisions of 
ObamaCare.  Schumer indicated, on Sunday talk shows, that his 
intention was to turn the ObamaCare repeal effort into "Swiss 
cheese." 

It would have been better for McConnell to simply move to 
proceed to the House bill. 

Nevertheless, this is the hand we've been dealt.  And the 
significance of this test vote is huge, as we'll begin to see where 
wobbly senators stand.  

ACTION:  Contact your two senators.  Urge them to support 
the ObamaCare repeal amendment to the FAA bill and oppose 
the Schumer "Swiss cheese" amendments. Click on the Gun 
Owners Legislative Action Center to send your senators a pre-
written message. 
============================== 
http://www.comcast.net/articles/news-
general/20110131/US.Health.Overhaul/ 
Judge: Obama's health overhaul unconstitutional 
By MELISSA NELSON and RICARDO ALONSO-ZALDIVAR, AP 

 January 31, 2011 
 

PENSACOLA, Fla. — A federal judge in Florida ruled 
Monday that President Barack Obama's entire health care 
overhaul law is unconstitutional, placing even noncontroversial 
provisions under a cloud in a broad challenge that seems certain 
to be resolved only by the Supreme Court. 

Faced with a major legal setback, the White House called the 
ruling by U.S. District Judge Roger Vinson — in a challenge to 
the law by 26 of the nation's 50 states — "a plain case of judicial 
overreaching." That echoed language the judge had used to 
describe the law as an example of Congress overstepping its 
authority. 

The Florida judge's ruling produced an even split in federal 
court decisions so far on the health care law, mirroring enduring 
divisions among the public. Two judges had previously upheld 
the law, both Democratic appointees. A Republican appointee in 
Virginia had ruled against it. 

The Justice Department quickly announced it would appeal, 
and administration officials declared that for now the federal 
government and the states would proceed without interruption to 
carry out the law. It seemed evident that only the U.S. Supreme 
Court could deliver a final verdict on Obama's historic expansion 
of health insurance coverage. 

On Capitol Hill, Republican opponents of the law pledged to 
redouble pressure for a repeal vote in the Democratic-controlled 
Senate following House action last month. Nearly all of the states 
that brought suit in in Vinson's court have GOP attorneys general 
or governors. 

Vinson ruled against the overhaul on grounds that Congress 
exceeded its authority by requiring nearly all Americans to carry 
health insurance, an idea dating back to Republican proposals 
from the 1990s but now almost universally rejected by 
conservatives. 

His ruling followed the same general reasoning as one last 
year from the federal judge in Virginia. But where the first 
judge's ruling would strike down the insurance requirement and 
leave the rest of the law in place, Vinson took it much farther, 
invalidating provisions that range from Medicare discounts for 
seniors with high prescription costs to a change that allows adult 
children up to age 26 to remain on their parents' coverage. 

The central issue remains the constitutionality of the law's 
core requirement that Americans carry health insurance except in 
cases of financial hardship. Starting in 2014, those who cannot 
show they are covered by an employer, government program or 
their own policy will face fines from the IRS. 

Opponents say a federal requirement that individuals obtain a 
specific service — a costly one in the case of health insurance — 
is unprecedented and oversteps the authority the Constitution 
gives Congress to regulate interstate commerce. 

Vinson agreed that lawmakers lack the power to penalize 
citizens for not doing something. He compared the provision to 
requiring people to eat healthful food. 

"Congress could require that people buy and consume 
broccoli at regular intervals," he wrote, "Not only because the 
required purchases will positively impact interstate commerce, 
but also because people who eat healthier tend to be healthier and 
are thus more productive and put less of a strain on the health 
care system." 

Defenders of the law said that analogy was flawed. Insurance 
can't work if people are allowed to opt out until they need 
medical attention. Premiums collected from many who are 
healthy pay the cost of care for those who get sick. Since the 
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uninsured can get treated in the emergency room, deciding not to 
get coverage has consequences for other people who act 
prudently do buy coverage. 

"The judge's decision contradicts decades of Supreme Court 
precedent that support the considered judgment of the 
democratically elected branches of government that the act's 
individual responsibility provision is necessary to prevent 
billions of dollars of cost-shifting every year by individuals 
without insurance who cannot pay for the health care they 
obtain," White House adviser Stephanie Cutter wrote in an 
Internet posting. 

Vinson, who was appointed to the federal bench by President 
Ronald Reagan in 1983, said in his 78-page ruling that requiring 
people to buy health insurance marks a break with the nation's 
founding principles. 

"It is difficult to imagine that a nation which began, at least in 
part, as the result of opposition to a British mandate giving the 
East India Company a monopoly and imposing a nominal tax on 
all tea sold in America would have set out to create a government 
with the power to force people to buy tea in the first place," the 
judge wrote. "If Congress can penalize a passive individual for 
failing to engage in commerce, the enumeration of powers in the 
Constitution would have been in vain." 

It would be difficult to recognize any limits on federal power, 
he added. Defenders of the law said the founders couldn't have 
envisioned Medicare or Social Security either. 

Vinson did side with the administration on another major 
issue in the case, the expansion of Medicaid to cover more low-
income people. About half of the more than 30 million 
Americans who would gain insurance through the law would be 
enrolled in Medicaid. However, striking down the law would 
also invalidate the Medicaid expansion. 

Opponents of the health overhaul praised the decision. House 
Speaker John Boehner said it shows Senate Democrats should 
follow a House vote to repeal the law. 

"Today's decision affirms the view, held by most of the states 
and a majority of the American people, that the federal 
government should not be in the business of forcing you to buy 
health insurance and punishing you if you don't," he said. 

Democrats just as quickly slammed the ruling. 
"This lawsuit is nothing more than an attempt by those who 

want to raise taxes on small businesses, increase prescription 
prices for seniors and allow insurance companies to once again 
deny sick children medical care," said Senate Majority Leader 
Harry Reid, D-Nev. 

Former Florida Republican Attorney General Bill McCollum 
filed the lawsuit just minutes after Obama signed the 10-year, 
$938 billion health care bill into law in March. He chose a court 
in Pensacola, one of Florida's most conservative cities. The 
nation's most influential small business lobby, the National 
Federation of Independent Business, also joined. 

Officials in the states that sued lauded Vinson's decision. 
"In making his ruling, the judge has confirmed what many of 

us knew from the start: Obamacare is an unprecedented and 
unconstitutional infringement on the liberty of the American 
people," Florida Gov. Rick Scott said. 

Other states that joined the lawsuit were: Alabama, Alaska, 
Arizona, Colorado, Georgia, Indiana, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Maine, Michigan, Mississippi, Nebraska, Nevada, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Texas, Utah, Washington, Wisconsin and Wyoming. 

___ 
Ricardo Alonso-Zaldivar reported from Washington. Associated 
Press writer Curt Anderson in Miami and AP writers Erica 
Werner and Pete Yost in Washington contributed. 
Copyright 2011 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. This 
material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or 
redistributed. 
============================== 
ObamaCare Repeal Passes Its First Test-- Don't listen to the 
liberal prophets of doom; victory is possible 
Gun Owners of America E-Mail Alert  
http://gunowners.org 
January 21, 2011 
 

Wednesday night, by a vote of 245 to 189, the House passed 
H.R. 2 -- a bill to repeal the anti-gun ObamaCare law. 

Congratulations! 
 
As you may recall, this is the law that will allow the Bureau 

of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (BATFE) to troll 
a federal database containing your most confidential health care 
data in order to create millions of new "prohibited persons" for 
the FBI's InstantCheck data bank. 

But to listen to most media accounts after the vote, you would 
think that while we won the first battle -- we have already lost 
the war. 

Wrong. 
True, we have some tough battles ahead of us.  But don't 

believe the far left's premature pronouncements of our defeat.  
For instance, they claim the repeal bill won't even come up for a 
vote in the Senate. 

Well, the truth is that a single Senator can use the Senate 
rules to force the House-passed bill onto the Senate legislative 
calendar.  And at least one Senator has indicated that he will do 
this. 

Once H.R. 2 is on the Senate calendar, ANY SENATOR can 
move to proceed to it.  True, Harry Reid will squeal and whine 
that Republicans are interfering with "his prerogatives."  But as 
red state Democrats stare into the face of electoral defeat, Reid's 
prerogatives may not be that important to them. 

It is also widely believed that the bill would fail in the Senate 
even if it were voted on.  Maybe, maybe not.  Many bills start 
without a majority of support in Congress, but ultimately pass. 

The trump card of the left is they believe President Obama 
will veto any ObamaCare repeal. 

We'll see.  If Republicans choose to tack the ObamaCare 
repeal onto some "must pass" legislation such as the funding of 
the government or the debt limit increase, Obama will face the 
choice of repealing his treasured legacy or shutting down his 
rule-making agencies for the remainder of his term. 

So, the bottom line is this: 
The successful legislative strategy of the far left over the past 

year is to pronounce, like a mantra, "We're going to win.  You're 
going to lose."  All too often, our side concedes. 

But we have all the legislative tools we need to repeal 
ObamaCare -- or shut down the Obama administration. 

Action: Contact your Senators and urge them not to believe 
the lie that there's no way to repeal ObamaCare.  You can use the 
Gun Owners Legislative Action Center to send your Senators a 
pre-written e-mail message.     
============================== 
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Opening Shot On ObamaCare Scheduled for Wednesday  -- 
First volley in what will be a long battle 
Tuesday, January 18, 2011 
 
The U.S. House of Representatives is scheduled to hold its 
first vote on repealing the anti-gun ObamaCare law this 
Wednesday. 
 
Good for them! 
 

As GOA has pointed out for more than a year, ObamaCare 
will allow the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives (BATFE) to troll the federal health records database 
in an effort to disarm hundreds of thousands of law-abiding 
Americans. 

Even after the forced adoption of language to take care of 
SOME of the anti-gun problems with the bill, ObamaCare still 
does not prevent the government from using health records to 
place people on the FBI gun prohibition list (the National Instant 
Criminal Background Check System, or NICS). 

But, some would protest, ObamaCare does not explicitly 
mention firearms or background checks. 

Well, neither did ObamaCare explicitly give Department of 
Health and Human Services (HHS) Secretary Kathleen Sebelius 
the ability to promulgate rules to regulate insurance premiums.  
But she did. 

Neither did it give HHS the ability to implement the deleted 
"death panel" language.  But they did, until public outrage forced 
them to retreat. 

Neither does any statutory law authorize the BATFE to use 
the Mexico drug cartel violence problem to require U.S. gun 
dealers to report the names of persons making purchases of more 
than one rifle.  But they have. 

So the question is this: How much do you want to bet that 
Barack Obama, and his anti-gun appointees, will not use every 
tool at their disposal to go after the Second Amendment 
community? 

Gun Owners of America has reviewed the two-paragraph 
repeal bill, sponsored by new Majority Leader Eric Cantor, and it 
is perfect. 

Please urge your Congressman to support H.R. 2, officially 
entitled "A bill to repeal the job-killing health care law," and to 
speak in favor of its passage. 

But, even more important, tell your Congressman that this is 
just the beginning! 

Already, the far left is engaging in the sleazy tactics that got 
this "Obamination" passed in the first place. 

"Repeal would increase the debt," they say.  BUT, if you 
eliminate the Bernie Madoff-style accounting, repeal would 
actually cut $700 billion from the national debt. 

"It's just for show, it will be vetoed by Obama anyway," they 
say.  BUT, many times congressmen have gone against their own 
party's president to override a veto -- when the American people 
demand it. 

All friends of liberty must oppose ObamaCare with the same 
zeal and determination that Obama/Pelosi/Reid used to pass it. 

Gun Owners of America will be tracking this vote and it will 
be used for the 2012 GOA Congressional Rating. 

Action: Contact your Representative and urge him or her to 
vote FOR the ObamaCare repeal. Click over to the Gun Owners 

Legislative Action Center to send a pre-written message, or one 
of your own. 
============================= 
 

Protect the Constitution -- Read it, don't 

violate it 
 
Gun Owners of America E-Mail Alert  
http://gunowners.org 
Friday, January 14, 2011 
 

Calls for greater gun control in response to the Tucson, 
Arizona massacre are growing daily on Capitol Hill. 

This hardly comes as a surprise.  For many legislators, the 
knee-jerk reaction to any criminal shooting is to pass yet another 
gun control law, despite the fact that the criminal already broke 
many laws in the commission of the crime. 

The zaniest of the new proposals is one by Representative 
Peter King (R-NY) to ban guns within 1,000 feet of certain 
federal officials -- including members of Congress.  What the 
Congressman ignores is that what he euphemistically calls "gun 
free zones" are actually "criminal safety zones." 

Thankfully, House Speaker John Boehner flatly rejected the 
King plan. 

Another proposal, being offered by Sen. Frank Lautenberg 
(D-NJ), would ban ammunition feeding devices holding more 
than an arbitrarily determined number of rounds. 

For Mr. Lautenberg, the magic number is 10 rounds. 
"These high-capacity clips (sic) simply should not be on the 

market," Lautenberg said. "When the Senate returns to 
Washington, I will introduce legislation to prohibit this type of 
high-capacity clip." 

But what would Lautenberg say to the "average citizen" who 
runs out of ammunition when facing multiple attackers?  Or, 
more accurately, what would he say to that victim's family? 

Of course, if Lautenberg were successful there is no doubt he 
would be back with a ban on even smaller magazines as soon as 
the next headlines are made.  He's only trying to take a small bite 
out of the Constitution at this time, as he seeks political 
advantage from the sad events of last weekend. 

To make matters worse, when the Senate reconvenes later 
this month Majority Leader Harry Reid has cooked up a plan to 
make it easier to pass anti-gun laws like Frank Lautenberg's. 

Reid is seeking to change the rules of the Senate to strip the 
minority party (currently Republicans) of their ability to stop 
legislation using the filibuster, which historically requires a 60 
vote majority to overcome. 

Pro-gun Senators have successfully used the filibuster to stop 
gun control, especially when emotions are running high 
following a nationally publicized shooting. 

But before the Senate considers changing its rules to make it 
easier to pass gun control or votes on any bills that would violate 
the Constitution, Gun Owners of America has a proposal of its 
own: Read the Constitution! 

As you know, GOA spearheaded the effort to get the 
Constitution read on the floor of the Congress.  Speaker Boehner 
brought the reading to the House floor two weeks ago, but Senate 
Majority Leader Harry Reid has made no indication that he will 
follow suit. 

That is a sad commentary on the Senate.  The Constitution is 
the real, binding contract with America, but it continues to be 
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ignored even though each and every Senator raises his or her 
right hand and swears an oath to "support and defend the 
Constitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic," and that they will "bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same." 

Harry Reid cannot be allowed to continue to rule the Senate 
with an iron fist.  GOA is working with several senate offices on 
a plan to read the Constitution over Reid's opposition.  It is 
important for all Senators to support this effort to read out loud 
America's most important founding document. 

Action: Contact your Senators and urge them to 1) oppose 
Harry Reid's plan to do away with the filibuster, 2) oppose the 
effort by Sen. Frank Lautenberg to ban so-called "high capacity" 
ammunition feeding devices and, 3) support any effort or 
resolution to have the U.S. Constitution read out loud on the 
floor of the Senate. You can click on the Gun Owners Legislative 
Action Center to quickly send your Senators a pre-written 
message. 
=============================== 
Efforts to Politicize Arizona Tragedy Highlight Importance 
of Proposed Senate Rules Changes 
Monday, January 10, 2011 
 

First of all, our prayers go out to the families and victims of 
the horrific tragedy that took place in Tucson over the weekend.  
We pray that God will bring comfort to them in this time of trial. 

The political left is trying to pin this tragedy on gun owners 
and conservative talk radio.  Never mind the fact that this creep 
hated the Bible and the U.S. flag, loved the Communist 
Manifesto and Mein Kampf and, according to his friends, was a 
drug abusing lefty. 

But why let the facts get in the way? 
Already, we see the pattern we witnessed in Columbine, with 

liberal politicians flocking like vultures to pick political 
advantage from a tragedy.  Some have blamed people who, like 
us, are outraged at the unconstitutional, anti-gun contents of 
ObamaCare. 

And New York Congressman Carolyn McCarthy has already 
announced her intention to suck political benefit from the 
shootings by introducing anti-gun measures.  These apparently 
include a magazine ban and a gun show ban, notwithstanding the 
fact that Jared Loughner bought his firearm from a retailer and 
underwent a Brady Check.  (The Instant Check is an 
unconstitutional requirement in itself, which has failed to stop 
"gun violence," but that's an issue for another day.) 

The calls for banning or restricting gun shows have also 
spread to the state level.  Over the weekend, Virginia State Sen. 
Janet Howell called for closing the so-called "gun show 
loophole" and then put GOA in her crosshairs. 

"I think it is imperative that my constituents understand that 
the Virginia General Assembly is yielding on every gun issue to 
a fringe group called the Gun Owners of America. They make 
the NRA look reasonable," she said. 

Thanks, Senator Howell, we'll take that as a compliment. 
A week ago we would have predicted that congressional 

Democrats would be loath to try to ban firearms in the wake of 
the 2010 elections.  But we can no longer assume that an assault 
on the Second Amendment is not forthcoming. 

Following the Columbine shooting, we utilized long-standing 
Senate rules to slow down and eventually defeat such an anti-gun 
assault.  But liberal Democrats in the Senate are currently 

pushing proposals to change the Senate rules to make it easier to 
ban guns. 

Their proposals include: 

• A measure to reduce the time for debate on nominations 
like Supreme Court nominees Sonya Sotomayor or Elena 
Kagan to two hours; 

• A measure to block a Senator's ability to place a "hold" 
on anti-gun measures (a parliamentary procedure which 
allows Senators to slow down legislation); and, 

• Several measures to restrict or entirely eliminate the 
filibuster.  But as we saw during the fight over the anti-
gun ObamaCare bill, the filibuster can be our greatest 
weapon.  We only lost by one vote in the Senate -- and 
that's a vote that Harry Reid no longer has. 

 
If the filibuster survives these rules changes, then it may be 

because of a "compromise" which will guarantee Reid three vote-
buying amendments at the end of a filibuster.  NOTE:  The 
compromise would actually be worse, and it would lock out pro-
gun senators like Jim DeMint from the ability to offer any 
countering amendments. 

ACTION:  Contact your two Senators.  Insist that they 
oppose proposals to change the Senate rules that would open the 
floodgates on anti-gun legislation.   You can use the Gun Owners 
Legislative Action Center to send your Senators the pre-written 
message below. 

 
----- Pre-written letter ----- 
Dear Senator: 
Efforts by anti-gun Rep. Carolyn McCarthy to pluck political 

advantage from the Arizona tragedy highlight the importance of 
the Senate rules.  

Currently, liberal senators concerned that Harry Reid has not 
crammed enough unconstitutional legislation down the throats of 
the American people are pushing rules change proposals that 
include: 

• A measure to reduce the time for debate on nominations 
like Supreme Court nominees Sonya Sotomayor or Elena 
Kagan to two hours; 

• A measure to block a Senator's ability to place a "hold" 
on anti-gun measures; and, 

• Several measures to restrict or entirely eliminate the 
filibuster. 

 
If the filibuster survives these rules changes, then it may be 

because of a "compromise" which will guarantee Harry Reid 
three vote-buying amendments at the end of a filibuster.  The 
compromise would actually be worse, and it would lock out pro-
gun senators like Jim DeMint from the ability to offer any 
countering amendments. 

Furthermore, all of this is being done via a procedure which, 
if carried to its logical conclusion, could allow a simple majority 
of the Senate to change the written rules at any time. 

Please oppose all these rules change proposals. 
I am informed that the rules votes will be rated as "gun" votes 

by Gun Owners of America. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gun Owners of America  NEWS RELEASES (above): 
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Gun Owners of America E-Mail Alert  
8001 Forbes Place, Suite 102, Springfield, VA 

22151  
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NSSF Preparing for 2011 Congressional Fly-In 
INDUSTRY LEADERS WILL HEAD TO WASHINGTON 
IN APRIL . . . Officials from NSSF and executives from the 
Foundation's Voting Member companies will travel to 
Washington, D.C., April 6-7 to meet with key lawmakers and 
help advance the industry's federal legislative priorities. Building 
on the success of past Congressional Fly-Ins, representatives 
from the industry will meet face-to-face with congressional 
leaders about their concerns. Participation in the Fly-In is a 
Voting Member benefit. All Voting Members are strongly 
encouraged to attend this key government relations effort. This 
year's Fly-In will be held at the Hyatt Regency Washington on 
Capitol Hill. If you are interested in attending and receiving 
additional details as they become available, please contact 
mswarts@nssf.org.  
Industry News 

• WHAT'S SELLING WHERE? . . . Each issue of 
SHOT Business magazine includes a section on what 
products are selling at stores in different areas of the 
country. Store owners and managers in four regions 
provide insight on current trends they're seeing. Take a 
look at what's selling where this month. 

• OLIN: 4Q AMMO SALES DOWN, BUT SECOND 
MOST PROFITABLE YEAR . . . Olin Corp. 
(NYSE:OLN), maker of Winchester ammunition, 
reported that fourth-quarter sales in its Winchester 
division were $112.7 million, down from to $126 million 
in the same period last year. The company said that 
commercial 
sales 
declined 
compared to 
the fourth 
quarter of 
2009. 
"Winchester's 
fourth quarter 
earnings 
were $3.6 
million and 
full year 2010 earnings were $63 million, which 
represented the second most profitable year in its 
history," said Joseph D. Rupp, Olin chairman, president 
and CEO. 

• JANUARY 2011 NSSF-ADJUSTED NICS 
BACKGROUND CHECKS UP 9.7% . . . The January 
2011 NSSF-adjusted National Instant Criminal 
Background Check System (NICS) figure of 784,856 is 
an increase of 9.7 percent over the NSSF-adjusted NICS 
figure of 715,309 in January 2010. For comparison, the 
unadjusted January 2011 NICS figure of 1,312,544 is an 
increase of 18 percent over the unadjusted NICS figure 
of 1,112,312 in January 2010. The adjusted NICS data 
was derived by NSSF by subtracting out NICS purpose 
code permit checks used by several states such as 
Kentucky and Utah for CCW permit application checks 
as well as checks on active CCW permit databases. 
While not a direct correlation to firearms sales, the 
NSSF-adjusted NICS data provides a more accurate 
picture of current market conditions. Questions 
concerning NSSF-adjusted NICS data should be directed 
to NSSF research at 203-426-1320 or 
research@NSSF.org. In addition to other purposes, NICS 
is used to check transactions of firearms sales and 
transfers on new and used handguns and long guns. Click 
here for additional information on NICS or to view a 
complete set of the current monthly NICS reports. NSSF 
members may access historical monthly NICS reports in 
the members log-in section of nssf.org. 

 

• NSSF LAUNCHES REVAMPED RESEARCH 
WEBPAGE FOR MEMBERS . . . The NSSF research 
section in the members log-in area of nssf.org has been 
recently redesigned. Free data available to all NSSF 
members include historical NICS and NSSF-adjusted 
NICS figures, concealed carry and silencer/Form 4 state 
charts, 2010 firearms retailer survey report, historical 
survey tracker and market indicators, HunterSurvey.com 
topline summary and several recently updated Industry 
Intelligence Reports. The most recently posted report, 
titled "Modern Sporting Rifle," is an 80-page 
comprehensive consumer report outlining ownership, 
usage and attitudes toward modern sporting rifles. For 
your membership log-in ID and password, or to become 
an NSSF member, please contact Cindy Brutting at 
cbrutting@nssf.org or 203-426-1320. 

• Government Relations 

• SENATE PASSES 1099 REPEAL AMENDMENT . . . 
The U.S. Senate adopted an amendment repealing the 
new Form 1099 reporting requirements. The amendment, 
sponsored by Sen. Debbie Stabenow (D-Mich.), is a 
complete repeal of the law. NSSF, which strongly 
supported the repeal of this burdensome mandate, helped 
to bring the problems of the reporting requirement to the 
attention of Congress. Among the NSSF concerns, small 
businesses would have been forced to issue hundreds or 
even thousands of forms each year, track cumulative 
payments to vendors and obtain tax identification 
information from each vendor -- including law-abiding 
gun owners looking to sell a firearm. House Republicans 
have made 1099 repeal one of their top priorities, but it is 
unknown if the Stabenow "pay-for" model will be 
acceptable to the majority or if an alternative Republican 
vehicle for passage could pass the Senate.  
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• MARYLAND LEGISLATORS SEEK MAGAZINE 
LIMIT -- AGAIN . . . On Thursday at 1 p.m., the 
Judicial Proceedings Committee will hear testimony on 
SB 162, which seeks to once again limit magazines in the 
state of Maryland. Legislators have already limited 
magazine capacity to 20 rounds, but have now decided to 
further restrict firearms owners by seeking a 10-round 
limit. NSSF is encouraging all gun owners and retailers 
to contact members of the Judicial Proceedings 
Committee and express your opposition to SB 162. 

• CONNECTICUT EYES MAGAZINE BAN AND 
OTHER LEGISLATION . . . This past Friday, 
members of the Connecticut Judiciary Committee 
decided to move forward with drafting legislation to ban 
what they call "high capacity" magazines. NSSF will 
continue to monitor the situation and inform everyone 
about the bill once it is drafted. Also, the Public Safety 
Committee will be holding a hearing on Thursday at 10 
a.m. in Room 2A of the Legislative Office Building. 
Two of the more onerous bills scheduled are HB 5800, 
requiring the registration of all firearms every five years, 
and also SB 42 (language yet to published), which seeks 
to establish safety standards for all ranges throughout the 
state. NSSF is encouraging all sportsmen and gun owners 
to express their opposition to HB 5800 and SB 42 by 
contacting members of the committee. 

• UTAH CELEBRATES JOHN M. BROWNING DAY 
. . . Jan. 24, 2011, was John M. Browning Day in Utah, 
highlighted by a noon ceremony on the Capitol steps at 
which Gov. Gary Herbert presented the official state 
resolution of the day to Christopher Browning, the great 
grandson of the honoree. This year marks the 100th 
anniversary of Utahan John M. Browning's design of the 
1911 pistol, legislation for which is in the works to 
designate that gun as the Official Utah State Firearm. 

• News of Note 

• MIT'S FUTURE SCIENTISTS AND ENGINEERS 
ARE ALSO ELITE MARKSMEN . . . Known more as 
a training ground for scientists and engineers, many 
people aren't aware that the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology (MIT) is also home to an elite group of 
shooters -- some of which had never handled a firearm 
before attending the university. The Boston Globe on 
Sunday included a feature story on the MIT shooting 
team, one of 38 college shooting programs to recently 
receive a grant through NSSF's Collegiate Shooting 
Sports Initiative. 

• STREAMING NSSF SAFETY VIDEOS . . . New, 
higher-definition versions of NSSF's firearms safety 
videos are available online, including for the first time in 
its entirety "McGruff on Gun Safety," the educational 
video for students in grades K through 6. Also available 
for viewing are "It's Your Call: Playing It Safe Around 
Guns" designed for students in grades 6 through 9 and 
"Firearm Safety Depends on You," which provides a 
review of firearm safety rules for audiences of all ages. 
The two firearm safety videos for students have 
downloadable teacher discussion guides. NSSF asks that 
you bring these videos to the attention of your child's 
school or teacher, or that you view them with your 

children so that they understand how to safely respond if 
they should encounter a firearm in an unsupervised 
situation. Read NSSF's news release.  

================================ 
Constitutional Amendment in Arkansas Would Raid 
Sportsmen’s Dollars 
Removes Professionals From Managing Wildlife 
2/3/11 

An Arkansas senator has proposed to change the state’s 
constitution to allow hunting, fishing, and trapping license 
dollars to be used for any government expense.  It also strips 
authority over hunting and fishing laws from wildlife 
professionals and hands it to politicians. 

Arkansas Sportsmen need to call their state senators today 
and urge them to oppose this dangerous bill! 

Currently, the Arkansas constitution requires that all monies 
received by the Game and Fish Commission, including hunting, 
trapping, and fishing license dollars, be only used to manage the 
state’s wildlife.  Additionally, the constitution gives the 
Commission sole authority over hunting, trapping, and fishing 
laws and regulations. 

Senate Joint Resolution 2, introduced by Senator Jeremy 
Hutchinson (R- Little Rock), would divert most monies received, 
including fees from sporting licenses, game violations, land 
sales, and other income, into the state’s general fund where it 
could be used to pave roads, maintain prisons, or for any other 
pet project the legislature chooses.  The amendment would also 
take authority away from the Commission regarding hunting, 
trapping, and fishing rules and regulations and place it with the 
legislature. 

The Arkansas Game and Fish Commission is currently 
funded by three main sources: 

1. License fees 
2. Reimbursement of federal excise tax on firearms, 

ammunition, and fishing equipment 
3. A portion of the Arkansas sales tax. 

This amendment would take away the license fee portion of the 
Commission’s funding and put the excise tax, which amounts to 
millions of additional dollars, in jeopardy. 

“Wildlife conservation works in Arkansas and elsewhere 
because when sportsmen buy a hunting license, they believe the 
money will be used for fish and wildlife,” said Jeremy Rine, U.S. 
Sportsmen’s Alliance associate director of state services.  “When 
this trust is broken, you sever this link and put wildlife 
conservation in danger.  You also jeopardize a significant portion 
of Arkansas’ economy.” 

Hunting, trapping, and fishing are big business in Arkansas 
worth $1.4 billion to the state’s economy.  It generates $100 
million in tax revenues and employs over 18,000 citizens.  

Take Action!  Arkansas sportsmen need to contact their state 
senator today and tell them to oppose Senate Joint Resolution 2.  
Tell them that diverting hunting, trapping, and fishing license 
dollars will harm the state’s wildlife and put in jeopardy millions 
of dollars in federal excise tax funds.  Remind them also that 
wildlife management needs to be kept in the hands of 
professionals.  To find your state senator’s contact information, 
please visit www.ussportsmen.org/LAC. 
For more information, contact the U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance at 
614-888-4868 or email info@ussportsmen.org. 
============================== 
Bullet Points 
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1-31-2011 
Help Shape Future of Hunting and Shooting 

• 3Q FIREARMS AND AMMUNITION EXCISE 
TAX FIGURES RELEASED . . . The latest firearms 
and ammunition excise tax collection report released by 
the Department of the Treasury indicates that firearm and 
ammunition manufacturers reported tax liabilities of 
$104.32 million in the third calendar quarter of 2010, 
down 9.93 percent over the same period in 2009. The 
report, which covers the time period of July 1 through 
Sept. 30, shows that $25.7 million was due in taxes for 
pistols and revolvers, $33.94 million for firearms 
(other)/long guns and $44.68 million for ammunition 
(shells and cartridges). Compared to the same period in 
2009, tax obligations were down 13.91 percent for 
pistols and revolvers, down 8.48 percent for firearms 
(other)/long guns and down 8.61 percent for ammunition 
(shells and cartridges). 

• PRESIDENT SIGNALS SUPPORT OF 
REPEALING REPORTING REQUIREMENT . . . In 
his State of the Union address, President Obama signaled 
that he would support a repeal of the 1099 reporting 
requirement. "If you have ideas about how to improve 
this law by making care better or more affordable, I am 
eager to work with you. We can start right now by 
correcting a flaw in the legislation that has placed an 
unnecessary bookkeeping burden on small businesses." 
Scheduled to take effect in 2012, the new IRS reporting 
requirement would force businesses to provide a 1099 to 
vendors from whom they buy goods totaling $600 or 
more annually. Small businesses will need to issue 
hundreds or even thousands of forms each year, track 
cumulative payments to vendors and obtain tax 
identification information from each vendor. And the 
"vendor" could be a gun owner who sells used firearms 
to a retailer. 

• VERMONT FISH AND WILDLIFE MAKES 
RANGE GRANTS AVAILABLE . . . Shooting clubs, 
sportsmen's groups and government agencies involved in 
operating shooting ranges within the state have until 4:30 
p.m. on April 1 to submit applications for grants from the 
Vermont Fish & Wildlife Department. The Shooting 
Range Improvement Grant Program was developed in 
2010 to encourage the improvement of shooting ranges 
and to enhance their safety and operation, with funding 
from federal excise tax on hunting, shooting and fishing 
equipment. 

=============================== 
 
Record-setting SHOT Show Signals Good Year Ahead for 
Industry 
January 24, 2011 

• BUYER, MEDIA ATTENDANCE HIGHEST EVER 
. . . The National Shooting Sports Foundation's 2011 
SHOT Show soared above expectations by setting 
records for buyer attendance at 31,769 and media 
attendance at 2,074. Overall attendance of 57,390, 
comprising buyers, exhibitors, media and guests, ranked 
the show as the third largest ever behind the 2008 and 
2010 events. In this sluggish economy, the SHOT Show 
demonstrates the resilience of one of America's oldest 

industries and the popularity of its products. "The 
importance of the SHOT Show to the firearms industry 
cannot be overestimated," said Steve Sanetti, president 
and CEO of NSSF, which owns the trade show. "The 
SHOT Show is simply the must-attend business event for 
all segments of our industry. Based on what we're 
hearing, industry has every reason to think that 2011 
shows promise of being another strong year." Filling the 
Sands Expo and Convention Center to capacity with 
1,600 exhibiting companies covering 630,000 net square 
feet with their booths, SHOT Show brings together all 
facets of the $4 billion industry. Many companies use 
SHOT Show, the largest trade show of its kind in the 
world, to announce new products and services. Buyers 
and media members are able to handle and discuss 
products that include firearms, ammunition, outdoor and 
tactical clothing, optics, knives, related accessories and 
law enforcement equipment. Look back at the 2011 
SHOT Show: Post-Show News Release | Blog | Photos | 
Videos | Facebook | Twitter 

• NSSF GRANTED MOTION TO INTERVENE IN 
EPA SUIT . . . The U.S. District Court for the District of 
Columbia has granted NSSF's motion to intervene in a 
suit brought by the Center for Biological Diversity 
(CBD) and several anti-hunting groups against the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The CBD's 
underlying suit against the EPA seeks to have the court 
overturn the agency's denial of a CBD petition filed in 
August of 2010 to have the EPA under the Toxic 
Substance Control Act (TSCA) issue regulations to ban 
the manufacture, sale and use of traditional ammunition 
containing lead components, as well as fishing tackle 
made with lead components. The EPA properly denied 
the petition to ban traditional ammunition because 
Congress expressly exempted ammunition from 
regulation by the EPA. Later, the EPA also denied the 
petition regarding fishing tackle because the CBD failed 
to demonstrate a scientific basis for the EPA to act. Read 
more. 

• RECENTLY FORMED SUNDAY HUNTING 
COALITION TURNS SIGHTS ON VIRGINIA . . . 
Less than one week after executives from America's 
leading conservation, sportsmen's and hunting 
organizations announced the formation of a new multi-
organization coalition to remove bans and restrictions on 
Sunday hunting, the group turned its sights on the 
commonwealth of Virginia. A hearing on state Senate 
Bill 850, legislation to end the ban on Sunday hunting in 
Virginia will be held on Monday, Jan. 31, in the Senate 
Agriculture, Conservation and Natural Resources 
Committee. NSSF is encouraging all hunters in Virginia 
to attend this public hearing at 9 a.m. in Senate Room B.  

• CALIF. 'HANDGUN AMMUNITION' 
REGISTRATION UNCONSTITUTIONAL . . . A 
California Superior Court in Fresno enjoined 
enforcement of AB 962, enacted in 2009, that would 
have required all purchases of "handgun ammunition" to 
be registered. The statute also would have mandated that 
firearms retailers fingerprint law-abiding customers like 
common criminals and would have banned mail-order 
ammunition sales. The law's definition of "handgun 
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ammunition" was so vague and ill-defined that the court 
declared the law constitutionally void. Kudos to the 
National Rifle Association and the California State Rifle 
and Pistol Association Foundation for this important 
victory. 

• ATF REMINDS FIREARM MANUFACTURERS 
TO FILE REPORT BY APRIL 1 . . . The Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) has 
issued an important notice to all licensed firearm 
manufacturers that they must file their annual 
manufacturing and exportation report by April 1. Read 
ATF's letter. 

============================== 
January 10, 2011 
Vol. 12 No. 2 

• WHITE HOUSE DELAYS MULTIPLE SALES 
REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR LONG GUNS 
. . . An ATF proposal to require federally licensed 
firearms retailers to report multiple sales of rifles has 
been placed on hold by the White House amid stiff 
opposition from the firearms industry and NRA. 
Specifically, the ATF requirement calls for firearm 
retailers to report multiple sales, or other dispositions, of 
two or more semi-automatic rifles that are larger than .22 
caliber, capable of accepting a detachable magazine and 
are purchased by the same individual within five 
consecutive business days. Though ATF has called this 
proposal an “emergency” mandate, it was originally 
pushed by the anti-gun Mayors Against Illegal Guns 
(MAIG) coalition more than a year and a half ago. Full 
Story 

• SPORTSMEN'S CAUCUS LEADERS FOR 112TH 
CONGRESS . . . Bi-partisan leaders of the 
Congressional Sportsmen's Caucus in the 112th Congress 
include co-chairs Sen. Jon Tester (D-Mont.), Sen. John 
Thune (R-S.D.), Rep. Jeff Miller (R-Fla.) and Rep. Mike 
Ross (D-Ark.). Leadership vice-chairs include Sen. Kay 
Hagan (D-N.C.), Sen. Jim Risch (R-Idaho), Rep. Bob 
Latta (R-Ohio) and Rep. Heath Shuler (D-N.C.). The 
Congressional Sportsmen's Caucus works to protect the 
interests of America's hunters, anglers and trappers in the 
U.S. Senate and House of Representatives.  

• News of Note 

• A CALIFORNIA SHOOTING RANGE SUCCESS 
STORY . . . The San Diego Union-Tribune reports on 
the remarkable growth of the P2K Range in El Cajon, 
Calif., which now boasts a membership of 3,500, a 
1,500-member increase from just six years ago. The 
article focuses on P2K's application for NSSF's 
Association of Shooting Ranges' Five Star rating and 
mentions the success the facility has had holding NSSF's 
First Shots seminars. 

• DECEMBER NSSF-ADJUSTED NICS FIGURES . . . 
The FBI has released its National Instant Criminal 
Background Check System (NICS) figures for December 
2010. NSSF-adjusted figures (1,133,371) show a 9.9 
percent increase over NSSF-adjusted figures from 
December 2009 (1,031,344). For calendar year 2010, the 
NSSF-adjusted NICS figure of 9,436,182 is a decrease of 
1 percent over the NSSF-adjusted figure of 9,534,131 in 

calendar year 2009. In comparison, the unadjusted NICS 
figure of 14,320,489 for calendar year 2010 is an 
increase 2.4 percent over the unadjusted NICS figure of 
13,984,953 in calendar year 2009. The adjusted NICS 
data were derived by NSSF by subtracting out NICS 
purpose-code permit checks used by several states such 
as Kentucky and Utah for CCW permit application 
checks as well as checks on active CCW permit 
databases. Though not a direct correlation to firearms 
sales, the NSSF-adjusted NICS data provide a more 
accurate picture of current market conditions. Questions 
concerning NSSF-adjusted NICS data should be directed 
to NSSF research at 203-426-1320 or research@nssf.org. 
In addition to other purposes, NICS is used to check 
transactions of firearms sales and transfers on new and 
used handguns and long guns. Click here to find 
additional information on NICS and to view complete 
monthly NICS reports. NSSF members may access 
historical monthly NICS reports by logging into the 
members-only section of www.nssf.org. 

 
NSSF Bullet Points (above): 

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

** 
USSA News Alerts (below): 

U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance Foundation 
801 Kingsmill Parkway, Columbus, OH  43229 
Ph. 614/888-4868 • Fax 614/888-0326 
Website: www.ussportsmen.org • E-mail: 
info@ussportsmen.org 
U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 

US Sportsmen's Alliance 
  
About the U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 
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. 

Follow us on Facebook: 
http://www.ussportsmen.org/page.redir?target=http%3a%2f%2f
www.facebook.com%2fussportsmen&srcid=4382&srctid=1&eri
d=7077954  

Twitter: 
http://www.ussportsmen.org/page.redir?target=http%3a%2f%2ft
witter.com%2fUSSportsmensAll&srcid=4382&srctid=1&erid=7
077954 

 
USSA News Alerts (above): 
U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 
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 Every once in a while someone writes something that might alter 

the thought stream of an entire culture. 

Considering the millions of words that bombard us each day, 
these gems of insight and/or common sense are so rare that they 
can actually stun you. 

A young American freedom lover, Marko Kloos (pronounced 
"close") has written this gem. 
Go here - http://jpfo.org/articles-assd02/marko.htm (SEE 
BELOW) 
 

Curable or Incurable? 
(An introduction by Kirby Ferris) 
There is a way to test the sanity of your family, friends, and 
neighbors. You simply observe their reaction to this essay written 
by Marko Kloos (pronounced “close”). 
If they “get it”, they are “curable”, or were mentally healthy in 
the first place. They may deserve the freedom that has been 
delivered to them on the blood of our forefathers.  
A while back I sent this essay to eight friends. Two of them 
actually mocked the essay. Sadly, those two people are 
“incurable”. Their common sense, their very self respect as 
human beings, has been bred out of them by our perverse, victim 
factory culture. (I’ve dropped them both from my life.) 
Are you “curable”, or “incurable”. See whether you agree or 
disagree with Marko’s essay. 
(This essay first appeared in print in the Dillon Blue Press in 
2007. Ted Nugent later misattributed the essay in his book “Ted, 
White and Blue”. Ted made right with Marko, and the paperback 
version of Ted’s book gives credit where credit is due.) 
 

Why the Gun is Civilization. 
By Marko Kloos 
Reproduced by permission of the author. 

Human beings only have two ways to deal with one another: 
reason and force. If you want me to do something for you, you 
have a choice of either convincing me via argument, or force me 
to do your bidding under threat of force. Every human interaction 
falls into one of those two categories, without exception. Reason 
or force, that’s it. 

In a truly moral and civilized society, people exclusively 
interact through persuasion. Force has no place as a valid method 
of social interaction, and the only thing that removes force from 
the menu is the personal firearm, as paradoxical as it may sound 
to some. 

When I carry a gun, you cannot deal with me by force. You 
have to use reason and try to persuade me, because I have a way 
to negate your threat or employment of force. The gun is the only 
personal weapon that puts a 100-pound woman on equal footing 
with a 220-pound mugger, a 75-year old retiree on equal footing 
with a 19-year old gangbanger, and a single gay guy on equal 
footing with a carload of drunk guys with baseball bats. The gun 
removes the disparity in physical strength, size, or numbers 
between a potential attacker and a defender. 

There are plenty of people who consider the gun as the source 
of bad force equations. These are the people who think that we’d 
be more civilized if all guns were removed from society, because 
a firearm makes it easier for a mugger to do his job. That, of 
course, is only true if the mugger’s potential victims are mostly 
disarmed either by choice or by legislative fiat–it has no validity 
when most of a mugger’s potential marks are armed. People who 
argue for the banning of arms ask for automatic rule by the 

young, the strong, and the many, and that’s the exact opposite of 
a civilized society. A mugger, even an armed one, can only make 
a successful living in a society where the state has granted him a 
force monopoly. 

Then there’s the argument that the gun makes confrontations 
lethal that otherwise would only result in injury. This argument is 
fallacious in several ways. Without guns involved, confrontations 
are won by the physically superior party inflicting overwhelming 
injury on the loser. People who think that fists, bats, sticks, or 
stones don’t constitute lethal force watch too much TV, where 
people take beatings and come out of it with a bloody lip at 
worst. The fact that the gun makes lethal force easier works 
solely in favor of the weaker defender, not the stronger attacker. 
If both are armed, the field is level. The gun is the only weapon 
that’s as lethal in the hands of an octogenarian as it is in the 
hands of a weightlifter. It simply wouldn’t work as well as a 
force equalizer if it wasn’t both lethal and easily employable. 

When I carry a gun, I don’t do so because I am looking for a 
fight, but because I’m looking to be left alone. The gun at my 
side means that I cannot be forced, only persuaded. I don’t carry 
it because I’m afraid, but because it enables me to be unafraid. It 
doesn’t limit the actions of those who would interact with me 
through reason, only the actions of those who would do so by 
force. It removes force from the equation…and that’s why 
carrying a gun is a civilized act.  
=============================== 

Good Cop ... Bad Cop 
February 3rd, 2011 
By Kirby Ferris 

Do you know your local police?  Do you really know how the 
"cop on the beat" in your neighborhood feels about the Second 
Amendment? 

It is essential to your future freedom that you learn how to tell 
the "Good Cops" from the "Bad Cops". 
Copyright 2011, Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 

Ownership 

One of the most laudable movements in America today is the 
group known as “Oath Keepers”. (Visit the “Oath Keepers” 
website.) 

The Oath Keepers represent the very best in American law 
enforcement (as well as the U.S. military … but that’s another 
story). The police of Oath Keepers are the “Good Cops”, the 
truly Good Cops.  

These loyal men and women have publicly re-declared that 
they will keep their oath to support and defend the Constitution 
from all enemies “foreign and domestic”. To them, this solemn 
promise is a sacred honor, not just some patriotic homily. This 
means they have sworn to obey the Second Amendment. 

Sadly, if there are “Good Cops” then there are also some 
“Bad Cops”. Fortunately for us, the Good Cops outnumber the 
Bad Cops by at least twenty to one. This is an imprecise estimate, 
but candid (and very private) discussions with police officers 
seem to support the reality that, at the most, five percent of cops 
nationwide are “dirty”. 

What makes a Bad Cop? Two things leap right out front in 
the personality profile of a Bad Cop: Arrogance and 
Authoritarianism. (See the absolutely classic JPFO essay by Gus 
Cotey)(SEE BELOW) 

A bad cop relishes the slap of the pistol against his or her leg 
(fair enough). However, at the same time, the Bad Cop feeds his 
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or her ego upon the glances of fear, or the glances of respect, 
from an unarmed citizenry.  

These Bad Cops secretly lust to openly lord over the rest of 
us. They are Storm Troopers in waiting. Bottom line: They want 
all the rest of us disarmed.  

You can tell a Bad Cop by asking them one simple question: 
“Are you for ‘gun control’?” Listen to their answer carefully. Be 
very aware of the words “reasonable” or “sensible” in reference 
to citizen disarmament. Back in Nazi Germany or Soviet Russia, 
these were the types who took quite well to the trench coats, 
pompous caps, and knee high jack boots … and ended up “just 
following orders”.  

Some of the Bad Cops, especially if they are in the law 
enforcement command hierarchy, have always been arrogant 
elitists. These power addicts are often the “top cops” that you 
find parading up on the stage to call for more “gun control” 
whenever there is a high profile shooting.  

I’m not going to mince words: These men and women are 
dangerous, treasonous vermin. They took an oath to defend the 
Constitution, and they now desecrate that oath with every breath 
they take. Sheriff Dupnik of Arizona is a blatant, slithering 
example. Take a look at his comment in a recent interview. 

Be aware of the police around you. If you have a cop living 
on your street, you must know upon which side of the fence he or 
she sits. It’s time to point blank (can I say that, Sheriff Dupnik?) 
ask him or her what his or her views on “gun control” actually 
are. 

If a retired cop lives on your street? Find out the same thing. 
A very small percentage of retired cops harbor a deep anger, a 
passive aggressive, manipulative side. They are now disarmed. 
They are now just like the rest of us. This truly irks the 
authoritarian passive aggressive mentality. 

Litmus test for retired cops: The closet authoritarian type will 
also mention “reasonable gun control” and “sensible gun 
control”. They will never acknowledge “shall not be infringed” 
(which was a key part of their oath). They’ll always have a 
“yes… but” right at hand.  

Beware of this kind. At their core they are smiling back 
stabbers. They’ll say “times have changed” or “it’s a new world” 
or they’ll preface things with “realistically speaking”.  

Neighborhood snitches and “knock on the door in the middle 
of the night” goon squads are often recruited from this 
disenchanted population pool. 

As for the Good Cops, the ninety five percent of law 
enforcement? Embrace them emphatically. Thank them for their 
service. Let them know that you have their backs. Again, I 
believe Bad Cops make up, at the most, only about five percent 
of law enforcement here. But that five percent could become 
very dangerous to our freedom some day. Find out who they are. 
Know who they are. Let your friends and neighbors know who 
they are. 
 
Frequent JPFO contributor and strategist, Kirby Ferris 
collaborated intensively with Aaron Zelman over the last two 
years. Ferris is now the Public Affairs Director of JPFO. 
=============================== 
Know Thine Enemy 
By Kirby Ferris  
Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership. © JPFO 2009  
 

JPFO, not all that long after its founding, presented an essay 
by Gus Cotey in a popular magazine of the time. I read this 
article and shook my head in disbelief. Cotey had NAILED it! I 
did something I’d never done: I tracked down the author’s phone 
number and called him and congratulated him on what was a 
terrific breakthrough in understanding. It was a breakthrough that 
all gun owners could use as “high impact” intellectual 
ammunition. 

What Cotey had done, with marvelous perception, was 
identify the seven personality types that make up the victim 
disarmament crowd. Cotey saw through the emotionalized 
preaching and posturing and pandering and put the true 
motivations of these dangerous buffoons under a microscope.  

And today, you name ‘em:  Dianne Feinstein, cackling 
Carolyn McCarthy, Smirky Chuckie Schumer, our new Attorney 
General Eric Holder, duplicitous movie stars like Daniel 
“Defiance” Craig, vile manipulators like Michael Moore, sob 
sister Sarah Brady … the entire list of gun grabbers. 

The next time some politician, celebrity, journalist or 
jabbering spokesperson speaks out for the disarmament of the 
American people, you can file that popinjay’s name in one (or 
more) of seven boxes. We must understand these liars before we 
can defeat them. 

Without further ado, I proudly present ..…  

 
THE SEVEN VARIETIES OF GUN CONTROL 
ADVOCATE 
By Gus Cotey, Jr. 
Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership. © JPFO 2009 

 
The right of decent private citizens to personally possess, 
transport, and responsibly use arms without government 
interference is the ultimate freedom and the main pillar 
supporting all other liberties. Few cultures have allowed their 
general population access to weapons, the tools of power, to the 
same degree as the United States. Instead, most societies have 
restricted the keeping and bearing of arms to a select few power 
brokers and their agents, often resulting in oppression on a grand 
scale.  

Despite a massive amount of historical evidence to the 
contrary, there is a substantial body of Americans, many 
occupying positions of influence, who contend that the 
abrogation of the Second Amendment is the quickest path to 
domestic tranquility. Since this is as absurd as advocating blood-
letting as a cure for anemia, it would seem advisable to question 
the motives and mentalities of the gun control advocates 
themselves.  

In my observation, weapon prohibitionists can be broken 
down into seven major categories. Even though their motives 
may vary they all pose a mortal threat to liberty.  
ELITISTS 

Many of those in favor of oppressive firearms legislation are 
are best classed as elitists. Elitists frequently identify with a peer 
group based on wealth, power, rank, social status, occupation, 
education, ethnic group, etc. and perceive themselves and their 
peers as inherently superior to and more responsible than the 
"common people", thus more deserving of certain rights. Since 
elitists practically consider those outside their class or caste as 
members of another species, that most anti-elitist list of laws, the 
Bill of Rights is viewed by them as anathema. Naturally, the 
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Second Amendment is their first target as it serves as the 
supporting structure for other nine amendments.  
AUTHORITARIANS 

Another type of individual who favors the restriction of 
private gun ownership is the authoritarian. Authoritarian 
personalities are characterized by their belief in unquestioning 
obedience to an authority figure or group and a disdain for 
individual freedom of action, expression, and judgement. Those 
with authoritarian personalities function well in symbiosis with 
elitists occupying positions of power. Because authoritarians 
repress their desires for autonomy they harbor a deep resentment 
toward free and independent thinkers. Of course authoritarians 
do not want firearms in the hands of the general population as 
this constitutes a major obstacle to fulfilling their pathological 
and obsessive desire to control people.  
CRIMINALS 

It goes without saying that career criminals would like to see 
the public disarmed for obvious reasons. A well-armed 
population makes crimes such as assault, robbery, and burglary 
hazardous for the perpetrator and this is bad for "business." Also, 
it would seem that even non-violent or "white collar" criminals 
live in constant fear of retribution from the public that they 
financially bleed and would therefore prefer that the public be 
disarmed. Evidence supporting this hypothesis can be gathered 
by studying the Second Amendment voting records of those 
legislators who have been convicted of willful misconduct.  
THE FEARFUL 

Cowards by definition are easily or excessively frightened by 
things and situations that are recognized as dangerous, difficult, 
or painful. It therefore stands to reason that the mere thought of 
guns and the circumstances in which they are employed causes 
them abnormal amounts of stress. Rather than admit their 
weakness to themselves or others, some fearful types jump on the 
anti-gun bandwagon and purport moral superiority to those 
"barbaric"enough to employ lethal force against armed assailants 
by claiming various humanitarian and pragmatic motives for 
allowing evil to remain unchecked. In reality, many of these 
individuals harbor an envy induced resentment toward anyone 
with the means, skill, and will to successfully stand up to 
criminal aggression.  

The desire to assert oneself exists in nearly everyone, wimps 
included, so cowards seek out tame enemies against whom they 
can ply their pitiful brand of machismo. Instead of the sociopaths 
who commit acts of wanton aggression with guns, guns 
themselves and responsible gun owners are the main targets of 
their attacks. After all, real criminals are dangerous, so cowards 
prefer doing battle with inanimate objects that do not have a will 
of their own and decent law-abiding people whose high level of 
integrity and self discipline prevent them from physically lashing 
out against mere verbal assailants, however obnoxious they may 
be.  
IDEOLOGICAL CHAMELEONS 

Ideological chameleons follow the simple social strategy of 
avoiding controversy and confrontation by espousing the beliefs 
of the people in their immediate vicinity or advocating the 
philosophy of those who scream the loudest in a debate. Quite a 
few supposedly pro Second Amendment public officials have 
shown themselves to be ideological chameleons when they 
supported restrictions on the private possession of military style 
semiautomatic rifles following recent atrocities in which such 
firearms were employed. Like their reptilian namesake, people 

who merely blend in with the ambient philosophical foliage seem 
to have little insight into the moral and social ramifications of 
their actions. Political and/or economic gain along with 
avoidance of confrontation are their only goals.  
SECURITY MONOPOLISTS 

Security monopolists are those members and representatives 
of public and private security providing concerns who want the 
means of self protection out of private hands so that they can 
command high fees for protecting the citizenry against the rising 
tide of crime. These profiteers stand to loose a great deal of 
capital if citizens can efficiently defend themselves. To the 
security monopolist, each criminal who enters and exits the 
revolving door of justice is a renewable source of revenue 
providing jobs for police, social workers, victim counsellors, 
judges, prison employees, security guards, burglar alarm 
installers, locksmiths, and others employed by the security 
monopolies or their satellite organizations. No wonder it is so 
common for an honest citizen to be more ruthlessly hounded by 
the authorities when he shoots a criminal in self defense than a 
criminal who shoots honest citizens.  
THE DYSFUNCTIONALLY UNWORLDLY 

Just as a limb will weaken and atrophy if not used, so will 
aspects of the mind fail to develop if nothing in one's 
environment exists to challenge them. People who have led 
excessively sheltered lives tend to have a difficult time 
understanding certain cause and effect relationships and an even 
harder time appreciating just how cruel the world can be. These 
dysfunctionally unworldly types are truly perplexed at the very 
notion of firearms ownership with regard to defense. To them, 
tyranny and crime are things that happen in other places far 
removed from their "civilized" universe. Also, they do not 
understand the value of private property and why some people 
would fight for theirs since they never had to work hard to 
acquire what they possess. While those suffering from 
dysfunctional unworldliness are most often people who have 
been born into considerable wealth, this condition is also 
common in members of the clergy, academicians, practioners of 
the arts, and others who have spent much of their lives cloistered 
in a safe and pampering environment. While many of these 
people may be quite talented and intelligent in some ways, their 
extreme naivety makes them easy prey for the tyrants who use 
them for the financial support and favorable advertisement of 
their regimes. Needless to say, the anti-gun movement is well 
represented and financed by the dysfunctionally unworldly.  

The price of liberty is eternal vigilance, and it behooves all 
vigilant lovers of liberty to know and be able to recognize the 
various types of arms prohibitionists and understand their 
differing but equally dangerous motives. Acquiring knowledge of 
one's foes is the first step toward defeating them. We must never 
forget that a threat to private firearms ownership is a threat to all 
freedoms.  

The inalienable and fundamental right to keep and bear arms 
which is enumerated by (but actually predates) the Second 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution is not about hunting, gun 
collecting, or target shooting. Its purpose is to insure that every 
responsible American personally possesses the means to defend 
the Republic from all forms of tyranny, within and without. It is 
what permits the other nine Amendments in the Bill of Rights to 
be more than mere hollow phrases on a piece of paper. Its free 
exercise is the antithesis of serfdom and the only meaningful 
form of holocaust insurance known to man.  
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We must never insult and degrade the spirits of our Founding 
Fathers by permitting the Second Amendment, the pillar of 
freedom, to be destroyed by the cold flame of legislative ink.  
See all of Kirby Ferris' articles and be sure to visit the Kirby 

Ferris Blogspot. 
=============================== 
JPFO ALERT: A DIRE WARNING TO AMERICAN JEWS 
February 1st,  2011 

American Jews must wake up and face 

reality. 
You are urged to read JPFO's Rabbi Dovid Bendory's urgent 
message to his fellow Jews - http://jpfo.org/rabbi/rabbi-dire-
warning.htm   (See Below) 
  

We at JPFO emphatically ask you to spread this article far 
and wide.  Please send it to anyone who might open their minds 
to the Rabbi's heartfelt message.  Every newspaper in America 
should also be sent a link. 

In the wake of the media led hysteria over the Arizona 
shootings, our Second Amendment will now be attacked as it has 
never been attacked before.  We must stand firm.  We cannot 
compromise with evil.  "Gun control" is a tool of evil. 

If you truly support the work JPFO is doing for your most 
foundational right, the G-d given right to self defense, you must 
step up and use the "intellectual ammunition" that JPFO, like no 
other gun group in America, has created.  JPFO gives you the 
intellectual and moral "weaponry".  Please, do your part today. 
---------------------------------------------------- 
A Dire Warning to American Jews 
by Rabbi Dovid Bendory, Rabbinic Director, Jews for the 
Preservation of Firearms Ownership. 

Here in the United States, we Jews have the wonderful and 
unique freedom to own and use firearms in righteous self-
defense. Many American Jews don’t know it, but America 
actually provides freer access to firearms ownership than Israel 
provides to its citizenry. By and large, an Israeli cannot own or 
carry a firearm unless he or she is now, or once was, a member of 
the Israeli military, and handguns are further restricted. 

How unique is our freedom as American Jews? Our brothers 
and sisters living in other nations (excepting Israel) have no 
meaningful recourse to firearms use in moral self-defense. The  
citizenries of Germany, England, France, Spain, Australia, 
Russia, and dozens of other countries live disarmed by 
government diktat. The history of our People’s disarmament and 
slaughter spans continents and centuries … see "Gateway to 
Tyranny"  

So why is it that some American Jews aggressively, even 
compulsively, refuse to arm themselves and learn the proper, 
safe, and strategic use of firearms? And why do so many Jews 
who have achieved political prominence – Chuck Schumer, 
Michael Bloomberg, and others – obsessively seek to force an 
unarmed victimhood mentality upon everyone else? 

My Gentile friends who own firearms are confounded and 
indignant with this state of affairs. I’ve heard it more than once, 
to paraphrase in words that are generally not so directly leveled: 
“What’s wrong with you people?! How can a Jew be against 
personal gun ownership? Is it some sort of insanity?!”  

And how can I answer them? These are not malevolent men 
and women spewing Jew-hatred. These are Righteous Gentiles 
(nearly all of them Christians) who on this issue show more 

practical concern for the Jewish people living around them than 
is displayed by those Jews themselves! 

And these well meaning Gentiles continue to ask: “Why do 
powerful Jews like George Soros, Senator Charles Schumer, 
Senators Dianne Feinstein and Barbara Boxer, Mayor Michael 
Bloomberg, and an army of other Jewish anti-gun advocates do 
what they are doing?” - see "No Guns for Jews"  
Stand back for a moment and view this issue objectively. 
After all, how would you feel about what appears to be an entire 
ethnic group calling for your personal disarmament? Would you 
continue to respect that group? At what point might you actually 
begin to distrust or even hate them? 

Endorsement of “gun control” by Jews in positions of power 
fuels American anti-Semitism unlike any other issue. 

Ignore the supposed “causes” of anti-Semitism – an irrational 
hatred of Jews regardless of who we are or what we do. What can 
I say to a Gentile who mistrusts Jews on this specific issue of 
“gun control”? 

Jews – and always remember, we are a tiny minority – live 
safely in America under the beneficent protection of Righteous 
Gentiles. If that protection evaporates, and especially if Jews 
purposefully and willfully keep ourselves disarmed, we are in 
grave danger. 

There is only one way to live by the declaration “Never 
Again”: gun-hating Jews must repent of their naïve foolishness. 
We must encourage all Righteous Americans, Jew and Gentile 
alike, religious or not, to exercise their right to firearms 
ownership. And we must somberly embrace the resolve to use 
those arms in righteous defense should that horrific day ever 
come, G-d forbid. 

Shalom, 
Rabbi Dovid Bendory 
Rabbinic Director 
Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership 
Rabbi Bendory is an NRA Certified Firearms Instructor.  
The Rabbi's Archive page. 
=============================== 

The Next One 
January 25th 2011 
We've seen it before...and we'll see it again. 

What happens when the next Jared 

Loughner comes along? 
Be prepared. 
By Kirby Ferris 
Copyright 2011 JPFO Inc  

“Anyone who is lawfully adjudicated unfit to carry a firearm 
should not be on the street in the first place. They should be in 
prison or in a mental institution. We’ve thrown the baby (our 
personal liberties) out with the bathwater, making us helpless to 
protect ourselves from armed criminals and lunatics. And who 
promotes this delusional illogic the most fervently? Politicians 
and the law enforcement hierarchy.”     JPFO Founder Aaron 
Zelman  
  

I beseech each of you to carefully read Aaron’s words again. 
Please understand them exactly. 

Why? Because, as you read this, we might be only a day 
away from the next lunatic “lone gunman” like Jared Lee 
Loughner.  
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What if tomorrow’s homicidal maniac uses a pump shotgun, 
or, high on a safe perch, simply keeps reloading a five round 
capacity scoped deer rifle and calmly shoots people like fish in a 
barrel? I’m not giving anyone ideas that Hollywood hasn’t 
already dramatized in dozens of films.  

Remember that this entire “crazed lone gunman” thing seems 
to have started with Charles Whitman, the “Clocktower Sniper” 
in Austin, Texas in 1966. 

At that point, in regards to personal liberty in America, the 
tail began to wag the dog. Two years after Whitman’s rampage, 
and still staggering from the assassinations of JFK (“lone 
gunman” Lee Harvey Oswald), RFK (“lone gunman” Sirhan 
Sirhan), and MLK (“lone gunman” James Earl Ray) our 
politicians, our “public servants”, began to methodically gut the 
Second Amendment. They instituted the “Gun Control Act of 
1968”.  
� At that point, in regards to personal liberty in America, the 

tail began to wag the dog.  
“GCA ‘68” is nothing less than the foundational gun 

registration blueprint for a police state. It was, in blatant 
instances, translated and copied phrase by phrase from the 
German Nazi Gun Laws of 1938. (Read and learn about 
"Gateway to Tyranny" and The Gun Control Act of 1968). Yes, 
friends, we now live under hybridized Nazi laws. This fact is 
irrefutable. Deal with it. (And thank you, Senator Thomas J. 
Dodd of Connecticut … along with your elusive back room 
collaborator Congressman Emanuel Celler of New York. Gentile 
and Jew, working shoulder to shoulder to better America.) 

Now, ever since Whitman’s maniacal 1966 opening act, 
every time a “crazed lone gunman” commits mayhem, the 
collectivist social engineers and leftist thought control media 
eagerly insinuate themselves into the situation. Like flies 
descending upon a rotting carcass, they swoop in to lay their 
eggs-to-maggots “gun control” schemes. 

Study the incredible, freedom killing illogic being foisted 
upon us. Listen to the hysterical cacophony. Wince in disgust at 
the shrill cackling of opportunistic moral retards like 
Congresswoman Carolyn McCarthy and NYC Mayor Michael 
Bloomberg.  
� Study the incredible, freedom killing illogic being foisted 

upon us.  
And how do you really feel, dimwit Pima Country (Tucson) 

Sheriff Dupnick? You knew all about Jarred “Loony” Loughner 
quite a while ago, didn’t you? But it’s far easier to distract us 
from your horrific incompetence by pointing fingers at the Tea 
Party, or closed border advocates, or talk radio, isn’t it?  

No, we mustn’t lawfully adjudicate, and humanely lock up, 
these lunatics who so often clearly pop up on the radar before 
they act. No, give ‘em some pills and send ‘em back out on the 
street. We absolutely must not infringe on their rights. No, 
mustn’t do that. It’s un-Constitutional. The ACLU would not 
approve. 

No, we freedom advocates must not speak up. We must “turn 
down the rhetoric”, and grovel to the slavering police state 
authoritarianism of leftist dupes like Sheriff “Dimwit” Dupnik. 

Instead of exercising a logic that benefits 99.999 percent of 
us (detect, lawfully adjudicate, and lock up, the dangerously 
insane), our upside-down thinking politicians and leftist media 
dictate the “only solution”: Let’s further gut the rights of the 
honest and sane 99.9999 percent of our citizenry.  

Let’s make another dozen additions to the existing fetid 
treason heap of “gun control” laws.  

Yeah! That’s the ticket! Let’s add one today about “high 
capacity” ammunition magazines. That should help, shouldn’t it? 
And Chuckie Schumer will have us all urinate in a bottle, or take 
a polygraph, to see if we’ve ever used dope before we can buy a 
firearm? Oh yes, we’re gettin’ real American about things now, 
aren’t we? 

And, when someone goes off the deep end with an “assault 
rifle” (sadly inevitable), let’s have our “Assault Weapons Ban II” 
already penned and waiting. Remember, Senator Dianne 
Feinstein told us: “I’ll choose the time and place”. She told us! 
So shut up and obey. 
� Taken in perspective, it is actually quite amazing how the 

lunatic acts of so few people over the last fifty some years have 
desecrated our Second Amendment. 

And what if some nut blasts two dozen people with a scoped 
deer rifle (aka “sniper rifle”)? Will we see a proposed “Sniper 
Rifle Ban”? (Whoa! Whoa! Not quite ready to pull that stunt yet. 
That one has to wait for a few years. Forget I mentioned that 
one.) 

You think all this is some bizarre fantasy?  
Look how New Zealand and Australia acted after they got a 

nice solid dose of “Lone Gunmanitis”. Unbelievable hysteria and 
over reaction that has now effectively placed significantly 
disarmed Kiwis and Aussies under the boot of government. 
Thank the back door conniving of British Socialists for that state 
of affairs. They’d pulled it off in England decades earlier. 

Taken in perspective, it is actually quite amazing how the 
lunatic acts of so few people over the last fifty some years have 
desecrated our Second Amendment. One could wonder if any 
other example of modern political conniving has been so 
effectively leveraged. 

What foreign armies have never been able to do to America’s 
“Guardian of the Bill of Rights” (The Second Amendment), a 
handful of murderous “lone gunmen” have accomplished with 
mind boggling efficiency and momentum. One could almost 
begin to think that some of it may actually have been planned.  

But let’s not go there.  
Frequent JPFO contributor and strategist, Kirby Ferris 

collaborated intensively with Aaron Zelman over the last two 

years. Ferris is now the Public Affairs Director of JPFO. 

=============================== 
The Elephant in The Room: 
An Armed Citizenry vs. A Tyrannical Government 
By Kirby Ferris 
Copyright 2011, Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 

Ownership  

 
“What if the American government ever “goes bad” and 

becomes a police state? That tyrannical government, IF it could 
enlist the willing support of every American soldier and every 
American cop (which is thankfully doubtful), could field perhaps 
a total of 1.5 million armed personnel. These duped soldiers and 
cops would have to go to their jobs each day facing a bare 
minimum of 10 MILLION very, very motivated and angry armed 
American citizens. The other 55 million would sit on the fence 
waiting, with their guns, to see which way the tide was flowing.  

Additionally, you must logically ask WHY the present 
government is so obsessively committed to “gun control”. If our 
government has become so overpowering, so omnipotent, and 
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it’s a waste of our time to even imagine resisting tyranny, then 
why do “They” even worry about the citizens being armed? 

And why did the political regimes that committed genocide 
though the history of the 20th Century, first REGISTER and then 
CONFISCATE firearms before marching unarmed masses off to 
killing fields?  

If an armed government is so omnipotent, why have so many 
armed governments gone to the effort and expense of gun 
confiscation? 

The Turks did it to the Armenians. Lenin did it to Russians. 
Hitler did it to many Germans and all Jews. Stalin gave Russians 
a horrific double dose. And Mao, the world record holding mass 
murderer, did it to Red China.” 

JPFO Founder Aaron Zelman, in an “Open Letter to 
Michael Savage” in 2009  
  

Amidst all the hysterical screaming of leftist politicians, 
pundits, and the mind controlling socialist media in the wake of 
the Tucson lunacy of Jared Loughner, it is easy to lose sight of 
the “elephant in the room”. 

The Second Amendment has nothing to do with “hunters’ 
rights”. It is not even to protect us from burglars, rapists, 
muggers, or even lunatics like Jared Loughner. These uses of a 
firearm for food or self defense are actually “spin offs” of the 
original intent of 2A. 

An armed citizenry is a polite citizenry, this is true. However, 
an armed citizenry is the ONLY way to insure, to guarantee, that 
the potentially megalomaniacal egos of politicians, authoritarian 
police hierarchs (like Sheriff “Dimwit” Dupnik of AZ) and the 
military leadership are kept under a quiet, and yet very emphatic, 
restraint. 

An armed citizenry whispers into the ears of every politician, 
soldier, and cop: “Steady there. Think again. Remember, if you 
get too far out of line, and come to enslave us, ‘We the People’ 
have retained the power to kill you." 

After all, these tax consumers all blithely refer to themselves 
as “public servants” don’t they? Then that makes “We the 
People” the masters, doesn’t it? 

Don’t misread my words. All those hysterically addled leftist 
mind manipulators out there secretly know this is true. They hate 
it. But they know it is true, even through the fog of their gun 
phobic mental illness. Read "Raging Against Self Defense". (see 
below) 

If someone wants to accuse me of “hate speech” they’d better 
first begin by indicting, in absentia, George Washington, Thomas 
Jefferson, and virtually the entire cast of our Founders. I’m just 
an ordinary American who cherishes the liberty they created for 
me and my loved ones to enjoy. I, and millions of others, take 
this stuff very, very seriously. 

A friend of mine once said it rather succinctly, right to the 
face of a 2A sympathetic police officer, a righteous and loyal 
American cop: “Obey the Constitution, and we won’t shoot you.” 

The police officer was stunned…at first. And then he smiled 
and offered his hand to my friend. As these two patriotic 
Americans (my friend was a Marine Corp veteran) shook hands, 
the police officer said: “You got a deal.” 

Want to learn more about these outstanding American police 
officers and soldiers? Go to the “Oathkeepers” (See Below) 
website. 

In closing: Friends, if you don’t own a gun, get one 
immediately (with at least 100 rounds of ammunition). Learn to 

use it well. And then pray that you never have to use it for the 
true reason our American Founders intended.  
And one final suggestion: The more they tell us to “turn down 
the rhetoric”, the louder we must become. History teaches that 
this approach, and nothing else, will preserve our freedom. We 
cannot compromise with evil. 
Frequent JPFO contributor and strategist, Kirby Ferris 

collaborated intensively with Aaron Zelman over the last two 

years. Ferris is now the Public Affairs Director of JPFO. 

=============================== 
Raging Against Self Defense:  
A Psychiatrist Examines The Anti-Gun Mentality 
By Sarah Thompson, M.D. -- righter@therighter.com  
 
We have archived another article which compliments this page's 
Sarah Thompson piece - it is written by Gene Flick, MD, a 
Psychiatrist - "An open letter to the American Psychiatric 
Association"  

• "You don't need to have a gun; the police will protect 
you."  

• "If people carry guns, there will be murders over parking 
spaces and neighborhood basketball games." 

• "I'm a pacifist. Enlightened, spiritually aware people 
shouldn't own guns." 

• "I'd rather be raped than have some redneck militia type 
try to rescue me." 

   
How often have you heard these statements from misguided 

advocates of victim disarmament, or even woefully uninformed 
relatives and neighbors? Why do people cling so tightly to these 
beliefs, in the face of incontrovertible evidence that they are 
wrong? Why do they get so furiously angry when gun owners 
point out that their arguments are factually and logically 
incorrect?  

How can you communicate with these people who seem to be 
out of touch with reality and rational thought?  

One approach to help you deal with anti-gun people is to 
understand their psychological processes. Once you understand 
why these people behave so irrationally, you can communicate 
more effectively with them.  
Defense Mechanisms 
Projection 

About a year ago I received an e-mail from a member of a 
local Jewish organization. The author, who chose to remain 
anonymous, insisted that people have no right to carry firearms 
because he didn't want to be murdered if one of his neighbors 
had a "bad day". (I don't know that this person is a "he", but I'm 
assuming so for the sake of simplicity.) I responded by asking 
him why he thought his neighbors wanted to murder him, and, of 
course, got no response. The truth is that he's statistically more 
likely to be murdered by a neighbor who doesn't legally carry a 
firearm1 and more likely to be shot accidentally by a law 
enforcement officer.1 

How does my correspondent "know" that his neighbors 
would murder him if they had guns? He doesn't. What he was 
really saying was that if he had a gun, he might murder his 
neighbors if he had a bad day, or if they took his parking space, 
or played their stereos too loud. This is an example of what 
mental health professionals call projection – unconsciously 
projecting one's own unacceptable feelings onto other people, so 
that one doesn't have to own them. 
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3 In some cases, the intolerable feelings are projected not 
onto a person, but onto an inanimate object, such as a gun,4 so 
that the projector believes the gun itself will murder him.  

Projection is a defense mechanism. Defense mechanisms are 
unconscious psychological mechanisms that protect us from 
feelings that we cannot consciously accept.5  They operate 
without our awareness, so that we don't have to deal consciously 
with "forbidden" feelings and impulses. Thus, if you asked my e-
mail correspondent if he really wanted to murder his neighbors, 
he would vehemently deny it, and insist that other people want to 
kill him.  

Projection is a particularly insidious defense mechanism, 
because it not only prevents a person from dealing with his own 
feelings, it also creates a world where he perceives everyone else 
as directing his own hostile feelings back at him.6  

All people have violent, and even homicidal, impulses. For 
example, it's common to hear people say "I'd like to kill my 
boss", or "If you do that one more time I'm going to kill you." 
They don't actually mean that they're going to, or even would, 
kill anyone; they're simply acknowledging anger and frustration. 
All of us suffer from fear and feelings of helplessness and 
vulnerability. Most people can acknowledge feelings of rage, 
fear, frustration, jealousy, etc. without having to act on them in 
inappropriate and destructive ways.  

Some people, however, are unable consciously to admit that 
they have such "unacceptable" emotions. They may have higher 
than average levels of rage, frustration, or fear. Perhaps they fear 
that if they acknowledge the hostile feelings, they will lose 
control and really will hurt someone. They may believe that 
"good people" never have such feelings, when in fact all people 
have them.  

This is especially true now that education "experts" 
commonly prohibit children from expressing negative emotions 
or aggression. Instead of learning that such emotions are normal, 
but that destructive behavior needs to be controlled, children now 
learn that feelings of anger are evil, dangerous and subject to 
severe punishment.7To protect themselves from "being bad", 
they are forced to use defense mechanisms to avoid owning their 
own normal emotions. Unfortunately, using such defense 
mechanisms inappropriately can endanger their mental health; 
children need to learn how to deal appropriately with reality, not 
how to avoid it.8  

(This discussion of psychological mechanisms applies to the 
average person who is uninformed, or misinformed, about 
firearms and self-defense. It does not apply to the anti- gun 
ideologue. Fanatics like Charles Schumer know the facts about 
firearms, and advocate victim disarmament consciously and 
willfully in order to gain political power. This psychological 
analysis does not apply to them.)  
Denial 

Another defense mechanism commonly utilized by supporters 
of gun control is denial. Denial is simply refusing to accept the 
reality of a given situation.9 For example, consider a woman 
whose husband starts coming home late, has strange perfume on 
his clothes, and starts charging flowers and jewelry on his credit 
card. She may get extremely angry at a well-meaning friend who 
suggests that her husband is having an affair. The reality is 
obvious, but the wronged wife is so threatened by her husband's 
infidelity that she is unable to accept it, and so denies its 
existence.  

Anti-gun people do the same thing. It's obvious that we live 
in a dangerous society, where criminals attack innocent people. 
Just about everyone has been, or knows someone who has been, 
victimized. It's equally obvious that law enforcement can't 
protect everyone everywhere 24 hours a day. Extensive scholarly 
research demonstrates that the police have no legal duty to 
protect you10 and that firearm ownership is the most effective 
way to protect yourself and your family.11 There is irrefutable 
evidence that victim disarmament nearly always precedes 
genocide.12 Nonetheless, the anti-gun folks insist, despite all 
evidence to the contrary, that "the police will protect you", "this 
is a safe neighborhood" and "it can't happen here", where "it" is 
everything from mugging to mass murder.  

Anti-gun people who refuse to accept the reality of the 
proven and very serious dangers of civilian disarmament are 
using denial to protect themselves from the anxiety of feeling 
helpless and vulnerable. Likewise, gun owners who insist that 
"the government will never confiscate my guns" are also using 
denial to protect themselves from the anxiety of contemplating 
being forcibly disarmed and rendered helpless and vulnerable.  
Reaction Formation 

Reaction formation is yet another defense mechanism 
common among the anti-gun folks. Reaction formation occurs 
when a person's mind turns an unacceptable feeling or desire into 
its complete opposite.13 For example, a child who is jealous of a 
sibling may exhibit excessive love and devotion for the hated 
brother or sister.  

Likewise, a person who harbors murderous rage toward his 
fellow humans may claim to be a devoted pacifist and refuse to 
eat meat or even kill a cockroach.14 Often such people take 
refuge in various spiritual disciplines and believe that they are 
"superior" to "less civilized" folks who engage in "violent 
behavior" such as hunting, or even target shooting. They may 
devote themselves to "animal welfare" organizations that 
proclaim that the rights of animals take precedence over the 
rights of people.15 This not only allows the angry person to 
avoid dealing with his rage, it allows him actually to harm the 
people he hates without having to know he hates them.  

This is not meant to disparage the many wonderful people 
who are pacifists, spiritually inclined, vegetarian, or who support 
animal welfare. The key issue is not the belief itself, but rather 
the way in which the person experiences and lives his beliefs. 
Sincere practitioners seek to improve themselves, or to be helpful 
in a gentle, respectful fashion. They work to persuade others 
peacefully by setting an example of what they believe to be 
correct behavior. Sincere pacifists generally exhibit good will 
towards others, even towards persons with whom they might 
disagree on various issues.  

Contrast the sincere pacifist or animal lover with the strident, 
angry person who wants to ban meat and who believes murdering 
hunters is justified in order to "save the animals" – or the person 
who wants to outlaw self- defense and believes innocent people 
have the obligation to be raped and murdered for the good of 
society. For example, noted feminist Betty Friedan said "that 
lethal violence even in self defense only engenders more 
violence."16 The truly spiritual, pacifist person refrains from 
forcing others to do what he believes, and is generally driven by 
positive emotions, while the angry person finds "socially 
acceptable" ways to harm, abuse, or even kill, his fellow man.  

In the case of anti-gun people, reaction formation keeps any 
knowledge of their hatred for their fellow humans out of 
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consciousness, while allowing them to feel superior to "violent 
gun owners". At the same time, it also allows them to cause 
serious harm, and even loss of life, to others by denying them the 
tools necessary to defend themselves. This makes reaction 
formation very attractive from a psychological point of view, and 
therefore very difficult to counteract.  
Defense Mechanisms Are Not Mental Illnesses 

Defense mechanisms are normal. All of us use them to some 
extent, and their use does not imply mental illness. Advocates of 
victim disarmament may be misguided or uninformed, they may 
be stupid, or they may be consciously intent on evil, but that 
doesn't necessarily mean they are "mentally ill".  

Some defense mechanisms, however, are healthier than 
others. A safe general rule is that a defense is healthy if it helps 
you to function better in your personal and professional life, and 
unhealthy if it interferes with your life, your relationships, or the 
well-being of others. Young children utilize projection and denial 
much more commonly than do healthy adults. On the other hand, 
"if projection is used as a defense mechanism to a very great 
extent in adult life, the user's perception of external reality will 
be seriously distorted."17  

Defense mechanisms are also frequently combined, so that an 
anti-gun person may use several defense mechanisms 
simultaneously. For example, my unfortunate correspondent uses 
projection to create a world in which all his neighbors want to 
murder him. As a result, he becomes more angry and fearful, and 
needs to employ even more defense mechanisms to cope. So he 
uses projection to attribute his own rage to others, he uses denial 
that there is any danger to protect himself from a world where he 
believes he is helpless and everyone wants to murder him, and he 
uses reaction formation to try to control everyone else's life 
because his own is so horribly out of control.  

Also, it's important to remember that not all anti-gun beliefs 
are the result of defense mechanisms. Some people suffer from 
gun phobia18, an excessive and completely irrational fear of 
firearms, usually caused by the anti-gun conditioning they've 
been subjected to by the media, politicians, so-called 
"educators," and others. In some cases, gun phobia is caused by 
an authentic bad experience associated with a firearm. But with 
all due respect to Col. Jeff Cooper, who coined the term 
"hoplophobia" to describe anti-gun people, most anti-gun people 
do not have true phobias. Interestingly, a person with a true 
phobia of guns realizes his fear is excessive or unreasonable,19 
something most anti-gun folks will never admit.  
Defense mechanisms distort reality 

Because defense mechanisms distort reality in order to avoid 
unpleasant emotions, the person who uses them has an impaired 
ability to recognize and accept reality. This explains why my e-
mail correspondent and many other anti-gun people persist in 
believing that their neighbors and co- workers will become mass 
murderers if allowed to own firearms.  

People who legally carry concealed firearms are actually less 
violent and less prone to criminal activity of all kinds than is the 
general population.20 A person who has a clean record, has 
passed an FBI background check, undergone firearms training, 
and spent several hundred dollars to get a permit and a firearm, is 
highly unlikely to choose to murder a neighbor. Doing so would 
result in his facing a police manhunt, a trial, prison, possibly 
capital punishment, and the destruction of his family, job, and 
reputation. Obviously it would make no sense for such a person 
to shoot a neighbor - except in self-defense. Equally obviously, 

the anti-gun person who believes that malicious shootings by 
ordinary gun owners are likely to occur is not in touch with 
reality.21  
The Common Thread: Rage 

In my experience, the common thread in anti-gun people is 
rage. Either anti-gun people harbor more rage than others, or 
they're less able to cope with it appropriately. Because they can't 
handle their own feelings of rage, they are forced to use defense 
mechanisms in an unhealthy manner. Because they wrongly 
perceive others as seeking to harm them, they advocate the 
disarmament of ordinary people who have no desire to harm 
anyone. So why do anti-gun people have so much rage and why 
are they unable to deal with it in appropriate ways? Consider for 
a moment that the largest and most hysterical anti-gun groups 
include disproportionately large numbers of women, African- 
Americans and Jews. And virtually all of the organizations that 
claim to speak for these "oppressed people" are stridently anti-
gun. Not coincidentally, among Jews, Blacks and women there 
are many "professional victims" who have little sense of identity 
outside of their Victimhood.  
Identity as Victim 

If I were to summarize this article in three sentences, they 
would be:  

(1) People who identify themselves as "victims" harbor 
excessive amounts of rage at other people, whom they perceive 
as "not victims."  

(2) In order psychologically to deal with this rage, these 
"victims" utilize defense mechanisms that enable them to harm 
others in socially acceptable ways, without accepting 
responsibility or suffering guilt, and without having to give up 
their status as "victims."  

(3) Gun owners are frequently the targets of professional 
victims because gun owners are willing and able to prevent their 
own victimization.  

Thus the concept of "identity as victim" is essential. How and 
why do members of some groups choose to identify themselves 
as victims and teach their children to do the same? While it's true 
that women, Jews, and African- Americans have historically 
been victimized, they now participate in American society on an 
equal basis. And other groups, most notably Asian-Americans, 
have been equally victimized, and yet have transcended the 
"eternal victim" mentality.  

Why, for example, would a 6'10" NBA player who makes 
$10 million a year see himself as a "victim"? Why would a 
successful, respected, wealthy, Jewish physician regard himself 
as a "victim"? Conversely, why might a wheelchair bound 
woman who lives on government disability NOT regard herself 
as a victim?  

I would argue it's because the basketball player and the 
physician believe that their identities are dependent on being 
victims – not because they have actually been victimized, but 
because they're members of groups that claim victim status. 
Conversely, the disabled woman was probably raised to believe 
that she is responsible for her own success or failure.  

In fact, many people who have been victims of actual violent 
crime, or who have survived war or civil strife, support the right 
of self-defense. The old saying is often correct: "a conservative is 
a liberal who has been mugged."  
Special Treatment and Misleading Leaders  

Two reasons for these groups to insist on "victim" status 
seem likely. First, by claiming victim status, members of these 
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groups can demand (and get) special treatment through quotas, 
affirmative action, reparations, and other preferential treatment 
programs.  

Second, these people have been indoctrinated to believe that 
there is no alternative to remaining a victim forever. Their 
leaders remind them constantly that they are mistreated in every 
imaginable way (most of them imaginary!), attribute every one of 
life's misfortunes to "racism" or "sexism" or "hate crimes", and 
dream up ever more complex schemes for special treatment and 
favors.22 These leaders are the ones who preach that the entire 
Black experience is slavery and racism, or that Jewish history 
before and after the Holocaust is irrelevant,23 or that happily 
married women are really victims of sexual slavery.24  

Likewise, the NAACP is suing firearms manufacturers to put 
them out of business,25 and is especially opposed to the 
inexpensive pistols that enable the poor to defend themselves in 
gang-ridden inner cities. The Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) proposed evicting anyone who dares to 
keep a tool of self-defense in any of its crime-infested housing 
projects. Jewish leaders, especially those in the politically correct 
"Reform" branch, preach that gun control is "a solemn religious 
obligation",26 contrary to the teachings of their sacred scriptures 
and their own history.27 Law enforcement agencies falsely teach 
women that they are safest if they don't resist rapists and 
robbers,28 while women's organizations advocate gun control, 
thus rendering women and their children defenseless.  

Victimhood is good business for organizations that foster 
victim status. As victims, the members depend upon the 
organization to protect them, and the organization in turn relies 
on members for funding and political power. In the interest of 
self-preservation, these organizations work hard at preserving 
hatred and bigotry and at keeping their members defenseless – 
and therefore dependent.  
Anti-gun groups love victims! 

From my observations, pro-victimhood is a feature of all of 
the anti-gun special interest groups, not just the ones mentioned 
here. Every organization that supports gun control apparently 
wants its members to be helpless, terrified and totally dependent 
on someone else to control every aspect of their lives. It doesn't 
matter whether it's a religious, racial, ethnic, political, social, or 
charitable group. From Handgun Control, Inc. to the Anti- 
Defamation League to the Million Mom March, they all want 
you to live in fear. In this scheme, soccer moms are "victims" 
just as much as are inner-city minorities.  

If these organizations truly cared about the people for whom 
they claim to speak, they would encourage safe and responsible 
firearms ownership. They would help people to learn how to 
defend themselves and their families so that they wouldn't have 
to live in fear. They would tell everyone that one of the 
wonderful things about being an American is that you have the 
right to keep and bear arms, the right to defend yourself, and how 
these rights preserve the right to be free.  

The psychological price of being a victim  
In our current society, victimhood has many perceived 

benefits, but there are some serious drawbacks. Victims tend to 
see the world as a scary and threatening place. They believe that 
others treat them differently, unfairly, and even maliciously – 
and that they are helpless to do anything about it. This belief, that 
they are being mistreated and are helpless to resist, generates 
tremendous rage, and often, serious depression.  

But for victims to show rage openly can be dangerous, if not 
outright suicidal. For example, a battered woman who screams at 
or hits her attacker may provoke worse beatings or even her own 
murder. And a person who successfully defends himself loses his 
status as "victim." For someone whose entire identity is 
dependent on being a victim, the loss of victim status is just as 
threatening as loss of life.  

So, unable psychologically to cope with such rage, people 
who view themselves as victims: (1) use defense mechanisms to 
displace it into irrational beliefs about neighbors killing each 
other, and the infallibility of police protection, and (2) attempt to 
regain control by controlling gun owners, whom they wrongly 
perceive as "the enemy".  
Say NO to being a victim! 

But no one needs to be a victim! Quite simply, it's not very 
easy to victimize a person who owns and knows how to use a 
firearm. If most women owned and carried firearms, rapes and 
beating would decrease.29 Thugs who target the elderly and 
disabled would find honest work once they realized they were 
likely to be looking down the barrel of a pistol or shotgun. It's 
nearly impossible to enslave, or herd into concentration camps, 
large numbers of armed people.  
Communicating with anti-gun people 

How can you communicate more effectively with an anti-gun 
person who is using unhealthy defense mechanisms? There are 
no quick and easy answers. But there are a few things you should 
keep in mind.  

Anger and attacks do not work  
Most gun owners, when confronted by an anti-gun person, 

become angry and hostile. This is understandable, because gun 
owners increasingly face ridicule, persecution and 
discrimination. (If you don't believe this, ask yourself if anyone 
would seriously introduce legislation to ban African- Americans, 
women, or Jews from post offices, schools, and churches. Even 
convicted felons aren't banned from such places – but peaceful 
armed citizens are!) But an angry response is counterproductive.  

It's not helpful to attack the person you're trying to persuade. 
Anything that makes him feel more fearful or angry will only 
intensify his defenses. Your goal is to help the person feel safe, 
and then to provide experiences and information that will help 
him to make informed decisions.  
Be Gentle 

You should never try to break down a defense mechanism by 
force. Remember that defense mechanisms protect people from 
feelings they cannot handle, and if you take that protection away, 
you can cause serious psychological harm. And because defense 
mechanisms operate unconsciously, it won't do any good to show 
an anti-gun person this article or to point out that he's using 
defense mechanisms. Your goal is gently and gradually to help 
the person to have a more realistic and rational view of the 
world. This cannot be done in one hour or one day.  

As you reach out to people in this way, you need to deal with 
both the illogical thought processes involved and the emotional 
reactions that anti-gun people have to firearms. When dealing 
with illogical thought processes, you are attempting to use reason 
and logic to convince the anti-gun person that his perception of 
other people and his perception of firearms are seriously 
inaccurate. The goal is to help him to understand that armed 
citizens and firearms are not threats, and may even save his life.  
Reversing Irrational thoughts--The Mirror Technique 
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One approach that can be helpful is simply to feed back what 
the anti-gun person is telling you, in a neutral, inquisitive way. 
So, when replying to my anonymous e-mail correspondent 
(above), I might respond, "So you fear if your neighbors had 
guns, they would use them to murder you. What makes you think 
that?" When you simply repeat what the person has said, and ask 
questions, you are not directly challenging his defenses. You are 
holding up a mirror to let him see his own views. If he has very 
strong defenses, he can continue to insist that his neighbors want 
to murder him. However, if his defenses are less rigid, he may 
start to question his position.  

Another example might be, "Why do you think that your 
children's schoolteachers would shoot them?" You might follow 
this up with something like, "Why do you entrust your precious 
children to someone you believe would murder them?" Again, 
you are merely asking questions, and not directly attacking the 
person or his defenses.  

Of course the anti-gun person might continue to insist that the 
teachers really would harm children, but prohibiting them from 
owning guns would prevent it. So you might ask how using a gun 
to murder innocent children is different from stabbing children 
with scissors, assaulting them with baseball bats, or poisoning 
the milk and cookies.  

It's important to ask "open-ended" questions that require a 
response other than "yes" or "no". Such questions require the 
anti-gun person actually to think about what he is saying. This 
will help him to re-examine his beliefs. It may also encourage 
him to ask you questions about firearms use and ownership.  
The "What Would You Do?" Technique 

Once you have a dialogue going with an anti-gun person, you 
might want to insert him into a hypothetical scenario, although 
doing so is a greater threat to his defenses, and is therefore more 
risky. You might ask how he would deal with a difficult or 
annoying co-worker. He will likely respond that he would never 
resort to violence, but "other people" would, especially if they 
had guns. (Projection again.) You can then ask him who these 
"other people" are, why they would shoot a co-worker, and what 
the shooter would gain by doing so.  

Don't try to "win" the argument. Don't try to embarrass the 
person you're trying to educate. Remember that no one likes to 
admit that his deeply held beliefs are wrong. No one likes to hear 
"I told you so!" Be patient and gentle. If you are arrogant, 
condescending, hurtful or rude to the anti-gun person, you will 
only convince him that gun owners are arrogant, hurtful people – 
who should not be trusted with guns!  
Defusing Emotional reactions 

The "You Are There" Technique 
Rational arguments alone are not likely to be successful, 

especially since many people "feel" rather than "think". You also 
need to deal with the emotional responses of the anti-gun person. 
Remember that most people have been conditioned to associate 
firearms with dead toddlers. So you need to change the person's 
emotional responses along with his thoughts.  

One way to do this is to put the anti-gun person (or his 
family) at a hypothetical crime scene and ask what he would like 
to have happen. For example, "Imagine your wife is in the 
parking lot at the supermarket and two men grab her. One holds a 
knife to her throat while the other tears her clothes off. If I see 
this happening and have a gun, what should I do? What would 
happen next? What if after five minutes, the police still haven't 
arrived?"  

Just let him answer the questions and mentally walk through 
the scenario. Don't argue with his answers. You are planting 
seeds in his mind than can help change his emotional responses.  
The Power of Empathy 

Another emotion-based approach that is often more 
successful is to respond sympathetically to the plight of the anti-
gun person.  

Imagine for a moment how you would feel if you believed 
your neighbors and co-workers wanted to kill you and your 
family, and you could do nothing at all about it except to wait for 
the inevitable to occur.  

Not very pleasant, is it?  
This is the world in which opponents of armed self-defense 

live. All of us have had times in our lives when we felt 
"different" and had to contend with hostile schoolmates, co- 
workers, etc. So we need to invoke our own compassion for these 
terrified people. Say something like, "It must be awful to live in 
fear of being assaulted by your own neighbors. I remember what 
it was like when I was the only (Jew, Mormon, African-
American, Republican) in my (class, football team, workplace) – 
and even then I didn't think anyone was going to kill me." It's 
essential that you sincerely feel some compassion and empathy; 
if you're glib or sarcastic, this won't work.  

Using empathy works in several ways. First, it defuses a 
potentially hostile interaction. Anti-gun people are used to being 
attacked, not understood, by advocates of gun rights. Instead of 
an "evil, gun-toting, extremist", you are now a sympathetic, 
fellow human being. This may also open the door for a friendly 
conversation, in which you can each discover that your 
"opponent" is a person with whom you have some things in 
common. You may even create an opportunity to dispel some of 
the misinformation about firearms and self-defense that is so 
prevalent.  

This empathy technique is also useful for redirecting, or 
ending, a heated argument that has become hostile and 
unproductive. It allows you to escape from the dead end of "guns 
save lives" vs. "the only reason to have a gun is to murder 
children." With empathy you can reframe the argument entirely. 
Instead of arguing about whether more lives are saved or lost as a 
result of gun ownership, you can comment on how terrifying it 
must be to live in a country where 80 million people own guns 
"solely for the purpose of murdering children".  

You should not expect any of these approaches to work 
immediately; they won't. With rare exceptions, the anti-gun 
person is simply not going to "see the light," thank you 
profusely, and beg you to take him shooting. What you are doing 
is putting tiny chinks into the armor of the person's defenses, or 
planting seeds that may someday develop into a more open mind 
or a more rational analysis. This process can take months or 
years. But it does work!  
Corrective Experiences 

Perhaps the most effective way to dissolve defense 
mechanisms, however, is by providing corrective experiences30. 
Corrective experiences are experiences that allow a person to 
learn that his ideas about gun owners and guns are incorrect in a 
safe and non-threatening way. To provide a corrective 
experience, you first allow the person to attempt to project his 
incorrect ideas onto you. Then, you demonstrate that he is wrong 
by your behavior, not by arguing.  

For example, the anti-gun person will unconsciously attempt 
to provoke you by claiming that gun owners are uneducated 
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"rednecks," or by treating you as if you are an uneducated 
"redneck." If you get angry and respond by calling him a "stupid, 
liberal, socialist", you will prove his point. However, if you 
casually talk about your M.B.A., your trip to the Shakespeare 
festival, your vegetable garden, or your daughter's ballet recital, 
you will provide him with the opportunity to correct his 
misconceptions.  

If you have used the above techniques, then you have already 
provided one corrective experience. You have demonstrated to 
the frightened, anti-gun person that gun owners are not abusive, 
scary, dangerous and sub-human monsters, but normal, everyday 
people who care about their families, friends and even strangers.  

As many gun owners have already discovered, the most 
important corrective experiences involve actually exposing the 
fearful person to a firearm. It is almost never advisable to tell 
someone that you carry a concealed firearm, but there are ways 
to use your own experience favorably.  

For example, if you're dealing with an anti-gun person with 
whom you interact regularly and have a generally good 
relationship – a coworker, neighbor, church member, etc. – you 
might indirectly refer to concealed carry. You should never say 
anything like "I'm carrying a gun right now and you can't even 
tell," especially because in some states that would be considered 
illegal, "threatening" behavior. But you might consider saying 
something like, "I sometimes carry a firearm, and you've never 
seemed to be uncomfortable around me." Whether to disclose 
this information is an individual decision, and you should 
consider carefully other consequences before using this 
approach.  
First-hand experience  

Ultimately, your goal is to take the anti-gun person shooting. 
Some people will accept an invitation to accompany you to the 
range, but others are too frightened to do so, and will need some 
preliminary experience.  

First, you want to encourage the anti-gun person to have 
some contact with a firearm in whatever way feels most 
comfortable to him. Many people seem to believe that firearms 
have minds of their own and shoot people of their own volition. 
So you might want to start by inviting him simply to look at and 
then handle an unloaded firearm. This also provides you the 
opportunity to show the inexperienced person how to tell 
whether a firearm is loaded and to teach him the basic rules of 
firearms safety.  

Encourage the newcomer to ask questions and remember that 
your role is to present accurate information in a friendly, 
responsible and non-threatening way. This is a good time to offer 
some reading material on the benefits of firearms ownership. But 
be careful not to provide so much information that it's 
overwhelming. And remember this is not the time to launch into 
anti-government rants, the New World Order, conspiracy 
theories, or any kind of political talk!  

Next, you can invite your friend to accompany you to the 
shooting range. (And if you're going to trust each other with 
loaded guns, you should consider yourselves friends!) Assure 
him that no one will force him to shoot a gun and he's free just to 
watch. Let him know in advance what he will experience and 
what will be expected of him. This includes such things as the 
need for eye and ear protection, a cap, appropriate clothing, etc. 
Make sure you have a firearm appropriate for your guest should 
s/he decide to try shooting. This means a lower caliber firearm 
that doesn't have too much recoil. If your guest is a woman, 

make sure the firearm will fit her appropriately. Many rifles have 
stocks that are too long for small women, and double-stack semi-
autos are usually too large for a woman's hand.  

Remember that just visiting the range can be a corrective 
experience. Your guest will learn that gun owners are 
disciplined, responsible, safety-conscious, courteous, 
considerate, and follow the rules. He will see people of all ages, 
from children to the elderly, male and female, enjoying an 
activity together. He will not see a single "beer-swilling redneck" 
waving a firearm in people's faces.  

In my experience, most people who visit a range will decide 
they do want to try shooting. Remember to make sure your guest 
understands all the safety rules and range rules before allowing 
him to handle a firearm. If you don't feel competent to teach a 
newcomer to shoot, ask an instructor or range master to assist. 
Remember to provide lots of positive feedback and 
encouragement. If you're lucky, you'll recruit a new firearms 
enthusiast.  

But even if your guest decides that shooting is "not for him", 
he will have learned many valuable lessons. He will know basic 
rules of firearms safety, and how to clear a firearm should he 
need to do so. This may well save his life someday. He will 
know that guns do not fire unless a person pulls the trigger. He 
will know that gun owners are friendly, responsible people, not 
very different from him. Even if he chooses not to fire a gun ever 
again, he will be less likely to fear and persecute gun owners. 
And who knows – a few months or years later he may decide to 
become a gun owner.  
Why these techniques do not always work 

You should remember that you will not be successful with all 
anti-gun people. Some people are so terrified and have such 
strong defenses, that it's not possible for someone without 
professional training to get through. Some people have their 
minds made up and refuse to consider opening them. Others may 
concede that what you say "makes sense," but are unwilling to 
challenge the forces of political correctness. A few may have had 
traumatic experiences with firearms from which they have not 
recovered.  

You will also not be successful with the anti-gun ideologues, 
people like Charles Schumer and Dianne Feinstein. These people 
have made a conscious choice to oppose firearms ownership and 
self-defense. They almost always gain power, prestige, and 
money from their anti-gun politics. They are not interested in the 
facts or in saving lives. They know the facts and understand the 
consequences of their actions, and will happily sacrifice innocent 
people if it furthers their selfish agenda. Do not use these 
techniques on such people. They only respond to fears of losing 
the power, prestige and money that they covet.31  
Conclusion 

By better understanding advocates of civilian disarmament, 
and by learning and practicing some simple techniques to deal 
with their psychological defenses, you will be much more 
effective in your efforts to communicate with anti-gun people. 
This will enable you to be more successful at educating them 
about the realities of firearms and self- defense, and their 
importance to our liberty and safety.  

Educating others about firearms is hard work. It's not 
glamorous, and it generally needs to be done one person at a 
time. But it's a very necessary and important task. The average 
American supports freedom of speech and freedom of religion, 
whether or not he chooses to exercise them. He supports fair 
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trials, whether or not he's ever been in a courtroom. He likewise 
needs to understand that self- defense is an essential right, 
whether or not he chooses to own or carry a gun.  
© 2000, Sarah Thompson.  
Dr. Thompson is Executive Director of Utah Gun Owners 
Alliance,www.utgoa.org and also writes The Righter, 
www.therighter.com, a monthly column on individual rights.  
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=============================== 
An open letter to the American Psychiatric  
Association from Gene Flick, MD. 
Archived from "Doctors for Sensible Gun Laws" 
   
This article meshes in very nicely with JPFO's long established 
and popular article "Raging Against Self Defense" - which looks 
in great depth at the psyche behind anti gun thinking.  
 
To: apa@psych.org 
  

Re: Doctors Against Handgun Injury 
I've just read that the APA has joined forces with several 

other organizations to form "Doctors Against Handgun Injury" 
which plans to lobby for further restrictions on Americans' rights 
to own firearms. As a member of the APA, I wanted to say that 
you certainly don't speak for me, and I'm very disappointed to 
see my professional organization get tangled up in this area in 
which it has little experience, and little authority, when we have 
so many other pressing needs facing the practice of psychiatry. 

To treat firearms violence as a medical issue in an effort to 
push for further gun control is absolutely ludicrous, when all the 
relevant research in the field of criminology reveals a net benefit 
to society of gun ownership. (For an extensive list of references, 
I would refer you to "Doctors for Sensible Gun Laws" ) While I 
never expect to see the APA come out in favor of gun ownership 
(that would be too politically incorrect for our august 
organization), I hoped it would at least have the sense to stay out 
the argument. 

I'm never sure how much to put in these types of letters. 
Given the antigun slant of the media, most people are hopelessly 
ignorant about the benefits of firearms ownership. And those of 
us who try to advocate for the other side are written off with a 
wave as "gun nuts" or "pawns of the NRA." A short letter is 
easily discounted as having no facts to back it up, while a long 
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one is construed as the rantings of a misguided zealot. Yet there 
is so much misinformation out there that it's difficult to 
overcome it with anything short of a major tome. 

I didn't grow up with firearms, and when I first looked at the 
issue, I, too, fell for the "If it saves one life..." argument, as well 
as all the statistics we now seen thrown around by the anti-gun 
media. However, as I explored the issue further, I learned that 
many of the antigun "studies" have serious flaws, and much more 
methodologically sound studies reveal a net benefit to gun 
ownership, both in lives saved and diminished crime rates. Guns 
are used to stop a crime about 2.5 million times a year in this 
country, and usually never even fired in this scenario. These 
studies reveal that for every life lost to a gun, 65 lives are saved. 
John Lott's studies have convincingly shown that when 
concealed carry laws are passed, violent crime rates drop 
significantly. And in Great Britain, where handguns have been 
outlawed, violent crime has increased tremendously, to the point 
where British Bobbies are now obligated to carry firearms for the 
first time in their history. 

And while "Doctors Against Handgun Injury" claim that they 
do not want to outlaw guns, their proposals do result in the 
federal government being notified of gun sales between 
individuals. Despite congressional edicts forbidding the 
preservation of this data, various federal agencies have been 
caught saving it time and time again. And any student of history 
has seen that gun registration is followed, sooner or later, by 
confiscation. (And while we could talk about Hitler and Stalin 
and Pol Pot, the fact is that the registration/confiscation scenario 
has already happened in this country. It first occurred when New 
York City registered handguns, with promises there would be no 
confiscation, followed by confiscation of the guns a few years 
later. It happened again in California just a few years ago, where 
so-called "assault rifles" were first registered, and then 
confiscated.) As my patients tell me, it's not paranoia if they're 
really out to get you.) 

As physicians, we must be advocates for our patients. 
Embarrassingly often, we have advocated "treatments" without 
full knowledge of the facts (therapeutic bloodletting comes to 
mind). And while lack of research and scientific knowledge 
might be a partial excuse, that certainly isn't the case with gun-
control, where solid research has been done, but organizations 
like the APA ignore this research because it doesn't fit their 
preconceived ideas. 

Because of this, we must use all the data available, lest we 
advocate something harmful. That is certainly the case with 
firearms. While criminal or seriously mentally-ill patients 
certainly shouldn't have access to a firearm, I don't want to be 
part of an organization that advocates mandatory waiting periods 
for gun purchases, only to have my defenseless patient be 
attacked or killed by her estranged husband on the 3rd day of her 
mandatory waiting period. Studies have shown that women that 
resist rape with a firearm are least likely to be harmed. How do I 
tell my female patients that my professional organization has 
kept them from using the best defense possible against a rapist? 

And let's not forget that the Second Amendment is about the 
right of the people to defend themselves against tyrannical 
government. While such an out-of-control government may seem 
unlikely here in our relatively young country, once we surrender 
our rights to defend ourselves, we have also surrendered the 
rights of our heirs as well. If the people are disarmed, and 100 
years from now the country is transformed into a dictatorship, it 

will have been our rash decision that left our great-great-
grandchildren defenseless. As a physician, I think I need to play 
a role in preventing this, for the good of my patients. 

And while you're discounting the idea that our government 
could ever become this controlling, do you think our ancestors 
would ever have imagined the governmental mandates imposed 
by Medicare, Medicaid, the ADA, the EPA, and OSHA? Or that 
the government would ever compile such a vast array of data on 
it's citizens? (Let's not forget that the Social Security Number 
was simply an account number, it was never meant to be a 
personal identifier, but it's usage in that role is now ubiquitous. 
The law says you are not obligated to use your SSN for anything 
but the Social Security program and taxes. Try not using it and 
see what happens. That was never envisioned by the politicians 
who created the Social Security program.) 

I would encourage the APA to take an honest look at the data 
on gun ownership before committing its dwindling resources 
(that was the key issue in the last APA presidential election, 
right?) to the wrong side of this discussion. In addition to the link 
above, I would refer you to an article on guns and violence in 
America for an excellent review of the positive social aspects of 
gun ownership, written by physicians. 

In the meantime, APA can forget about ever getting a nickel 
from me in PAC contributions as long as it advocates against the 
constitutional rights of my patients and me. 
Sincerely, 
Gene R. Flick, M.D.  
Psychiatrist 
DSGL member 
 
Freedom is not a spectator sport. 
  
Use our latest handbills - http://jpfo.org/filegen-a-m/freebies.htm 
this includes our latest additions. 
 Remember to check out all JPFO's movies - 
http://jpfo.org/filegen-a-m/movies.htm 
 Please support JPFO with donations, memberships and purchase 
of our materials ( http://shop.jpfo.org/ ) - so we can continue to 
provide you with these alerts and defend your rights. 
JPFO Membership form - http://jpfo.org/pdf02/memb-form.pdf 
JPFO On line secure membership sign up - 
http://shop.jpfo.org/cart.php?m=product_list&amp;c=4 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
~~~~ 
 PS - Visit our alert archive / sign up to receive email alerts - 
http://jpfo.org/alerts.htm 
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11-02-10 Independence Township residents have 

'nothing to worry about' from gangs, police chief says 
INDEPENDENCE TWP. | The police chief assured 

concerned residents Tuesday that there is nothing to fear 
locally from gang activity.  
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"The residents of Independence Township have nothing 
to worry about. You have my word on that," said Chief 
Dennis Riley.  

Residents and town officials reacted at a township 
committee meeting Tuesday to a Jan. 29 story in The 
Express-Times about a New Jersey State Police 2010 Street 
Gang Survey released the previous day.  

The survey indicated the township had six gangs and 
185 members -- the most in Warren County.  

Riley on Tuesday responded to worried residents by 
saying the numbers in the survey were compiled in 2008 
and 2009, and indicated identified outlaw motorcycle gang 
members passing through the township.  

"Most of them we identified do not live here," the chief 
said. He also said the gangs were not committing crimes or 
arrested in the township.  

Some township officials criticized the newspaper report, 
including Mayor Robert Giordano, who said it was 
"absolutely blown out of proportion."  

The report, citing police sources, said there were no 
biker gang clubhouses in the township, that almost all biker 
gang members were transient and the only major area 
incident involving biker clubs occurred in Hackettstown in 
1994 when a shootout left two Pagan bikers dead at the 
Elks Lodge off Mountain Avenue.  

Independence Township is a bedroom community with 
some limited industrial and commercial development. An 
estimate of the 2010 population comes in at almost 6,000 
residents. 

http://www.lehighvalleylive.com/warren-
county/index.ssf?/base/news-
3/129731432399070.xml&coll=3 

 
11-02-10 Police: Devereux teen stole gun 
One of the two students accused of having a loaded gun 

at school allegedly stole the firearm from a staff member 
and that employee lost his job Wednesday, according to 
state police and Devereux officials. 

Last week, two 16-year-old males were accused of 
possessing a loaded .45-caliber semi-automatic handgun at 
Brandywine High School in the Devereux Brandywine 
Center in the 200 block of Devereux Road. One student is 
from Reading, the other is from Honey Brook. 

Police allege the teen from Honey Brook stole the 
weapon between 9 a.m. and noon Thursday while at the 
Devereux Whitlock Center in the 100 block of Leopard 
Road in Easttown. This location offers employment 
training programs for students. 

"This party was going to further his education and 
training and while there stole the handgun out of the 
personal property of one of the employees," state police Lt. 
Allen J. Krawczel said Wednesday. 

Krawczel said the employee's firearm was properly 
registered and the employee possesses a permit to carry a 
concealed weapon. 

Pennsylvania State Director of Devereux Carol Oliver 
said in a prepared statement Wednesday she believes the 
weapon was in the employee's computer bag because he 
had intended to legally sell it. However, the employee 
forgot the weapon was in his bag and brought it to work on 
Thursday, Oliver said. 

"We believe the weapon was stolen from that bag by the 
student in question," she said. 

She said the employee violated an internal policy; 
therefore, he was suspended Friday and terminated 

Wednesday. 
"We have specific policies forbidding the carrying of 

weapons of any kind at any of our locations," she said. 
"With safety as our driving concern, we have zero 
tolerance for policy infractions related to the security of 
our individuals and staff." 

The Whitlock Center, from where the gun was stolen, 
does not have metal detectors. But there are metal detectors 
at Brandywine High School in the Devereux Brandywine 
Center, officials said. It is still unclear how the student 
managed to bring the gun into the school. 

Police arrested the boys Friday and they are being held 
at the Chester County Youth Center following their 
detention hearing, which was held Monday at the Chester 
County Justice Center. Both teens were represented by the 
Public Defender's Office. 

The boys are slated to have an adjudication hearing 
before Chester County Common Pleas Judge John Hall on 
Feb. 17 at the Chester County Justice Center. 

Last week, witnesses reportedly saw the two teens in 
possession of the gun and overheard the pair threatening to 
use the gun in order to leave the school. 

One student, who allegedly overheard the threats, 
relayed the information to a staff member. Police said the 
staff member took the firearm from the boys and then 
called police. 

"We are grateful that this situation was resolved quickly 
and without incident thanks to the brave student who 
reported his knowledge of this, our diligent staff and the 
excellent state police," Oliver said. 

Devereux is conducting "an intensive analysis to ensure 
our policies and procedures continue to guide outstanding, 
safe and effective programs," Oliver said. 

Police charged the teens with possession of a firearm 
without a license, possession of a firearm by a minor, 
possession of an instrument of crime, possession of a 
weapon on school property, and terroristic threats. One of 
the teens was also charged with criminal conspiracy. 

Additional charges are expected to be added in relation 
to the stolen firearm. 

The special-education school for children with 
behavioral issues has roughly 100 students ranging 
between ages 8 and 18 years old, according to school 
officials. Most of the students reside on the campus and 
attend the school. 
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http://www.dailylocal.com/articles/2011/02/10/news/srv
0000010891866.txt 

 
11-02-09 Inmate who smuggled gun into 

Northampton County Prison went through Bethlehem 
police, John Stoffa says 

The Bethlehem Police Department was the first agency 
to deal with a defendant who eventually smuggled a gun 
into the intake area of Northampton County Prison. 

Bethlehem police Commissioner Stuart Bedics later 
released a statement identifying the suspect. 

Mayor John Callahan’s office did not immediately 
return a message asking about the department’s 
involvement. 

County Executive John Stoffa said the defendant was 
able to bypass three levels of security -- Bethlehem police 
department, sheriff deputies and then a corrections officer.  

Bethlehem arrested the defendant, deputies transported 
the person, and a corrections officer then took custody of 
the person. 

Stoffa said he expects a report sometime this week on 
the breach. Warden Todd Buskirk could not be reached for 
comment. 

Sheriff Randy Miller said he could not comment 
because the investigation has not concluded, but he was 
fairly confident deputies were involved. 

When the breach was initially reported Miller said he 
did what almost every other police chief in the Lehigh 
Valley did -- he looked at the county’s search policies and 
performed an internal review. 

One issue was searching private areas, such as the 
groin. Miller said those areas are not easily searched and 
are the “most common area to hide things.” 

The other issue was following the policy even when 
taking a defendant or inmate from a law enforcement 
agency, Miller said. 

“Apathy is the great killer of police officers,” Miller 
said. 

Miller said he reviewed and changed the search policy 
and re-trained deputies. In addition, the department also 
purchased a dozen hand-held metal detectors for deputies 
on call and deputies that transport inmates. 

Miller said the breach was eye opening for Lehigh 
Valley law enforcement officers. 

http://www.lehighvalleylive.com/bethlehem/index.ssf/2
011/02/bethlehem_police_department_ha.html 

 
11-02-09 Man gets county prison in dog shooting 

case 
WEST CHESTER — An Elk man who shot and killed 

his former girlfriend's dog was sentenced Tuesday to time 
served plus probation. 

Rejecting a prosecution request for state prison, 
President Judge James P. MacElree II said Tuesday he was 
deviating from the state's sentencing guidelines that call for 
a standard minimum prison sentence of five to six years 

partly because the defendant does not pose a danger to 
society. 

Instead, MacElree sentenced Stephen R. Church, 61, to 
11½ to 23 months in Chester County Prison, followed by 
three years of probation for three counts of illegal firearms 
possession. Earlier, a jury convicted Church after finding 
that a 1968 conviction for burglary made it illegal for him 
to own firearms. 

Records say police found three firearms inside Church's 
home in January 2010 after his fight with Caroline Chew, 
his then-girlfriend, that ended in the death of Woody, her 
beloved pet collie. MacElree noted "this incident might not 
have occurred" if Church and Chew had been sober. 

Assistant District Attorney Michelle Frei prosecuted the 
case. Noting Church's extensive criminal background 
began in 1968 with a conviction for burglary and included 
convictions for theft, assault and terroristic threats, Frei 
asked MacElree to send Church to state prison for six to 12 
years. 

But Church's defense attorney, John Lachall of West 
Chester, argued that his client had not fully understood that 
he was not allowed to own firearms because the 
circumstances of his plea 43 years ago were unclear. 
Lachall also noted Church's criminal history revolved 
around alcoholism. 

MacElree said he would parole Church immediately 
because the defendant had already served more than the 
minimum 11½ months in prison. But Lachall noted Church 
is still being held in lieu of $250,000 bail in the case 
because of outstanding charges related to the fight with 
Chew and the fatal shooting of Woody. 

MacElree said he would consider reducing the bail if 
Lachall requested it. 

In the meantime, Church was sent back to county prison 
to await possible trial on the domestic violence charges. 

"Mr. Church, stay away from booze," MacElree said as 
sheriff deputies escorted Church from the courtroom. "And 
stay away from women, too." 

"Yes, sir," Church answered. "I fully intend to." 
A Marine Corps veteran and transmission mechanic, 

Church was sentenced for possession of a .45-caliber 
handgun, an AK-47 assault rifle and a .22-caliber long gun. 
Church was arrested the night of Jan. 8, 2010, at the trailer 
home he shared with Chew on his rural property in Elk. 

Court records say the two had argued earlier in the 
evening and had been drinking. Chew said she was in bed 
with her dog, Woody, when Church entered the room and 
ordered the dog to go. When she objected, he retrieved a 
.45-caliber pistol from beneath the bed and shot the dog as 
she tried to shield it. The dog died the following morning. 

Church testified that Woody had attacked him and that 
he was fighting for his life when he shot the dog. Lachall 
pointed to injuries on Church's face when he was arrested 
as evidence of the attack. 

During sentencing, MacElree said he believed the dog 
had bitten Church but said other injuries Church suffered 
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could have been caused by falling and hitting his head after 
the shooting. 

"Whether his response in shooting the dog is justified, I 
am not going to make a ruling on," the judge said. 

Church testified that he did not know where the two 
rifles had come from, although Chew said Church had 
taught her to fire the AK-47. A prosecution witness said 
Church had bought the .45-caliber handgun from him at 
work for $300 and had not signed legal paperwork needed 
to own it. 

Lachall said his client did not understand that he was 
unable to own firearms, nor did Church understand the 
nature of his 1968 conviction for burglary. Church said his 
lawyer at the time had told him that the burglary conviction 
would not "ruin his life." 

On Tuesday, that attorney, John "Jack" Merrick of 
Kennett Square, now head of the county's Public 
Defender's Office, said he had no recollection of Church's 
1968 burglary case. 

But Merrick said circumstances surrounding guilty 
pleas such as Church's in the late 1960s were lax and might 
not have involved an explanation of what the sentence 
would mean in the future. 

MacElree said murky circumstances surrounding that 
plea played a role in his decision to sentence Church below 
the state guidelines that Frei said applied. Those guidelines 
call for 60 to 72 months in state prison for possession of 
the handgun and 48 to 60 months in prison for the rifles, 
plus or minus 12 months, depending on aggravating or 
mitigating circumstances. 

While arguing for a minimum of six years in prison, 
Frei noted Church had not led a crime-free life after his 
1968 conviction and military discharge. 

Frei said Church had been arrested in 1975, 1977, 1988, 
1996 and 2001 on charges ranging from drunken driving to 
theft. Church had been charged with three previous 
domestic violence cases involving three different victims, 
and he had served seven months in county prison for his 
last such case. 

"If the defendant had led a law-abiding life since his 
1968 conviction, we would not be standing here," Frei told 
MacElree last month. "In reality, the defendant has been in 
trouble straight through 1968." 

MacElree said judges are given leeway when fashioning 
sentences in case such as this where there are no mandatory 
minimums. He said the mitigating circumstances are 
Church's age, his confusion concerning the 1968 burglary, 
the possible loss of his home and job if sent to state prison, 
his service in the military during the Vietnam War, his use 
of alcohol in the fight, and the "limited resources" the state 
had to house inmates who are not a danger, such as 
Church. 

The judge said although Church had not "lived an 
exemplary life," he noted Church's last criminal conviction 
came more than nine ears ago and that should count in his 
favor. 

Church's mother, Evelyn Woerner, attended the trial 
and said her son had been smeared by news accounts of the 
incident. She said she did not want him sentenced to 
additional time. 

"That dog was sicced on him," she said, and shooting it 
"saved his life." 

"He has been in prison for over a year," Woerner said in 
a letter to MacElree that the judge read Tuesday, and "he 
has not had one decent cup of coffee or much else," since 
then. 

In court, Woerner said she wants Church at home so he 
can help her deal with his property. 

"I need my son desperately," Woerner said 
http://www.dailylocal.com/articles/2011/02/09/news/do

c4d51c3ededab4660871148.txt 
 
11-02-08 Man fired, arrested for allegedly bringing 

gun to work in Lower Saucon Township 
A Center Valley man faces criminal charges for 

bringing a gun to his job at Keystone Automotive in Lower 
Saucon Township, police said. 

Daniel Ray Richardson, 28, was fired for bringing a 
concealed firearm to the Route 378 business, township 
police said. 

Richardson, of the 5500 block of Camp Meeting Road, 
was not licensed to carry the weapon, and now faces three 
misdemeanor counts of carrying a concealed firearm 
without a license, police said. 

Police said Richardson faces three charges because he 
brought the gun to work three times before he was finally 
fired. He was warned each time to stop bringing the gun to 
work, police said, but he did not threaten anybody. 

Richardson was arraigned today before District Judge 
David Tidd and released on $2,500 unsecured bail, 
according to court documents. 

http://www.lehighvalleylive.com/bethlehem/index.ssf/2
011/02/man_arrested_fired_for_bringin.html 

 
11-02-08 Michael Eric Ballard confessed a handful 

of times following quadruple murder, witnesses say 
Michael Eric Ballard confessed a handful of times to 

various people in the days following the murder of four 
people. 

New evidence has been revealed throughout a hearing 
that is expected to wrap up soon concerning pretrial 
motions for Ballard’s trial on four homicide charges. 

Ballard is accused of fatally stabbing Denise Marie 
Merhi, 39; Alvin Marsh Jr., 87, who is Merhi's grandfather; 
Dennis Marsh, 62, Merhi’s father; and Steven Zernhelt, 53, 
a neighbor, last June in a Northampton borough home. 

Besides his initial confession to an off-duty trooper who 
helped Ballard when he crashed Merhi’s car the day of the 
murders, Ballard also confessed twice to a doctor at St. 
Luke’s in Fountain Hill and then again to a Pennsylvania 
State trooper. 



 

 
Page 43

Dr. Timothy Costello treated Ballard following the car 
crash and asked him some questions to ascertain if he was 
coherent. 

Costello asked Ballard how he injured his knee and 
Ballard said “I was stabbing some dude and the knife 
slipped down and cut my knee.” 

A few hours later Costello asked similar questions, 
including why Ballard was in the hospital.  

“I murdered my girlfriend and her family and the 
neighbor who came over,” Ballard said to Costello, 
Costello testified. 

Troopers obtained a search warrant to photograph 
Ballard while he was in the hospital. 

When they started taking pictures, Ballard asked why 
they were doing it.  

“I ain’t contesting this,” Ballard allegedly said to the 
troopers. 

The troopers testified Ballard went on to say that “I 
shouldn’t have lived through it” and to “blame the parole 
board.” 

A trooper asked Ballard why he did it.  
“What’s the point,” Ballard said to the trooper. 

“They’re dead and I’m here bleeding.” 
But eventually Ballard changed his mind. After he was 

formally arrested Ballard refused to talk to police and 
instead wanted to watch a Philadelphia Phillies game on 
TV, the trooper testified.  

“Let it play in court. I want to watch the game,” Ballard 
allegedly told police. 

Later on in today's hearing Northampton County Judge 
Edward Smith granted Ballard's request for an out-of-
county jury but refused to change the trial's venue. 

http://www.lehighvalleylive.com/northampton-
county/index.ssf/2011/02/michael_eric_ballard_confessed.
html#incart_hbx 

 
11-02-08 Bethlehem police suspend officer for 

discharging weapon -- UPDATE 
City officials said officer Jeff Rogers was suspended 

without pay following an investigation into the discharging 
of a weapon at police headquarters. 

Rogers, who has been with the department since 1994, 
fired his weapon Dec. 30 inside the Bethlehem police 
headquarters, according to Bethlehem Police 
Commissioner Stuart Bedics. In January, Bedics 
announced the investigation into the incident and labeled it 
an "accidental discharge." 

Bethlehem acting human resources Director Douglas 
Grietzer said Rogers makes between $45,308 and $60,156 -
- the base pay range for an officer. 

Grietzer did not know when Rogers was suspended, or 
how long he will remain on suspension. Grietzer did say 
that Rogers was suspended with pay during the 
department's investigation, then without pay at its 
conclusion. 

Bedics declined to comment about the suspension and 
referred to the matter as an internal personnel issue. 

Bethlehem Fraternal Order of Police Star Lodge 20 
president Jon Desiderio did not return a call seeking 
comment. Northampton County District Attorney John 
Morganelli was also unavailable for comment this 
morning. 

http://www.lehighvalleylive.com/bethlehem/index.ssf/2
011/02/bethlehem_police_officer_suspe_1.html#incart_hb
x 

 
11-02-08 Upper Darby man arrested after cache of 

guns found in home 
An Upper Darby man who allegedly threatened to shoot 

and kill 12 doctors at a Philadelphia hospital where his 
daughter had been treated for cancer has been arrested, 
police said. 

 Robert Bruce Dalrymple, 58, of the 100 block of South 
Cedar Lane, was taken into custody after police raided his 
house and confiscated 21 guns and numerous boxes of 
ammunition at 8 p.m. Monday. 

 According to police Superintendent Michael Chitwood, 
Dalrymple allegedly made the threat against physicians at 
Fox Chase Cancer 

Center to a visiting nurse caring for him at his house. 
Dalrymple's daughter died of cancer in May. 

 "We checked with state police and determined 

Dalyrmple is the registered owner of nine assorted 

handguns," Chitwood said. "We got a search warrant 
and confiscated numerous rifles, handguns and ammo." 

 Dalrymple was transported to the hospital for a 
psychiatric evaluation and released within two hours. 

Magisterial District Judge Michael Cullen arraigned 
Dalyrmple on Tuesday morning on charges of terroristic 
threats and harassment. 

He was jailed in lieu of posting 10 percent of $50,000 
bail with the stipulation he have no contact with the doctors 
should he be released on bail.  

http://delcotimes.com/articles/2011/02/08/news/doc4d5
196ec3246c075622732.txt 

 
11-02-06 Why 33 rounds makes sense in a defensive 

weapon 
Sleek, its lines rakishly tilted to boost the ergonomics 

that index grip placement to barrel, this automatic pistol 
has but one function: to eliminate human beings easily. 
That sinister intent is expressed most eloquently in the 
extended magazine that reaches far beneath the pistol grip, 
easily tripling the amount of ammunition available to the 
killer.  

It's the Colt Super .38 automatic pistol, customized into 
a machine pistol by an underworld gunsmith so that 
Babyface Nelson could use it to kill an FBI agent outside 
Little Bohemia, Wis., in 1934. Maybe you saw the movie.  

Even if you didn't, you can still see the point: There's 
nothing really new when it comes to guns. To the contrary, 
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the extended magazine that Jared Loughner allegedly 
carried in his Glock 19 the day he is accused of having 
fatally shot six people outside Tucson and wounding 13 
others, and that President Obama is likely to suggest 
banning in an upcoming speech, may be traced way back.  

During World War I, American armorers tried to adapt 
the 1903 Springfield into a counter-sniper "periscope rifle" 
by, among other things, installing a 25-round magazine. 
The Germans tried to turn the Luger pistol into a "trench 
broom" by devising a 32-round "snail drum" magazine (it 
fired the same round as the Glock 19). The Texas Ranger 
Frank Hamer carried a Remington Model 8 with an 
extended magazine in his hunt for Bonnie and Clyde in 
1934. The Thompson submachine gun of World War II and 
the M-16 of Vietnam were improved by extending their 
magazine from 20 to 30 rounds. In 1957, the U.S. Army 
adopted the M-14 rifle, which was hardly more than an M-
1 Garand rifle with an extended magazine. And who 
wouldn't want our soldiers, Marines and law officers to 
benefit from extended magazines?  

Guns were the software of the 19th century; the most 
dynamic age of development was roughly 1870 to 1900, 
when the modern forms were perfected. Two primary 
operating systems emerged for handguns: the revolver, 
usually holding six cartridges and manipulated by the 
muscle energy of the hand, and the semiautomatic, 
harnessing the explosively released energy of the burning 
powder to cock and reload itself. Since then, design and 
engineering improvements have been not to lethality but to 
ease of maintenance and manufacture, or weight reduction. 
A Glock is "better" than a Luger because you don't need a 
PhD to take it apart, nor a fleet of machinists to produce 
the myriad pins, levers, springs and chunks of steel that 
make it go bang. Moreover, you can lose a Glock in a flood 
and find it six months later in the mud, and it still will 
shoot perfectly, while the Luger would have become a nice 
paperweight.  

What nobody has been able to improve on since the 
1870s is the cartridge. It is an extraordinary mechanism 
that safely stores volatile chemical energy until needed. It 
is cheap to manufacture, easy to transport and largely 
impervious to the elements.  

What's often lost amid activists' carping is that the 
effect of the notorious extended magazine does little to 
improve the pistol's lethality except in extraordinary 
circumstances, such as Tucson. Neither Seung-Hui Cho, 
the Virginia Tech mass murderer, nor the alleged Fort 
Hood killer used extended magazines in their rampages. 
America's first gun mass murder, when Howard Unruh 
killed 13 people in 1949, was committed with a Luger.  

In fact, the extended magazine actually vitiates the 
pistol's usefulness as a weapon for most needs, legitimate 
or illegitimate. The magazine destroys the pistol's essence; 
it is no longer concealable. Loughner allegedly wrapped 
the clumsy package in a coat for a short distance, but he 

could not have worn it in a belt or concealed it for an 
extended period. It had really ceased to be a pistol.  

That's why extended magazines are rarely featured in 
crime - and that awkwardness spells out the magazine's 
primary legitimate usage. It may have some utility for 
competitive shooting by cutting down on reloading time, or 
for tactical police officers on raids, but for those who are 
not hard-core gun folks it's an ideal solution for home 
defense, which is probably why hundreds of thousands of 
Glocks have been sold in this country.  

Particularly in rural Arizona, given the upsurge in 
border violence, it's likely that residents feel the need to 
defend themselves against drug predators, coyote gunmen 
or others. Yes, they can use semiautomatic rifles and 
shotguns, protected by the Second Amendment and 
unlikely to be banned by local law, but women generally 
don't care to put in the training needed to master them. Nor 
can the elderly handle them adeptly.  

For them, the Glock with a 33-round magazine is the 
weapon of maximum utility. You can load it on Sunday 
and shoot it all month. (Nobody wants to reload a gun 
while being shot at.) It's light and easy to control. You 
don't have to carry it or conceal it; it's under the bed or in 
the drawer until needed. When the question arises of who 
needs an extended magazine, the answer is: the most 
defenseless of the defenseless.  

Those who would ban extended magazines, will say that 
although hundreds of thousands are in circulation and 
thousands more will surely be sold before a ban is enacted, 
it will be worth it if it saves just one life. But the other half 
of that question must be asked, too: Is it worth it if it costs 
just one life?  

Stephen Hunter, a former chief film critic of The Post, 
is the author of "Dead Zero."  

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2011/02/04/AR2011020406709.html 

 
11-02-03 Slain trooper's mom angered by Emily 

Gross's guilty plea 
PHILADELPHIA — Peggy Miller sat in a federal 

courtroom Wednesday and listened as Emily J. Gross 
pleaded guilty to lying when she purchased the handgun 
that eventually killed Miller's son, State Trooper Joshua 
Miller, in a shootout in Tobyhanna in June 2009. 

After the roughly 45-minute hearing, Miller said Gross 
may have taken responsibility for her actions, but she's 
never shown remorse. 

"I never heard her say 'I'm sorry' to one person," Miller 
said, holding back her immense grief. 

Gross appeared before federal Judge C. Darnell Jones II 
and pleaded guilty to one count of making false statements 
on a federal firearm application. Jones set an April 18 
deadline for attorneys to file any presentencing motions 
ahead of Gross's sentencing May 2. 

She remains free on bail. 
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Gross purchased a Taurus 9 mm semiautomatic for 
Palmer Township resident Daniel Autenrieth, who was 
prohibited from purchasing a gun because of a protection-
from-abuse order filed by his estranged wife. 

Autenrieth would later kidnap his 9-year-old son from 
the wife's home in Nazareth and lead police on a chase 
through Northampton and Monroe counties before he was 
cornered on Route 611 in Tobyhanna. There he used the 
gun to shoot and kill Joshua Miller. Autenrieth, who was 
killed in the June 7, 2009 shootout, also wounded another 
trooper. The son was rescued. 

Faces probation 
Under a plea arrangement reached with federal 

prosecutors, Gross faces five years probation, which 
includes one year of house arrest. The judge will impose a 
fine at sentencing, and Jones made it clear he's not bound 
by the negotiated sentence. 

Sentencing guidelines give Jones the latitude to impose 
a different sentence after reviewing the presentence 
investigation. Gross had faced up to five years in prison, 
three years probation and a $250,000 fine. 

Wednesday's hearing was fairly procedural as the judge 
asked Gross a series of questions about her decision to 
plead guilty and reviewed her rights. The 25-year-old from 
Westfield, N.J., answered only, "No sir," and "Yes, sir," 
periodically dabbing her eyes with a tissue. 

She deviated only slightly from her perfunctory answers 
when the judge opened the hearing. 

"Miss Gross, how are you today?" Jones said. 
"As best as I can be," she said. 
The routine nature of Wednesday's proceedings didn't 

prevent about 25 state troopers from at least three barracks 
and Miller family supporters from filling the courtroom. 
The Pennsylvania State Troopers Association and Joshua 
Miller's widow, Angela, have vehemently opposed Gross's 
plea deal. 

Wearing a heart-shaped pendant that features a picture 
of her son in uniform, Peggy Miller doesn't believe justice 
has been served. Gross may not have pulled the trigger, but 
she is just as responsible for Joshua Miller's death as 
Autenrieth, Peggy Miller said. 

"She wanted to buy the gun because her boyfriend 
wanted to buy the gun," Peggy Miller said. "Why didn't she 
want a gun while she lived in New Jersey? Why didn't she 
want a gun before she met (Autenrieth)?" 

Gross did not appear to have any supporters in the 
courtroom. She walked through a phalanx of state troopers 
and Miller family members, accompanied by her attorneys 
and a court bailiff. She left the courthouse accompanied 
only by one of her attorneys. 

http://www.poconorecord.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AI
D=/20110203/NEWS/102030304 

 
11-02-02 NH farmer wins early release after gun 

sentence 

CONCORD, N.H. (AP) — A New Hampshire farmer 
who became a folk hero to gun rights activists after he was 
imprisoned for brandishing a handgun at a trespasser on his 
property won early release Wednesday. 

The New Hampshire Executive Council voted 
unanimously to free Ward Bird, just two months into his 
three-year sentence. 

His wife, Ginny, said he would come home to "lots of 
tears, lots of hugs and a big celebration." 

Bird, 49, of Moultonborough, had sought a full pardon 
to clear his name. The council voted in his favor, but Gov. 
John Lynch vetoed the pardon, saying the judicial system 
had given Bird's case a thorough review and he would not 
undermine that. The council then immediately voted to 
commute his sentence, and Lynch let that vote stand. 

"I, like the (sentencing) judge, have concerns the 
punishment does not fit the crime," Lynch said. 

Bird's felony conviction for criminal threatening with a 
firearm remains on his record. He can no longer possess 
guns. Attorney General Michael Delaney said a full pardon 
would have restored Bird's right to own and carry guns. 

Ginny Bird said that during a late afternoon telephone 
conversation with her husband, he proclaimed that he's not 
a prisoner anymore. 

She said that while he's disappointed he didn't get a full 
pardon, he told her that could be dealt with another day by 
applying to the court to have the conviction annulled. 

Carroll County corrections officials said Bird will be 
released from their jail as soon as they have the official 
paperwork in hand, even if it's after the close of business 
hours. But Bird's paperwork first has to be processed by the 
state Department of Corrections, and it was looking 
unlikely that would happen Wednesday. 

Bird's case has become a cause celebre since he was 
sent to prison Nov. 17, much to the discomfort of the 
farmer and scout leader whose 18-year-old daughter saw 
him wearing a suit for the first time at Tuesday's hearing. 

"I don't need people using me as a cause," Bird told the 
Associated Press recently. "I just want to be home with my 
family." 

Family members and friends formed the 
www.freewardbird.org movement and website and his saga 
has been tweeted and updated on Facebook. His case 
ignited the passions of gun rights advocates, tea party 
members and libertarians across the "Live Free or Die" 
state. 

The "freewardbird" website now bears the headline, 
"Ward Bird is a FREE MAN." 

Bird was convicted of criminal threatening with a 
firearm after the March 2006 encounter with Christine 
Harris at his remote home on a Moultonborough hilltop. 
The crime carries a minimum, mandatory three-year prison 
sentence because a weapon was involved. 

He did not testify at his trial in 2008. The first time he 
testified under oath about the incident was at Tuesday's 
pardon hearing. 
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"As God is my witness and on the honor of my family 
and friends in this room today, I did not point or wave a 
firearm at Christine Harris," Bird said, voice quavering 
with emotion. 

Harris didn't attend the council hearing. Victim 
advocate Melissa Smith told the council Harris feels 
"terrorized" by the number of people posting negative 
comments about her on the Internet. 

Smith and Harris' lawyer did not immediately return 
telephone calls seeking comment Wednesday. 

Several councilors questioned Harris' credibility during 
their deliberations Wednesday. 

"We have information regarding a pattern of false 
accusations by Christine Harris," councilor David Wheeler 
said. 

Harris testified at trial that Bird jumped off the porch 
and charged her car. Wheeler said the council was 
presented with "incontrovertible evidence" he did not. 

At the time of the incident, Bird was recovering from 
abdominal surgery barely two weeks earlier. His doctor 
said he had more than 250 internal sutures and 32 staples 
holding his skin together. Bird said he was in pain. 

"At that point I was not comfortable with any strangers 
being around," Bird said. "The threat was more emotional 
than anything." 

Bird said he had a .45-caliber handgun in the back 
waistband of his pants during the encounter with Harris, 
but he insisted he removed it only to take out the 
ammunition clip before re-entering his house. He said he 
kept the gun pointed to the ground while doing so. 

A full pardon is a rarity in New Hampshire. There have 
only been two granted in the past 15 years, most recently in 
2003 

http://www.lehighvalleylive.com/newsflash/index.ssf/st
ory/nh-farmer-wins-early-release-after-
gun/d902f2ab14b948eeb5a5f843eb0eec3b 

 
11-02-02 Pa. trooper killer's girlfriend enters guilty 

plea in federal court 
PHILADELPHIA (AP) — The New Jersey woman who 

bought a handgun used in the shooting death of 
Pennsylvania state trooper Joshua Miller has pleaded guilty 
to a federal charge under an agreement with prosecutors 
under which she would be placed on house arrest for a 
year. 

Prosecutors said Emily Joy Gross was living in 
Westfield, N.J., but said she was living with Daniel 
Autenreith when she bought the gun in May 2009. Nine 
days later, Autenreith used it to kill Miller and wound a 
second trooper after a high-speed chase that ended on 
Route 611 in Tobyhanna. Autenreith was killed in the 
shootout. 

Gross pleaded guilty Wednesday to making a false 
statement to a federal firearms licensee; a second count 
was dropped. (STRAW PURCHASE) 

"She made a tragic mistake that had horrible 
consequences," defense attorney Michael Mustokoff said 
after the hearing in federal court. 

Gross is scheduled to be sentenced May  
http://www.poconorecord.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AI

D=/20110202/NEWS90/110209945 
 
11-02-02 NJ Cops Charge 7-Year-Old for Bringing 

Toy Gun to Class  
Kid charged with possession of a fake firearm after 

shooting Nerf-style gun 
A 7-year-old child allegedly shot a Nerf-style toy gun in 

his Hammonton, N.J., school Jan. 18. No one was hurt, but 
the pint-size softshooter now faces misdemeanor criminal 
charges. 

Hammonton Police began an investigation into the 
“suspicious acitivity” at the Hammonton Early Childhood 
Education Center Jan. 18 after school officials alerted them 
to the incident. 

The "gun" the child brought to school was a $5 toy gun, 
similar to a Nerf gun, the school's superintendent told NBC 
Philadelphia. The child's mother told school officials that 
she didn't know her son brought the toy to school. 

The superintendent said the school has a zero tolerance 
policy. 

Police charged the 7-year-old with possessing an 
imitation firearm in or on an education institution – a 
misdemeanor. 

http://www.nbcphiladelphia.com/news/local-beat/Cops-
Charge-7-Year-Old-for-Bringing-Toy-Gun-to-Class-
115125844.html 

 
11-02-02 Man sentenced for killing pregnant cousin 
A man convicted of third degree murder for killing his 

pregnant cousin while he was drunk after a party was 
sentenced this morning to 20 to 40 years imprisonment. 

Allegheny County Judge Anthony M. Mariani also 
sentenced Deaundra Williams, 24, to 10 to 20 years for the 
death of his cousin's unborn child and three and a half to 
seven years for carrying a firearm without a license, both to 
be served consecutively with the first sentence. 

Mr. Williams was found guilty last year of shooting and 
killing his cousin, Shalane Graham, 20, in 2008. Relatives 
were particularly shocked by the crime because when Mr. 
Williams was homeless, Ms. Graham had let him live with 
her, they said. 

In November 2008, Mr. Williams attended a party Ms. 
Graham had at her Hill District apartment following a 
funeral for their friend, according to testimony at his 
preliminary hearing. 

The party had wound down and most of the guests had 
left or gone to sleep when they awoke to gunfire. They left 
the apartment as police were called, though Ms. Graham 
had been shot and was lying on the floor, according to 
testimony. Officers had to force their way inside, using a 
sledgehammer. 



 

 
Page 47

Mr. Williams was the only person in the apartment with 
Ms. Graham's body when police broke in. Much of his 
clothing was saturated with the victim's blood, police said. 

At his sentencing today, his grandmother and lawyer 
asked the court to be lenient. 

"Mr. Williams has always maintained to me that he 
does not remember what happened that night," said his 
lawyer, Veronica Brestensky, saying that Mr. Williams' 
drug and alcohol problems were outlined in the pre-
sentencing report. 

"This young man has no history of violence," she 
added, save for a simple assault charge involving a 
girlfriend. 

Assistant District Attorney Julie Capone countered that 
the nature of the crime necessitated a long sentence. 

"Let's not forget that's what he did," Ms. Capone said. 
"He took a firearm, shot her in the head . . . and left her 
laying there in her blood. 

"There was nothing presented [at the trial] to show that 
it was an accident . . . or he had amnesia," she said. 

In deciding the sentence, Judge Mariani considered the 
callousness of Ms. Graham's death, he said. 

"Ms. Graham died a very cold death . . . and she did at 
the hands of someone related to her, someone whom she 
did show kindness to," he said. 

We find ourselves here today in large part because he 
possessed that gun." 

http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/11033/1122441-
100.stm?cmpid=latest.xml 

 
11-02-01 York man recently shot now charged with 

attempted homicide 
York, PA - York City Police arrested a man Tuesday 

who had held two men at gunpoint Jan. 8, demanded that 
one of them undress, then shot him as he was redressing, 
according to charging documents.  

A warrant issued Jan. 19 charges Keyon Tyrell 
Freeland, 19, of the 800 block of Wayne Avenue, with two 
counts of attempted criminal homicide, aggravated assault 
and illegal possession of a firearm.  

Freeland shot Kyree Maxfield twice in his left leg and 
once in his left hand as Freeland accosted Maxfield and his 
friend, JaQuinn Barnes, in the 300 block of West Gay 
Street, according to charging documents.  

Freeland himself was the victim of a shooting at a 
church party in York about a week earlier, said York City 
Police Lt. Tim Utley, who commands the detective 
division.  

Utley said Tuesday the two shootings were being 
investigated separately, with no apparent connection 
between them.  

Freeland is in York County Prison in lieu of $250,000 
bail. As of Tuesday afternoon, a preliminary hearing for 
him on the charges had not been scheduled, according to 
District Judge Barbara H. Nixon's office.  

The shooting  

Maxfield told police he and Barnes were walking about 
2 a.m. when a silver car stopped beside them. The driver 
got out and walked toward them with a pistol in each hand.  

"The man was agitated and began asking them 
questions about where they were from and who their 
family was," charging documents state.  

The man ordered Maxfield to undress, then, seconds 
later, ordered him to redress, court documents state. As 
Maxfield was getting dressed, the man shot him three 
times.  

Barnes ran west as the man shot at him. Barnes then 
saw the man get in his car and drive away.  

Maxfield ran to a nearby breezeway, where he 
collapsed. Barnes found Maxfield in the breezeway and 
flagged down police.  

On Jan. 14, police showed Maxfield and Barnes photo 
line-ups, and both identified Freeland as the shooter, 
documents state.  

Utley said several bail bondsmen found Freeland just 
after 1 a.m. Tuesday in the 100 block of South George 
Street.  

"They turned him over to us," Utley said.  
Freeland had been out on bail after his arrest Jan. 12 on 

charges of receiving stolen property, fleeing and eluding 
police, and firearms not to be carried without a license.  

Police said that Freeland was driving a stolen vehicle in 
the 100 block of Roosevelt Avenue, then ran on foot, 
throwing two handguns while police chased after him.  

Church shooting  
On Jan. 1, just before 11:30 p.m., York City Police were 

called to the All About Christ Church at 21 S. Pershing 
Ave. for a report of a fight with shots fired.  

York City Police Capt. Ron Camacho said previously 
that, when officers arrived, they found alcohol at the 
church and "encountered a strong smell of marijuana when 
they entered the building."  

Keyon Tyrell Freeland had been outside the church, 
heard gunshots and was struck in the hip. He was not there 
when police arrived; he walked in to the emergency 
department at York Hospital for treatment, police said.  

Two boys, ages 17 and 16, were also struck by bullets, 
police said.  

No arrests have been made, York City Police Lt. Tim 
Utley said.  

http://www.ydr.com/crime/ci_17262168?source=most_
viewed 

 
11-02-01 Arizona AG criticizes Bloomberg's gun-

show sting 
New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg overstepped 

his power in authorizing investigators to run an undercover 
sting operation at a Phoenix gun show, Arizona's attorney 
general said Tuesday. 

Bloomberg's office didn't bother to give Arizona police 
any advanced notice of the plan, Attorney General Tom 
Horne said. 
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"The fact that no such notification was made indicates 
this so-called sting is nothing less than a public relations 
stunt," Horne said. 

During the sting disclosed Monday by Bloomberg, 
investigators hired by New York City bought 
semiautomatic pistols after they said they probably couldn't 
pass a background check. 

Bloomberg has authorized similar stings around the 
country as part of a push for tougher federal laws to help 
keep guns off the streets of New York. 

Horne said Bloomberg ought to consider the 
skyrocketing crime in his city before sending police 
officers to another state. He cited the latest FBI crime 
statistics that show robberies, rapes, aggravated assaults 
and murders increased in New York City in 2010, 
compared to the previous year. 

Bloomberg spokesman Jason Post said the sting was 
carried out by Arizona-based private investigators, not 
New York City police. 

"According to data contained in FBI reports, New York 
City is the safest big city in the nation, safer than Phoenix," 
where the per capita rate of major felonies is twice that in 
New York, Post said. 

Investigators who ran the sting were sold 9 mm guns 
even after telling two separate sellers they probably 
couldn't pass background checks. 

The mayor has said it's illegal for merchants to sell a 
weapon if they have reason to believe the buyer couldn't 
pass a background check, even though many aren't required 
to perform such checks. 

The mayor conceded that most illegal guns in New 
York City are coming from states along the East Coast. 
http://www.azcentral.com/news/articles/2011/02/01/20110
201arizona-horne-criticizes-bloomberg-gun-sting.html 

 
11-02-01 Philly D.A.: Thirteen shots isn't self defense 
Marqus Hill was known as a man with a temper, a gun 

and - ironically - a legal permit to carry that weapon. 
That proved to be a most unfortunate combination for 

18-year-old Irving Santana, one of three teenagers who 
decided to break into Hill's car on Gale Street in Olney on 
Sept. 12, 2010. 

When the car alarm sounded, Hill, now 29, bolted from 
his girlfriend's apartment and headed for Santana and his 
two friends, one of those friends, Luis Acevedo, 18, 
testified Tuesday. 

The confrontation ended with Hill fatally striking 
Santana with a barrage of 13 bullets. 

Whether Hill acted in self-defense or if his actions 
amounted to a crime will be left to a jury to decide, 
Philadelphia Municipal Court Judge Patrick F. Dugan said 
at Hill's preliminary hearing. 

He ordered Hill held for trial on counts of murder and 
possession of an instrument of crime, while the charges of 
carrying a firearm in public and carrying a firearm without 
a license were dropped. 

Hill, of Hunting Park, is being held without bail because 
of the murder charge. 

This shooting differs from most in Philadelphia in that 
the shooter had a permit to carry his gun. Hill, a Paratransit 
employee who worked part time as a private security 
guard, got his permit in 2009 from Florida. 

A concealed-carry agreement between Pennsylvania 
and Florida allowed Hill to lawfully carry a gun here, 
according to Philadelphia police - who blasted the law as a 
dangerous loophole at the time of Hill's arrest. 

Hill lost his Philadelphia carry-permit in 2005 after 
being arrested for attempted murder, aggravated assault 
and related offenses. 

Though those charges were eventually expunged, Hill's 
appeal to get his permit back in 2008 was denied. The 
decision led him to erupt at the hearing and he assaulted a 
police officer, Deputy Philadelphia Police Commissioner 
William Blackburn told reporters in the aftermath of 
Santana's slaying. 

Hill was found guilty of disorderly conduct for 
attacking the officer, but that did not prevent him from 
successfully applying for a Florida carry-permit. 

Defense attorney Fortunato N. Perri Jr., said Hill 
opened fire on Santana because he feared for his life after 
he thought that one of the three teens who was breaking 
into his car had a gun. 

"I don't think he went too far because under the 
circumstances, you have to ask what is reasonable?" Perri 
said after the hearing. 

"When you are in fear of your life it's reasonable to use 
deadly force if you believe that deadly force is going to be 
used on you," Perri added. 

"Thirteen shots? How can that be self-defense?" asked 
puzzled Assistant District Attorney Brendan O'Malley. 

"It's too much, it's too many, and none of these kids was 
armed," he said, noting that no weapons were found on the 
victim nor on his two companions. 

"He should have called 911," O'Malley said. "He 
crossed the line when he fired the first shot." 

http://www.philly.com/philly/news/breaking/20110201
_D_A___Thirteen_shots_isnt_self_defense.html 

 
11-01-31 Arizona bill aims to loosen gun laws 
Arizona solidified its reputation last year as one of the 

most liberal gun states in the nation after the Legislature 
passed a law allowing people to carry concealed weapons 
without a permit. 

This year, gun-rights advocates hope to push Arizona to 
the top of the list by passing a "Firearms Omnibus" bill that 
would make Arizona the second state in the nation to 
require universities and communities to allow guns on 
campus and one of 10 that permit guns inside public 
government buildings such as the state Capitol. The bill to 
permit guns in public buildings is one of the most 
comprehensive gun bills proposed so far this session. It 
also addresses several other issues, including concealed 
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weapons and allowing residents to seize government 
property if their gun rights aren't observed. 

Opponents say the all-encompassing gun bill would 
endanger the public and make it more difficult to prosecute 
people who shoot guns into the air or lie to police officers 
about whether they are carrying a concealed weapon. 

Supporters of the bill say it is needed to ensure safety in 
public facilities. 

The legislation is one of more than a dozen firearms-
related bills proposed in Arizona this year. 

Arizona isn't alone in the effort to loosen gun 
restrictions. Lawmakers from many other states are 
pushing weapons laws - some in reaction to acts of 
violence like the shooting near Tucson, and some because 
of the more-conservative makeup of their legislatures 
following the November election. 

What it does 
Senate Bill 1201, sponsored by Sen. Ron Gould, R-

Lake Havasu City, would do a number of things, including: 
- Allow people to carry firearms into all government-

run facilities and many public events. The only places or 
events that could ban firearms would be those that post the 
correct sign, provide firearm lockers and have armed 
security and a metal detector. The law would apply to 
university classrooms, city buses and community festivals 
that get government permits. It would not apply to K-12 
schools. 

- Change the wording of last year's concealed-weapons 
law to require an individual to answer "truthfully" when a 
law-enforcement officer asks whether the person is 
carrying a concealed weapon. The current wording requires 
the person to answer "accurately." Law-enforcement 
officials say the change could give leeway to a person who, 
for example, forgets a gun in a bag and inaccurately tells an 
officer he or she isn't carrying one. 

- Change the wording of Shannon's Law to make it a 
crime to "knowingly" discharge a firearm within city 
limits. It's currently a crime for someone to discharge a 
firearm with "criminal negligence." Bill opponents said the 
change would mean people could be convicted of violating 
this law only if the prosecution could prove they knew that 
shooting the gun could result in someone's death or injury. 

- Allow people to sue if they feel they were illegally 
stopped from carrying a firearm into a government facility 
or event. If a person wins the lawsuit and the government 
agency doesn't pay within 72 hours, the person has the 
right to seize as payment "any municipal vehicles used or 
operated for the benefit of any elected office holder" in the 
relevant government agency. 

Gun climate 
Gun-rights advocates found enormous success in 

Arizona last year in passing legislation, thanks primarily to 
a supportive Legislature and a conservative governor. 

Gov. Jan Brewer has consistently supported Second 
Amendment issues. 

During her first year in office, she signed a bill allowing 
loaded guns in bars and restaurants, as well as another that 
prohibits property owners from banning guns from parking 
areas, so long as the weapons are kept locked in vehicles. 
Last year, she signed the concealed-carry bill into law, 
along with another bill that exempts guns made and kept in 
the state from federal regulation. 

Only Utah has fewer gun restrictions than Arizona, 
according to a scorecard released last year by the Brady 
Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, a group that advocates 
gun restrictions. Utah is the only state that allows 
concealed weapons on college campuses. 

Even with the gun-friendly environment, bills to allow 
guns on college campuses in Arizona failed to get through 
the Legislature last year. 

But in November, voters elected more Republicans to 
the state Legislature, giving the party a supermajority in 
both chambers. Gun bills are expected to have even more 
success this year. 

Fourteen lawmakers have signed on as co-sponsors of 
SB 1201, including Senate President Russell Pearce, R-
Mesa. There are also two other bills that propose to allow 
guns on university and community-college campuses. 

A spokesman for Brewer said her office would not 
comment on the legislation "unless and until it reached the 
governor's desk." 

Primary goal 
The Arizona Citizens Defense League, a grassroots 

gun-rights group, brought SB 1201 to Gould. 
Group spokesman Charles Heller calls it the "secure-

buildings bill." 
"We've been working on doing this for a long, long 

time," he said. "I don't think anybody at the Citizens 
Defense League has any objection to disarming in a secure 
place. None of us has desire to carry in a place that's 
prohibited. But if you're going to prohibit it, make it 
secure." 

And if a government agency isn't willing to secure the 
establishment, he said, "don't disarm the victims." 

"You set up a slaughter," he said. 
Gould did not return a call seeking comment. 
Bill opposition 
Lobbyists on both sides of the issue said the details of 

SB 1201 are still being negotiated and amendments that 
change or eliminate some pieces of the legislation may be 
proposed. 

The bill has been assigned to the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, which Gould chairs. No hearing has been 
scheduled. 

"We want to really work with the sponsor of the bill to 
get some changes," said Sahuarita Police Chief Jack Harris, 
who is president of the Arizona Association of Chiefs of 
Police. "There are some things we think are really 
problematic, but I think we can get these things fixed." 
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Harris said he was concerned that the changes in the 
wording of Shannon's Law and the concealed-carry law 
would hinder prosecution. 

He also said penalties for officials and law-enforcement 
personnel who may violate the rules are too tough. In 
addition to allowing an official's vehicle to be confiscated, 
the bill makes it a Class 5 felony for any officer or official 
who violates the law and forbids any public money from 
being used in their legal defense. 

Sen. Kyrsten Sinema, D-Phoenix, called the bill 
"crazy." 

"This is absurd," Sinema said. "Arizona already has the 
second-most-liberal gun laws in the country." 

She said it was disconcerting that lawmakers would 
consider allowing people to bring weapons into public 
buildings. 

"Weapons in courtrooms in which defendants are being 
tried? In probation hearings? In the state Capitol?" she 
said. "This is problematic." 

http://www.azcentral.com/arizonarepublic/news/articles
/2011/01/31/20110131arizona-gun-bill-aims-loosen-
laws.html 

 
11-01-31 NYC mayor conducts gun-sale sting in 

Arizona 
NEW YORK – Weeks after the shooting in Tucson, 

sellers at an Arizona gun show allowed undercover 
investigators hired by New York City to buy 
semiautomatic pistols even after they said they probably 
couldn't pass a background check, Mayor Michael 
Bloomberg said Monday. 

"After Tucson, you would think that people, particularly 
at a gun show in Arizona, would have been much more 
careful in enforcing the law," he said. "That unfortunately 
in some cases wasn't the case." 

Bloomberg has authorized similar sting operations 
around the country as part of a push for tougher federal 
laws to help keep guns off the streets of New York. 

But in the sensitive aftermath of the shooting Jan. 8 that 
killed six people and critically wounded Rep. Gabrielle 
Giffords, the mayor was questioned about the time and 
place of his hidden-camera investigation, a $100,000 
operation conducted almost clear across the country. 

"Let me get this straight: From New York City, they are 
going to send people to Arizona to look into this?" said 
state Sen. Ron Gould, a Republican. "They might take a 
look a little closer to home if they are concerned about 
guns getting in their state." 

The operators of the Phoenix gun show where the 
investigators made their buys on Jan. 23 issued a statement 
Monday saying all exhibitors at its shows are required to 
follow state and federal gun laws. 

"Mayor Bloomberg and his `task force' have no legal 
authority in the state of Arizona, or in any other place in 
America except New York City," said the statement from 
the Crossroads of the West Gun Shows. "These forays into 

America's heartland committing blatant acts to entrap 
otherwise innocent gun owners is an unlawful scheme that 
is created by Bloomberg's task force." 

The private investigators, wearing concealed video 
cameras, were sold the 9 mm guns even after telling two 
separate sellers they probably couldn't pass background 
checks. 

While many sellers at gun shows are not required under 
federal law to perform background checks, it is illegal for 
them to sell a weapon if they have reason to believe the 
buyer wouldn't be able to pass one, the mayor said. 

The mayor said that without mandatory background 
checks, gun shows had become "magnets for criminals," 
and called for federal action to close what he said were 
dangerous loopholes in the law. Last week, Sen. Frank 
Lautenberg, D-N.J., proposed federal legislation that would 
require background checks for all firearm purchases at gun 
shows. 

Jim Cavanaugh, a retired agent for the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, where he was 
in charge of the Nashville division, said he didn't believe 
the sales described by the mayor were, in fact, illegal. 

"It's not a prosecutable offense" because the purchasers 
were not truly felons, minors or drug abusers and because 
they didn't tell the sellers definitively that they were, 
Cavanaugh said. As for Bloomberg, he said, "ATF has 
asked him not to do it and to please coordinate with ATF if 
he thinks a violation is occurring." 

In 2007, the U.S. Justice Department warned in a letter 
to City Hall that such civilian operations risk "legal 
liabilities" and can "unintentionally interrupt or jeopardize 
ongoing criminal investigations." 

The mayor conceded that most illegal guns in New 
York City are coming from states along the East Coast, but 
said the rampage in Tucson would bring national attention 
to the investigation. 

The city-hired investigators also obtained a Glock gun 
and 33-round extended magazine similar to those 
authorities have said Jared Loughner used to open fire as 
Giffords met with constituents outside a supermarket. 

Investigators have said Loughner legally purchased his 
ammunition the morning of the attack. He had cleared a 
federal background check and legally bought a Glock 19 at 
a big-box sporting goods store two months earlier. 

Bloomberg's office said all the investigators were 
Arizona residents and broke no laws. 

The mayor, who heads a national coalition of mayors 
advocating stronger gun control, argues that it is necessary 
to bring his battle across state lines because illegal guns 
from states with more lenient rules consistently find their 
way onto New York City's streets.  

About 90 percent of the 5,000 guns confiscated by city 
police last year were from out of state, Police 
Commissioner Raymond Kelly said.  

An almost identical 2009 sting operation targeted seven 
gun shows in Tennessee, Ohio and Nevada. As a result, 
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organizers of 35 gun shows around the country — 
including the 1,300-table Big Reno Show in Nevada — 
have agreed to end all no-background-check sales, 
Bloomberg said.  

In 2006, more city-hired undercover investigators posed 
as gun buyers making so-called straw purchases in 
Georgia, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina and Virginia, 
with one person filling out the paperwork for another 
person's gun purchase.  

ATF spokesman Drew Wade said Monday that he could 
not comment on whether the agency was investigating the 
city's findings.  

http://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/20110131/ap_on_re_us/us_
bloomberg_gun_control 

 
11-01-31 New program prepares employees and 

students for active shooter 
University Park, Pa. -- Imagine being in a building 

during a normal day of teaching, working and learning. 
Gunshots are heard and an individual carrying a gun runs 
through the hall.  Would you know what to do? 

Providing individuals with instruction and options they 
need should such a situation occur is the goal of a new one-
hour program created by Penn State's Human Resource 
Development Center (HRDC), along with University 
Police and Penn State’s Risk Management Office. 

"University campuses are among the safest places in the 
world,” said Steve Shelow, director of University Police. 
"This training is not intended to create fear, but to create 
awareness. We want the members of our community to 
know what to do should they ever be confronted by an 
active shooter, and we want to foster a campus culture that 
supports safety." 

The course, titled "Five OUTs: Surviving an Active 
Shooter," includes a high-quality video professionally 
produced by Penn State Public Broadcasting with 
enactments of an active shooter scenario interspersed with 
advice from police. It also involves interaction with 
University Police officers, who are currently teaching the 
course. 

Shelow said that a few other universities have created 
safety courses that take into account a shooting scenario as 
well. In Penn State’s case, the video is only available for 
viewing as part of the training program in order to provide 
individuals with a full picture and context for the 
instruction. The program and video focus on the five "outs" 
in such a crisis: 

- “Get out” of the area to somewhere safe. 
- “Call out” by calling 911. 
- “Hide out” until help arrives. 
- “Keep out” the perpetrator by locking and barricading 

doors. 
- “Take out” the shooter as a measure of last resort. 
"Situations such as the one shown in the video can 

occur anywhere -- on the street, in a mall, in a bank -- and 
students, faculty and staff should be provided with the best 

information possible on how to respond," said Rick 
Capozzi, human resources specialist in HRDC. “The 
information and tactics shown in the video and discussed 
by our officers are things that people can use in any similar 
situation.” 

Capozzi said the purpose of the program is to help 
participants stay calm and be prepared in an emergency by 
establishing a heightened awareness and survival mindset 
for such situations. The program also is intended to help 
attendees recognize warning signs of potential behavior 
and identify options, responsibilities and actions in the 
event of an armed threat. It also teaches participants to 
recognize University warning systems and response 
protocols and typical actions of police and emergency 
responders during a situation. 

Demand for the program is high, with 30 sessions being 
offered in the first three months of the program’s existence, 
Capozzi said. The course is available on all Penn State 
campuses and a maximum of only 30 participants is 
recommended because of the need for a manageable group 
size to permit discussion and idea exchange.     

"A gunman coming into where you work is a scary 
idea," said Patricia Taverno, a staff assistant in University 
Relations who attended the program. "But what this course 
did was help us think about what we could be faced with 
and explore how we could react. I left feeling more 
prepared and better informed." 

The course, according to Shelow, is just one more 
component of Penn State’s emergency response 
preparedness. 

“People tend to panic when they don’t know what to do 
in a stressful situation. With this training, we want 
participants to be more aware of options so they can 
respond in an appropriate manner and increase the 
possibility of a positive outcome,” Shelow said. “Just like 
fire drills, where everyone knows what to do and 
understands their responsibilities, this course is hopefully 
showing Penn Staters their options for handling the 
potentially dangerous situation of an active shooter.” 

http://live.psu.edu/story/51013#nw1 
 
11-01-30 Arizona State University students react to 

gun bill 
Faculty members at community colleges and 

universities across Arizona could soon have the right to 
carry guns into their classrooms. 

Worried about the safety of people who study and work 
on college campuses, lawmakers across the nation are 
pushing bills aimed at arming college and university 
faculty members. Florida, Arizona and Texas are among 
the states considering such laws. 

Rep. Jack Harper, R-Surprise, said he decided to 
sponsor House Bill 2001, which would allow community-
college and university instructors to carry a concealed 
weapon, after an Arizona State University professor told 
him he feared for his safety. 
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"He said he felt like a sitting duck," Harper said. "After 
what happened at Virginia Tech . . . I think it's clear that . . 
. there needs to be more responsible, law-abiding 
individuals that can protect themselves on college 
campuses." 

The 2007 Virginia Tech shooting left 32 people dead. In 
2002, a University of Arizona nursing student who was 
failing classes shot three of his professors to death and then 
killed himself. In the wake of the Tucson-area tragedy 
earlier this month, records have been released documenting 
the fears students and faculty at Pima Community College 
had that shooting suspect Jared Loughner would harm 
someone on campus. 

Harper filed his bill before the shooting near Tucson 
occurred. 

If the law passes, Arizona would be the second state 
after Utah to allow faculty members to carry concealed 
guns on campus, while 24 states have bans, according to 
the National Conference of State Legislatures. 

Harper also is sponsoring HB 2014, which would ban 
colleges from enacting rules that prohibit people from 
possessing concealed weapons on campuses if they have a 
valid permit. 

Daniel Lafferty, a Chandler resident who lives in an 
ASU dorm in Tempe, said Harper's bill could help. 

"If a professor is trained with a gun, I would feel safer 
because police could take several minutes to get there," he 
said. 

ASU professor Darryl Hattenhauer, who teaches 
literature at the West campus, has had weapons training. 
His colleague, professor Kristy Holtfreter, who teaches 
criminal justice at the downtown campus, owns a firearm. 

Familiar with the training and skill it takes to handle a 
gun responsibly, the professors said arming faculty is risky. 

"Mental-health resources, faculty being more in touch 
with students and looking for (mental-health) triggers . . . 
would in the long run have more impact on safety and 
security," Holtfreter said. 

Hattenhauer called the bill ludicrous. 
"There is a statistical correlation between those 

societies that have fewer guns and those that have fewer 
crimes," Hattenhauer said. "But we let any three-toothed 
hick carry a concealed gun. Now we're selecting professors 
as prospective firearms experts?" 

Arizona residents at least 21 years old can carry a 
concealed weapon without a permit. 

http://www.azcentral.com/community/tempe/articles/20
11/01/20/20110120arizona-state-university-campus-gun-
bill0121.html 

 
11-01-30 Egyptians form makeshift militias to stop 

looters 
As police disappear from residential streets, 

communities take law into their own hands against armed 
gangs 

The security of most neighbourhoods in Egypt lay in the 
hands of its citizens last night, as residents responded to the 
disappearance of the police force by setting up makeshift 
barricades and beginning local patrols to protect 
themselves from violence. 

In extraordinary scenes repeated across the country, 
communities formed spontaneous militias armed with 
sticks, knives and guns, and worked through the night to 
man roadblocks and maintain order on the streets, from 
which the government security forces are now almost 
entirely absent. The army remains in place on major 
highways, squares and public buildings - but away from 
main roads local residents were left to defend their families 
and property from looters. 

As reports filtered in of gangs attempting to rob and 
terrorise neighbourhoods in different quarters of the 
capital, some pointed the finger at escaped prisoners and 
opportunistic criminals, though many more claimed that 
groups of policemen, now wearing civilian clothing, were 
behind the attacks. There were claims that some of those 
captured by vigilantes were found with police IDs. 

In the Marouf neighbourhood of downtown Cairo, the 
Guardian witnessed residents distributing metal rods and 
kitchen blades among local young men, who used car tyres, 
traffic barriers and debris from the day's street battles to 
block access to roads and check the identity of anyone 
attempting to enter the area. 

"We are looking to see whether we recognise the 
person, and if not we ask them questions to test their 
knowledge of the area," said Mahmoud Omar, a 35-year-
old film-maker who was using his camera tripod as a 
weapon. "Everybody is very tense, because it's dark, it's 
cold, and it's very disorientating out here - we are very 
wary of any approaching cars or motorbikes. Earlier some 
thugs on a motorbike attacked a lone soldier and stole his 
weapon; luckily we apprehended them and tied them to a 
lamp-post, and then helped the soldier back to his tank." 

In the early hours shots rang out from surrounding 
streets, and armed groups were seen chasing targets down 
alleyways. "Tonight we are disorganised because we are 
not experts in urban security, we're learning as we go," said 
Omar. "Tomorrow will be different, we'll have signalling 
and identification systems set up, and work out a better 
distribution of weapons." 

The Guardian collated reports from eyewitnesses across 
the capital to build a picture of how Saturday night 
unfolded. In the eastern suburb of Heliopolis one 
residential building came under attack from armed men 
who demanded that every apartment turn its lights on and 
throw down money to the street; the attackers were 
repelled by residents who threw stones and threw boiling 
water from their balconies. 

Across the Nile in the middle-class neighbourhood of 
Dokki, residents were strengthening their defences in 
anticipation of another night of violence on the streets. 
"I've picked up a pistol and a shotgun, and we've also got 
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walkie-talkies so that we can keep contact with the other 
patrols and work together more effectively," said Nabil 
Habib, a 26-year-old software engineer. 

"It's a strange feeling defending your own community, 
fear mixed with intense pride," he added. "People are 
coming together in a way they never have previously. It's 
really liberating - before we lived in fear of the police and 
never had the chance to take responsibility for our own 
communities, but now we are in control. You see the same 
sentiment among all the volunteers who are going around 
picking up trash and debris from the streets. It's a 
continuation of the revolution, bringing it out of the main 
squares and into our homes." 

But not everyone shared his optimism. "It's a deliberate 
ploy from the government to try and suck the energy out of 
this uprising," said Karim Ennarah, a 27-year-old protester. 
"We are now seeing army officers, state television and 
state radio all saying the same thing: do your patriotic duty, 
go home and defend your families. They're appealing to 
our nationalist sentiments, calling on 'true Egyptians' to 
leave the streets, broadcasting phone calls from crying 
housewives who declare 'I'm scared, it's all gone too far'. 
We must resist the rumour-mongering and see this through 
until Mubarak falls." 

By morning many of the street barricades were 
removed, though vigilante groups continued to patrol local 
neighbourhoods. In Sayeda Zeinab, a residential area just 
south of the interior ministry in Cairo, the Guardian 
watched a suspected robber and two female accomplices 
being apprehended by armed locals, who dragged them to 
the neighbourhood's burnt-out police station. There furious 
discussions among the crowd ensued, before the women 
were eventually released. The alleged robber was bound 
with rope and marched away, to be delivered to the nearest 
army checkpoint. 

Outside Cairo, similar scenes were repeated across the 
country. Speaking by telephone from the town of Sheikh 
Zoueid in northern Sinai, Khalil Sawarka, a local Bedouin 
leader, said that the region's tribes were now in full control 
of security in most of the peninsula, which has seen major 
clashes between Bedouins and government security forces 
for many years. "We have distributed weapons and are 
maintaining order. But we are worried about the food 
situation; no supplies are reaching us and we fear that our 
people may start to go hungry if the situation doesn't ease 
in the next few days." 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2011/jan/30/egyptians
-makeshift-militias-looters 

 
11-01-29 Father of suspect seeks return of seized 

items 
The father of a 21-year-old man who is jailed for biting 

two FBI agents filed a court motion Friday seeking the 
return of his guns and other property. 

Shawn Begolly, a farmer and computer professional 
from Mayport, Clarion County, and father of Emerson W. 

Begolly, is not charged with any crime. His son is charged 
in U.S. District Court with assault upon an officer of the 
United States and possessing a firearm in furtherance of a 
crime. Federal prosecutors have painted him as a well-
armed fanatic who was training toward a possible violent 
act. 

Shawn Begolly, through his attorney R. Damien Schorr, 
has asked for all of the items taken from his home and Jeep 
in a Jan. 4 raid under a Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act search warrant. Among the seized items are at least 21 
guns, some with bayonets, ammunition, a gas mask, three 
computers and assorted items like cameras, cell phones, 
computer discs, and what agents described as "box 
containing misc[ellaneous] Arabic items." 

Emerson Begolly is in jail pending trial. 
http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/11029/1121506-54.stm 
 
11-01-28 Hazleton Cops: Halfway house criminal 

robbed bank, led 100mph chase 
A resident of a controversial Hazleton halfway house 

for convicted criminals is a suspect in a Pike County bank 
robbery and led police on a dangerous 100 mph chase 
Thursday night in lower Luzerne County, according to 
state police. 

James E. Heller, 30, was arrested on a host of charges 
related to the police pursuit, between Butler Township and 
Hazleton City, and on a parole warrant for absconding 
from the MINSEC halfway house, police said. 

Heller was jailed overnight in the Luzerne County 
Correctional Facility to await video arraignment on Friday 
morning, police said. 

The 170-bed MINSEC facility at 145 W. Broad St., 
which is a transitional halfway house for just-released 
convicts, has drawn ire in recent months from citizens, 
business owners, police, and political leaders after many 
current or former residents were linked to series of crimes 
in the Hazleton area. 

In April 2010, then-State Rep. Todd Eachus, D-
Hazleton, had asked the state Department of Corrections to 
terminate a $10.5 million contract with the facility due to 
the problems. 

In recent weeks, a MINSEC resident was recently 
linked to a Hazleton church burglary, while another was 
spotted by video surveillance among the crowd at a double 
homicide in the city. In December, a former resident was 
accused of setting up a drug deal that turned deadly. 

Heller is charged with fleeing and eluding police, 
terroristic threats, recklessly endangering another person, 
resisting arrest, driving without a license, and various other 
traffic violations. 

In a press release and a criminal complaint, police only 
say Heller is a suspect in a Pike County bank robbery. No 
charges have been filed. 

According to state police at Hazleton: 
State police were notified around 6:30 p.m. Thursday 

by the Eastern Pike Regional Police Department in 



 

 
Page 54

Matamoras to be on the look out for a bank robbery 
suspect, who likely was armed. The person, later identified 
as Heller, was traveling west on Interstate 80 in a black 
2010 Dodge Charger. 

The Pike County police said the man was a suspect in 
the robbery of Wachovia Bank in Westfell Township on 
Wednesday and got away with $8,000. 

State police at Hazleton spotted Heller's vehicle around 
7 p.m. on I-80 in Butler Township. Police followed Heller 
onto Interstate 81. When a trooper tried to initiate a traffic 
stop, Heller sped up, reaching speeds of more than 100 
mph, amid traffic. 

Police said Heller called the Hazleton state police 
barracks during the pursuit, saying he was going to harm 
himself if the troopers didn't back off. Heller then exited I-
81, onto state Route 924, where he came to a stop at the 
intersection. He called the barracks again. 

"If they jump out, I'm gonna use my gun," Heller told 
the dispatcher, police said. 

Heller then continued to travel north toward Hazleton 
City. Troopers then rammed his vehicle, rendering it 
disabled. After several verbal commands, Heller exited the 
vehicle and was apprehended without incident. 

Police said a "large sum" of cash was observed on the 
floor of Heller's vehicle. 

After being placed in custody, Heller several times told 
police he robbed the Pike County bank, police said. 

Heller will be arraigned this morning on the police 
chase charges by a Luzerne County magisterial district 
judge, police said 

http://citizensvoice.com/cops-halfway-house-criminal-
robbed-bank-led-100mph-chase-1.1096795 

 
11-01-26 Allentown teacher accused of being drunk 

with gun in bra faces trial 
An Allentown school teacher who police said was 

drunk in her car and carrying an unloaded, unlicensed .357-
caliber revolver in her bra gave up her right to a 
preliminary hearing Tuesday, court records show. 

 Sarah Beth George, 30, of Coplay was charged Dec. 7 
with public drunkenness, a misdemeanor, and carrying a 
firearm without a license, a felony. 

 An Allentown police officer responded to a disturbance 
call at 1:09 a.m. at the Super 8 Motel, 1033 Airport Road, 
according to the arrest affidavit. Officer Ronald Miller 
began checking the area and found George passed out 
inside her car, the affidavit states 

Police said Miller roused George, confirmed she was 
intoxicated and for her safety took her to headquarters. At 
the police station, "an empty .357 revolver was located in 
[George's] bra," the affidavit says. 

 George waived her right to a hearing before District 
Judge Carl Balliet. The charges now move to Lehigh 
County Court, where she faces trial. 

 Russ Mayo, assistant superintendent for the Allentown 
School District, said George has been suspended with pay 

from her job at Central Elementary School since the district 
found out about the charges. 

 "We are monitoring the situation and doing our own 
investigation," Mayo said. 

 Debbie Tretter, Allentown teachers union president, 
declined to comment. 

http://www.mcall.com/news/breaking/mc-drunk-
allentown-teacher-20110126,0,7313721.story 

 
11-01-26 Utah’s Gun Appreciation Day 
This week in Washington, Senator Frank Lautenberg of 

New Jersey introduced three very modest gun regulation 
bills, including one making it more difficult to sell guns to 
people on the terror watch list. 

Meanwhile, in Salt Lake City, the State Legislature is 
considering a bill to honor the Browning M1911 pistol by 
making it the official state firearm.  

Guess which idea has the better chance of passage? Can 
I see a show of hands? Oh, you cynics, you!  

Yes, a committee in the Utah House of Representatives 
voted 9 to 2 this week to approve a bill that would add the 
Browning pistol to the pantheon of official state things, 
along with the bird (seagull), rock (coal) and dance 
(square). Also, although it really has nothing to do with this 
discussion, I have to mention that the Utah Legislature has 
provided its citizens with an official state cooking pot, and 
it is the Dutch oven.  

“This firearm is Utah,” Representative Carl Wimmer, 
the Browning bill’s sponsor, told The Salt Lake Tribune. 
He is an energetic-looking guy with a huge forehead who 
has only been in office four years yet has, according to one 
of his videos, “sponsored and passed some of the most 
significant pieces of legislation in Utah history.”  

Capitol observers say the Browning bill has an excellent 
chance of becoming law. Meanwhile, Lautenberg will be 
lucky to get a hearing. The terror of the National Rifle 
Association is so pervasive that President Obama did not 
want to poison the mood of his State of the Union address 
by suggesting that when somebody on the terror watch list 
tries to buy a gun, maybe we should do an extra check.  

“But people are now commenting on the fact that the 
president didn’t talk about it in his speech. That hasn’t 
happened for years,” said Paul Helmke of the Brady 
Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, whose job really does 
require an inordinate amount of optimism.  

Lautenberg’s bills are extremely mild, and no one 
seems eager to argue in public against the one that would 
end easy access to 30-bullet magazines that allow someone 
with a semiautomatic pistol to mow down a parking lot full 
of people in a matter of seconds. Instead, they just refuse to 
come to the phone or toss out platitudes.  

“The people that are going to commit a crime or are 
going to do something crazy aren’t going to pay attention 
to the laws in the first place. Let’s fix the real problem. 
Here’s a mentally deranged person who had access to a gun 
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that should not have had access to a gun,” said Senator 
Tom Coburn on “Meet the Press.”  

Another of Lautenberg’s bills would tighten a loophole 
in current law so a mentally deranged person who should 
not have access to guns could not go to a gun show and 
buy one without the regular security check. But never 
mind.  

On Monday, the Utah State Capitol celebrated 
Browning Day, honoring John Moses Browning, native son 
and maker of the nominee for Official State Firearm. There 
were speeches, a proclamation, a flyover by a National 
Guard helicopter, and, of course, a rotunda full of guns. 
“We recognize his efforts to preserve the Constitution,” 
Gov. Gary Herbert said, in keeping with what appears to be 
a new Republican regulation requiring all party members to 
mention the Constitution at least once in every three 
sentences.  

It is generally not a good policy to dwell on the strange 
behavior of state legislators since it leads to bottomless 
despair. If I wanted to go down that road, I’d give you 
Mark Madsen, a Utah state senator who tried to improve 
upon the Browning Day celebrations by suggesting they be 
scheduled to coincide with Martin Luther King Day since 
“both made tremendous contributions to individual 
freedom and individual liberty.”  

But it’s a symptom of a new streak of craziness abroad 
in the land, which has politicians scrambling to prove not 
just that they are against gun regulation, but also that they 
are proactively in favor of introducing guns into every 
conceivable part of American life. National parks. Schools. 
Bars. Airports.  

“There is abundant research suggesting in cities where 
more people own guns, the crime rate, especially the 
murder rate, goes down,” Utah’s new United States 
senator, Mike Lee, told CNN.  

Actually, there’s a ton of debate about this, which is 
hard to resolve given the fact that, as Michael Luo reported 
in The Times, the N.R.A.’s crack lobbyists have managed 
to stop almost all federal financing for scientific research 
on gun-related questions. But Lee has definitely made the 
list of most creative commentators on these matters, ever 
since he dismissed calls for a calmer political rhetoric after 
the Tucson massacre by arguing that “the shooter wins if 
we, who’ve been elected, change what we do just because 
of what he did.”  

Feel free to say whatever you like about the senator’s 
thinking. Be frank. Otherwise, the shooter wins.  

http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/27/opinion/27collins.
html?scp=1&sq=FIREARM&st=cse 

 
11-01-26 Guns, meetings and commnon sense  
Public safety, the right to bear arms and common sense 

dominated a discussion at Monday's DuBois City Council 
meeting. 

 Referring to the shooting of U.S. Rep. Gabrielle 
Giffords and the deaths of six people in Tucson, DuBois 

resident Lester Smiley said, "Innocent citizens were going 
to a rally to meet a representative and they ended up losing 
their lives," he said. "This should not be happening in this 
country.  

"You hear about the senseless vandalism in the city 
park, and that went on in the past; the difference is it's been 
escalating quite a bit," he said. "I think we all need to 
become watchdogs and look around and try to correct it." 

 Smiley said he thinks the problem stems from politics. 
He said at one time there were differences between 
Democrats and Republicans, but when an election was 
over, "you went and pulled up your political signs and let 
the dandelions grow." He said now, it doesn't stop. "The 
polls shut down at 8 p.m., and one minute after eight, it 
starts again." 

 Solicitor Toni Cherry asked what he expects the 
council to do, noting that it cannot infringe on people's 
constitutional rights. 

 "I am talking about examples of what is going on today 
versus yesterday," he said. "I know what their rights are." 

 "This is not the days of the Old West," he said, then 
asked resident Lee Mitchell why he carries a gun and 
brings it to council meetings.  

"Does he know something I don't know?" Smiley asked. 
"Do I need to be carrying a gun?" 
Mitchell did not answer but provided a copy of the state's 
law saying he is allowed to carry the gun and that the city 
cannot pass a law circumventing it. 

Another resident pointed out that guns are not allowed 
in certain county offices and have to be checked in unless 
authorized by a higher government. He suggested the city 
consider the same arrangement and require guns to be 
checked at the door. 

Councilwoman Diane Bernardo said she once worked in 
an alternative education school where a youth brought a 
gun and enough ammunition "to take out half of us." 

"There is a lot of crazy stuff happening," she said, 
adding that she grew up around guns and has a respect for 
them and adding that those who carry guns need to have 
respect for others who are scared of them. 

Mayor Gary Gilbert said he agrees with Smiley when it 
comes to the issue. 

"Common sense needs to come into play," he said. 
http://www.thecourierexpress.com/courierexpresscourie

rexpresslocal/906666-349/guns-meetings-and-commnon-
sense.html 

 
11-01-26 AZ senator Pearce OKs lawmakers to 

carry guns in Senate 
Arizona Senate President Russell Pearce says it’s OK 

for State Senators to carry guns inside the Senate building. 
The Arizona Republic reports the Mesa Republican 

issued a memo Tuesday to lawmakers clarifying his policy. 
Pearce says a member of the Legislature does not lose 

his or her Second Amendment rights when coming to work 
each day. 
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The policy does conflict with state law that prohibits 
weapons inside the Arizona House and Senate. 

Pearce counters that the Arizona Constitution gives him 
the authority to make the rules within the building. 

Phoenix Democrat Sen. Kyrsten Sinema says she plans 
to ask Pearce for a list of members packing guns. 

http://azcapitoltimes.com/news/2011/01/26/pearce-oks-
lawmakers-to-carry-guns-in-senate/ 

 
11-01-26 Get serious about background checks 
For all the debate and controversy following the recent 

deadly rampage in Tucson, Ariz. a few weeks ago, there is 
no doubt that alleged killer and would-be assassin Jared 
Loughner should not have been able to acquire the semi-
automatic Glock 19 and high-capacity magazine used in 
the shooting spree. 

Under federal law, a database known as the National 
Instant Criminal Background Check System is supposed to 
include the names of mentally ill people, violent and drug 
criminals, perpetrators of domestic violence and others 
who are prohibited from owning handguns. Gun dealers are 
supposed to check a buyer's ID against that database. 

But the Tucson case is at least the second in which 
records missing from the database contributed to mass 
murder and mayhem. 

In 2007 Choo Seung-Hui's name should have been in 
the federal database but was not when he obtained two 
weapons from a gun dealer. He used the guns to kill 33 
people on the campus of Virginia Tech University . 

Jared Loughner's name also should have been in the 
database, especially after Congress passed the NICS 
Improvement Act in 2008, in response to the Virginia Tech 
murders. 

But Loughner's name was not in the system. 
The 2008 law did produce an increase in the number of 

mentally ill people included in the system, from fewer to 
300,000 in 2007 to more than 1.1 million now. 

But compliance has been spotty. Pennsylvania , 
regrettably, is one of 13 states that has failed to comply 
with the 2008 law. That means that as many as 400,000 
Pennsylvanians suffering from mental illness would be 
precluded from buying weapons in Pennsylvania , but not 
in other states, because the state government has failed to 
share its information with the national database. 

That, obviously, should be corrected as soon as 
possible. 

Meanwhile, members of Congress, if they are serious 
about responding meaningfully to the attempted 
assassination of a colleague, should make sure the NICS 
system is fully funded. And, they should mandate 
background checks for all gun sales, ending the exemption 
for gun shows, for example. 

Sensible safeguards do not impede legitimate gun 
ownership, but protect everyone. Congress should heed the 
pleas of 550 mayors, from cities large and small, who have 
asked them to help make the nation's streets safer. 

http://citizensvoice.com/news/get-serious-about-
background-checks-1.1095411 

 
11-01-25 Gun bill clears Wyoming Senate  
CHEYENNE -- Wyoming residents would be able to 

carry concealed guns without a permit under a bill that 
cleared the state Senate on Monday. 

The Wyoming Senate voted 20-10 in favor of the bill, 
sponsored by Sen. Kit Jennings, R-Casper. 

If the bill ultimately becomes law, Wyoming would join 
Alaska, Arizona and Vermont as states that don't require 
citizens to have permits to carry concealed weapons. 

Supporters of the Wyoming bill note that the state and 
federal constitutions guarantee the people's right to carry 
guns. They also say criminals are already carrying 
concealed weapons illegally. 

Opponents, however, said they're worried about putting 
more guns into hands of people who shouldn't have them. 

Sen. Cale Case, R-Lander, voted for the bill. "In my 
heart, it just comes down to responsible people following 
the law and carrying a gun are not a threat," he said after 
the Senate hearing. 

"It's people not following the law, or who are mentally 
over the top, they're not going to be deterred by a law that 
says you can't carry it," Case said. "To me, in the end, it's 
pretty clear." 

Sen. Charles Scott, R-Casper, spoke against the bill on 
the Senate floor. 

"Here we're all for protecting the right to keep and bear 
arms," Scott said after the vote. "My thought was this bill 
was dangerous in that respect, in that it removed some of 
the controls we have on people carrying concealed 
weapons who are likely to be dangerous." 

Scott said the average person could manage a concealed 
weapon. "It's the people that drink too much, and the 
people who are just plain literally crazy that you have to 
worry about," he said. 

Wyoming already has issued more than 20,000 permits 
that allow citizens to carry concealed guns. The state would 
retain its permit system if Jennings' bill becomes law 
because the permits allow people to carry concealed in 
other states that have agreements with Wyoming. 

Scott said it's debatable whether the existing permit 
system gives law enforcement enough discretion to deny 
permit applications. 

"This law goes the exact opposite direction," and 
justifiably makes law enforcement nervous, Scott said. "I 
think there's a risk if this passes you're going to have a real 
tragedy, the left-wing gun control folks are going to use as 
an excuse for pushing some gun control that really would 
be dangerous for our rights." 

Several law enforcement officials urged a Senate 
committee last week to consider carefully any change to 
the state's existing permit system. 
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Anthony Bouchard, executive of the Wyoming Gun 
Owners Association, said his group has been lobbying for 
the bill. 

"We certainly want criminals to be punished to the 
max," Bouchard said. "But we don't want people that are 
just exercising their right to defend themselves penalized 
when they have no ill intent." 

http://trib.com/news/state-and-regional/govt-and-
politics/article_f27bf10e-fd3f-512f-8869-
ad131df71c06.html 

 
11-01-25 N.R.A. Stymies Firearms Research, 

Scientists Say 
In the wake of the shootings in Tucson, the familiar 

questions inevitably resurfaced: Are communities where 
more people carry guns safer or less safe? Does the 
availability of high-capacity magazines increase deaths? 
Do more rigorous background checks make a difference?  

The reality is that even these and other basic questions 
cannot be fully answered, because not enough research has 
been done. And there is a reason for that. Scientists in the 
field and former officials with the government agency that 
used to finance the great bulk of this research say the 
influence of the National Rife Association has all but 
choked off money for such work.  

“We’ve been stopped from answering the basic 
questions,” said Mark Rosenberg, former director of the 
National Center for Injury Control and Prevention, part of 
the federal Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
which was for about a decade the leading source of 
financing for firearms research.  

Chris Cox, the N.R.A.’s chief lobbyist, said his group 
had not tried to squelch genuine scientific inquiries, just 
politically slanted ones.  

“Our concern is not with legitimate medical science,” 
Mr. Cox said. “Our concern is they were promoting the 
idea that gun ownership was a disease that needed to be 
eradicated.”  

The amount of money available today for studying the 
impact of firearms is a fraction of what it was in the mid-
1990s, and the number of scientists toiling in the field has 
dwindled to just a handful as a result, researchers say.  

The dearth of money can be traced in large measure to a 
clash between public health scientists and the N.R.A. in the 
mid-1990s. At the time, Dr. Rosenberg and others at the 
C.D.C. were becoming increasingly assertive about the 
importance of studying gun-related injuries and deaths as a 
public health phenomenon, financing studies that found, 
for example, having a gun in the house, rather than 
conferring protection, significantly increased the risk of 
homicide by a family member or intimate acquaintance.  

Alarmed, the N.R.A. and its allies on Capitol Hill 
fought back. The injury center was guilty of “putting out 
papers that were really political opinion masquerading as 
medical science,” said Mr. Cox, who also worked on this 
issue for the N.R.A. more than a decade ago.  

Initially, pro-gun lawmakers sought to eliminate the 
injury center completely, arguing that its work was 
“redundant” and reflected a political agenda. When that 
failed, they turned to the appropriations process. In 1996, 
Representative Jay Dickey, Republican of Arkansas, 
succeeded in pushing through an amendment that stripped 
$2.6 million from the disease control centers’ budget, the 
very amount it had spent on firearms-related research the 
year before.  

“It’s really simple with me,” Mr. Dickey, 71 and now 
retired, said in a telephone interview. “We have the right to 
bear arms because of the threat of government taking over 
the freedoms that we have.”  

The Senate later restored the money but designated it 
for research on traumatic brain injury. Language was also 
inserted into the centers’ appropriations bill that remains in 
place today: “None of the funds made available for injury 
prevention and control at the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention may be used to advocate or promote gun 
control.”  

The prohibition is striking, firearms researchers say, 
because there are already regulations that bar the use of 
C.D.C. money for lobbying for or against legislation. No 
other field of inquiry is singled out in this way.  

In the end, researchers said, even though it is murky 
what exactly is allowed under this provision and what is 
not, the upshot is clear inside the centers: the agency 
should tread in this area only at its own peril.  

“They had a near-death experience,” said Dr. Arthur 
Kellermann, whose study on the risks versus the benefits of 
having guns in the home became a focal point of attack by 
the N.R.A.  

In the years since, the C.D.C. has been exceedingly 
wary of financing research focused on firearms. In its 
annual requests for proposals, for example, firearms 
research has been notably absent. Gail Hayes, 
spokeswoman for the centers, confirmed that since 1996, 
while the agency has issued requests for proposals that 
include the study of violence, which may include gun 
violence, it had not sent out any specifically on firearms. 

“For policy to be effective, it needs to be based on 
evidence,” said Dr. Garen Wintemute, director of the 
Violence Prevention Research Program at the University of 
California, Davis, who had his C.D.C. financing cut in 
1996. “The National Rifle Association and its allies in 
Congress have largely succeeded in choking off the 
development of evidence upon which that policy could be 
based.”  

Private foundations initially stepped into the breach, but 
their attention tends to wax and wane, researchers said. 
They are also much more interested in work that leads to 
immediate results and less willing to finance basic 
epidemiological research that scientists say is necessary to 
establishing a foundation of knowledge about the 
connection between guns and violence, or the lack thereof.  
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The National Institute of Justice, part of the Justice 
Department, also used to finance firearms research, 
researchers said, but that money has also petered out in 
recent years. (Institute officials said they hoped to 
reinvigorate financing in this area.)  

Stephen Teret, founding director of the Johns Hopkins 
Center for Gun Policy and Research, estimated that the 
amount of money available for firearms research was a 
quarter of what it used to be. With so much uncertainty 
about financing, Mr. Teret said, the circle of academics 
who study the phenomenon has fallen off significantly.  

After the centers’ clash with the N.R.A., Mr. Teret said 
he was asked by C.D.C. officials to “curtail some things I 
was saying about guns and gun policy.”  

Mr. Teret objected, saying his public comments about 
gun policy did not come while he was on the “C.D.C. 
meter.” After he threatened to file a lawsuit against the 
agency, Mr. Teret said, the officials backed down and gave 
him “a little bit more leeway.”  

C.D.C. financing for research on gun violence has not 
stopped completely, but it is now mostly limited to work in 
which firearms are only a component.  

The centers also ask researchers it finances to give it a 
heads-up anytime they are publishing studies that have 
anything to do with firearms. The agency, in turn, relays 
this information to the N.R.A. as a courtesy, said Thomas 
Skinner, a spokesman for the centers.  

Invariably, researchers said, whenever their work 
touches upon firearms, the C.D.C. becomes squeamish. In 
the end, they said, it is often simply easier to avoid the 
topic if they want to continue to be in the agency’s good 
graces.  

Dr. Stephen Hargarten, professor and chairman of 
emergency medicine at the Medical College of Wisconsin, 
used to direct a research center, financed by the C.D.C., 
that focused on gun violence, but he said he had now 
shifted his attention to other issues.  

http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/26/us/26guns.html?_r
=3 

 
11-01-24 4 Detroit police officers shot, gunman dead 

in 'horrifying' attack 
It was just before 4:30 p.m. Sunday when the gunman 

walked into the police station. 
Sgt. Carrie Schulz was shot first. Cmdr. Brian Davis 

raced out of an office and exchanged fire with the gunman. 
Davis took a bullet in the back. 

Then the gunman rushed the horseshoe-shaped front 
desk with his weapon drawn. Sgt. Ray Saati and Officer 
David Anderson were hit before police killed the 38-year-
old shooter. 

That’s how terror unfolded in the Detroit Police 
Department’s Northwestern District, according to 
interviews with police sources. 

All of the officers are expected to recover, according to 
Police Chief Ralph Godbee Jr., but the incident has raised 

concern about security in the city’s many community 
police precincts and districts. 

The four officers wounded Sunday were taken to Sinai-
Grace Hospital, where hundreds of other officers came to 
support them. Mayor Dave Bing also was there, meeting 
with the shooting victims, spokesman Dan Lijana said. 

Godbee did not release the names of those shot, but the 
Free Press obtained them from sources, including people 
who worked inside the building. 

Davis underwent surgery for his wound and was in 
critical condition, but Godbee said his prognosis is very 
good. 

Schulz was hit in the chest, but her bulletproof vest 
protected her. She was treated and released, Godbee said. 
On her Facebook page Sunday night, Schulz posted this 
partial status update: “Leave it to say bullet proof vests 
really do work! I am REALLY sore and have a few holes 
in the clothes but luckily no holes in me.” 

Anderson had a graze wound on his head and was in 
temporary serious condition 
Sunday night. He was alert and talking, but will be kept in 
the hospital for observation, Godbee said. 

Saati also had a graze on his head and was hospitalized 
alert and talking. 

Godbee this morning identified the shooter as Lamar 
Deshea Moore. 

He wouldn't comment today on a possible motive, but 
said Moore has a relative who is set to be sentenced today 
for double homicide. 

Moore's grandmother told the Free Press this morning 
she has no idea why her grandson might have shot up the 
police district. 

She said she was tired. 
“I just can’t right now,” she said. “I can’t right now." 
It was 'horrifying' 
Sgt. Todd Eby, who was in the station when the 

shooting erupted, called it “absolutely horrifying.” He was 
sitting at his desk in the back of the building when he heard 
the shots. He said the attack was unprovoked. 

Officers took cover and returned fire, Godbee said. 
“They did all the things that we train them to do under 

pressure,” he said. 
Sunday’s shooting was not the first time a gunman has 

attacked Detroit police on their own turf. 
According to a Free Press story from May 1998, Marvin 

Terry walked into the 9th (Gratiot) Precinct with a sawed-
off rifle and automatic handgun and fired at least six 
rounds. 

Terry, 25, was hit by numerous shots from officers 
returning fire. He was on life support and died later that 
year. No officers were injured. 

Security was a concern 
On Sunday night, a Salvation Army Emergency 

Disaster Services truck was parked outside the police 
station, along with a DPD crime scene services van. 

Security at the precincts will be reviewed, Godbee said. 



 

 
Page 59

The station has access via a revolving door and two 
traditional glass doors. There is no bulletproof glass or 
metal detectors, according to an employee in the building. 

Retired Police Sgt. David Malhalab said he hadn’t been 
in the building in a couple of years, but said the front desk 
“was always a concern, from Day 1.” 

He said officers sit below the high desk and can’t see if 
someone has something in his or her hands when they 
come in. 

Security changes are being looked at, and changes may 
be made in how members of the public are screened before 
they come in, Godbee said. 

“It’s possible, more than likely, that we will be 
changing a number of things relative to standard operating 
procedures,” Godbee said. 

“We owe it to our officers to take a look at security 
procedures at all of our facilities.” 

Detroit City Council President Charles Pugh said the 
shooting underscores the vulnerability of police officers 
and the urgency of improving security at precincts. 

“This really makes me angry because it’s so 
unnecessary,” Pugh said. “It’s outrageous that officers who 
protect our city every day are victimized like this.” 

http://www.freep.com/article/C4/20110124/NEWS05/1
01240382 

 
11-01-19 Disarming the harmless 
It was predictable for anti-gun activists to surface after 

the Tucson tragedy of Jan. 8. Some are the same 
opportunists who tried blaming the attempted assassination 
of U.S. Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords on Sarah Palin 
and the Tea Party, but others aren't political. They're 
simply gun-shy. It's a condition, I suppose, or at least a 
phobia, beyond the reach of reason.  

Gun-shy folk have this much in common with gun-
enthusiasts.  

Guns are loved and hated irrationally. Some people 
admire firearms, collect them, fondle them, all but have sex 
with them. Others abhor guns, consider them pornographic, 
react to them as Victorians did to risque remarks. Both 
types are equally alien to me, but they aren't equal.  

Former Toronto mayor David Miller was gun-shy. (I 
imagine he still is.) He tried making Toronto a gun-free 
zone, or said he would. He wanted Torontonians to have no 
guns, gun clubs, gun collections or shooting ranges within 
the city limits. He himself had no guns, presumably, or any 
interest in shooting.  

Had the former mayor been a gun enthusiast, much as 
he may have collected guns and visited shooting ranges 
himself, I doubt if he would have tried obliging his fellow 
Torontonians to do so.  

Here's the difference. Those who love guns rarely 
demand that you share their admiration, but those who hate 
guns demand that you share their aversion. Firearm-
philiacs make no attempt to persuade, let alone oblige, 
anyone to have a love affair with guns, but firearmphobiacs 

use the law at every turn to make their hatred obligatory. 
Gun-lovers understand something about freedom; gun-
haters understand only coercion. In the gun debate, the 
peaceniks are the bullies.  

What about the merits of the debate? Immaterial. Love 
and hate are beyond debate. Ex-mayor Miller, for instance, 
used to talk about pubic safety. He and I may not have 
shared many soft spots, but I'd defy anyone to have a softer 
spot for public safety than me. I pose no threat to my 
townspeople, and I prefer my townspeople to pose no 
threat to me. Yet the same goal -- public safety -- would 
lead Miller and me to entirely different policies. His 
instinct would be to control guns; mine, to control crime.  

Gun-control advocates would disarm the harmless, and 
leave them defenceless against the harmful they can't 
disarm. If I couldn't disarm the harmful, which would be 
my first choice, my second choice would be to arm the 
harmless, or at least encourage them to arm themselves.  

Disarming the harmless is easier, of course. Passing a 
law is all it takes. People who don't much shoot people pay 
attention to laws. Many even pay attention to bylaws. Pass 
a bylaw that says "give up your guns, please" and by golly, 
they'll give 'em up.  

In contrast, disarming the harmful may be impossible. 
They're scofflaws. They don't obey.  

Politics, as they say, is the art of the possible. Mayors 
are politicians, practical people, favouring practical 
solutions. Passing laws for the law-abiding is practical 
because they'll generally abide by them, while passing laws 
for the lawless is impractical for they will rarely do so.  

For politicians, the matter seems simple. Only 
impractical people advocate measures that depend for 
success on compliance by the lawless -- they say -- when 
with the same effort they could put laws on the books that 
depend for success on compliance by the law-abiding. 
What's the use of passing laws that people don't obey, such 
as "thou shalt not kill?" We've hundreds of such laws on 
the books. "Don't carry illicit handguns; don't peddle illicit 
drugs; don't shoot up the neighbourhood." They're all laws 
that cost a mint to enforce, to little avail. The practical 
thing is to pass laws that people do obey, such as "no 
shooting ranges within Toronto city limits." Switching 
from low-compliance-rate laws to high-compliance-rate 
laws is the ticket.  

It's a ticket, all right -- but a ticket to what? If the 
destination is public safety, gun collectors aren't in the 
way, either in Toronto or Tucson. Citizens using guns in 
self-defence aren't in the way, either. They aren't making 
our cities unsafe. What makes our cities unsafe is drug-
dealing youth gangs shooting at each other and hitting 
passersby. Or deranged individuals hearing voices that urge 
them to shove people in front of subways. Or the 
authorities defending shoplifters against shopkeepers more 
keenly than shopkeepers against shoplifters, as they did in 
Toronto last year.  
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Outlawing shooting ranges within the city limits won't 
change that. No passer-by has ever been shot at a Toronto 
shooting range. Threats to public safety don't come from 
insufficient laws but insufficient people: teenage mothers, 
drug culture, youth gangs, mental illness. The problem? 
Try political correctness, self-censoring politicians, 
irresolute courts, hamstrung police. People obeying good 
laws reduces crime; good people obeying bad laws reduces 
only freedom.  

One cannot restrict the defiant by constraining the 
compliant. A law that obliged everybody within Toronto 
city limits to breathe would bring 100% compliance from 
the living and no significant change of behaviour from 
anyone else. 
http://www.nationalpost.com/Disarming+harmless/412949
8/story.html 

 
11-01-18 Girl Critical After Los Angeles School 

Shooting 
Student Taken Into Custody, Police Say 
LOS ANGELES -- Doctors say a 15-year-old boy is in 

fair condition after being shot in the neck at a high school, 
and a female student suffered a skull fracture, bruising to 
the brain and a significant blood clot.  

Neurosurgeon Dr. James Ausman says the 15-year-old 
girl was unconscious when she arrived at Los Angeles 
County Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Tuesday and went 
into surgery within 30 minutes to remove the clot.  

She is in critical condition and remains sedated. Her 
family is by her side.  

Deputy Police Chief Patrick Gannon says both victims 
were hit by one bullet that was fired when a gun in a 
backpack went off when it was dropped at Gardena High 
School.  

The 17-year-old student who brought the gun is being 
questioned by police. 

http://www.wmur.com/r/26530196/detail.html 
 
11-01-18 Man carrying guns in front of Utah mall 

may not have broken the law 
OREM -- A man who frightened shoppers at the 

University Mall in Orem by carrying guns in the open may 
be charged, though police say he did not break the law in 
how he carried the weapons.  

The man caused a lot of concern among people who 
saw him armed Saturday in a busy area of the city.  

"The guy was well within in rights to bear arms. He was 
not doing anything wrong. Leave the guy alone." -- 
Karolyne Williams  

Police received several 911 calls that morning about a 
man armed with a rifle and a handgun walking down the 
street in front of the mall at the intersection of University 
Parkway and State Street in Orem. Calls first started 
coming in as the man passed through the neighborhood 
around 1600 South and 800 East.  

The man was wearing an unloaded assault rifle and had 
a handgun holstered. Officers also discovered a large knife. 
A witness told KSL the man was wearing a leather jacket 
and beret.  

When officers found the man, they say he wasn't 
pointing the guns at anyone, he was just carrying them. 
Since the guns were unloaded and he was not threatening 
anyone, officers determined he was not breaking the law.  

The police report obtained by KSL showed the man told 
officers he was "within his rights due to Utah being a open 
carry state."  

"When you find out [the guns are] unloaded and he's 
just carrying them out in the open and they're not 
concealed, there's not much we can do," said Sgt. Craig 
Martinez, Orem Police Department.  

Still, mall management was upset with the man and 
asked police to remove him from mall property. According 
to the police report, the man was told by officers his 
actions were alarming to the public and if he returned to 
mall property he would be arrested for trespassing.  

Gunman familiar with gun laws  
Police say the man was well versed in Utah's gun laws, 

but they are not sure if his intention was to test the law.  
"Common sense would state you don't walk down the 

street with a rifle, but Utah State Law says you can, so it's 
very debatable on what's common sense or not," Martinez 
said.  

"I wouldn't walk down the street with a rifle, but that's 
me," Martinez added. "It doesn't mean you can't, because 
right now, this guy wasn't violating any law when it comes 
to the guns."  

Orem police have turned the case over to the city 
prosecutor for a possible charge of disorderly conduct. 
Officers say that's because the man's actions caused a 
disturbance to many people, especially because it happened 
just one week after the tragic shooting in Tucson.  

Gun owners must act with decorum, advocate says  
Meanwhile, gun rights advocate Clark Aphosian of the 

Utah Shooting Sports Council says just because you can, it 
doesn't always mean you should carry openly.  

Aphosian said property owners have every right to ask 
someone to leave, especially if that property is a business.  

"In these heady days of terrorism and multiple-victim 
shootings and public shootings, it is going to cause people 
to take a second or third look," Aphosian said. "I think 
people that are carrying the firearms probably, truth be 
told, expect to be stopped or questioned."  

Gun owners need to act with decorum, as do citizens 
and property owners, Aphosian said.  

"Both need to be exercise with appropriate decorum," 
he said. "I think both can coexist at the same time."  

Aphosian said people doing something just because 
they can should also expect to be questioned. And if they 
violate some law in the process, they also should also 
expect to face possible penalties. At the same time, he said, 
gun ownership rights should be respected.  
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http://www.ksl.com/index.php?nid=148&sid=14047833 
 
11-01-18 York councilwoman suggests banning guns 

at meetings 
A member of the public who carries a gun at council 

meetings has been scaring other residents, Councilwoman 
Toni Smith said. 

York, PA - York City Councilwoman Toni Smith 
suggested a ban on guns from city council meetings 
Tuesday night but was advised by legal counsel that such a 
move would be illegal.  

Smith said she had talked to York County officials 
about instituting a firearm ban in the wake of the Arizona 
shooting that critically wounded Congresswoman Gabrielle 
Giffords and killed six others. Guns are prohibited in the 
York County Judicial Center.  

Smith said residents have been scared to attend council 
meetings because a member of the public regularly carries 
a gun to meetings. Although Smith did not specify whom, 
York resident and frequent council critic Steven Young 
regularly brings a holstered handgun to council 
proceedings.  

"We always react after the fact," Smith said. "We really 
can't read the people's mind if somebody is stable or not, 
since we don't even have the nuthouse in this country to put 
people in."  

City Solicitor Don Hoyt said a restriction on firearms 
applied to the courthouse but not the city office building 
under the state Uniform Firearms Act.  

Smith noted the state capitol does not allow guns.  
"In Harrisburg, they protect themselves, and here . . . 

thank god we have one police officer that I requested, 
because I'm not comfortable," Smith said.  

Young left the meeting prior to Smith's suggestion. 
Reached later for comment, he said he has a constitutional 
right to carry the gun to the meeting.  

"Gun laws come from Harrisburg, which prevents local 
nitwits from doing things on their own," Young said.  

Young noted he has suggested on several occasions 
moving council meetings to chambers at the York County 
administrative building. All guns must be stored in lockers 
at that building, he said.  

"It's just because they can see my firearm," he said. 
"What about everybody they can't see?"  

Councilwoman Renee Nelson urged people to attend 
council meetings anyway.  

"The people who may be coming and carrying do have 
a permit, so they have had their background checked," she 
said. "Not that I can assure that everyone is sane." 

http://www.ydr.com/local/ci_17131562 
 
11-01-18 Are Revolvers Still Relevant? 
About 18 years ago, I hung up my revolvers, and 

replaced them with semi-automatic pistols. I first embraced 
the Glock platform, and most recently, the 1911 auto and 
its various models. But, over the past several years, I have 

found myself more often slipping that lightweight .38 
snubby into my pocket when I make a run to the store, 
primarily for the sake of convenience. Readers will also 
recall the .38 snubby plays a large role in my gun packing 
and motorcycle riding scheme (CCM May/June 2009, 
"Concealed Carry on a Motorcycle"). And, over the past 
several years, our training school has seen a resurgence in 
new gun purchasers, with many of those first time gun 
buyers bringing small revolvers to class. So, when I made 
the decision to attend Tom Givens' RangerMaster Tactical 
Conference this year, I thought to myself, what a great 
opportunity to answer the title question of this article! Each 
spring for the past eleven years, Tom has put together a 
gathering of armed citizens to shoot and train together, 
with the two-day event drawing participants and top 
instructors from all across the nation. I have participated in 
several, and was looking forward again to this year's event. 

Limited to 120 participants, the group this year included 
such well-known instructors such as John Farnam, Massad 
Ayoob, and Skip Gochenour, as well as several lesser 
known but none-the-less brilliant presenters, resulting in 
two full days of top-notch training covering a dozen 
different subject areas. But, the training portion is not the 
subject of this article, because in addition to the training 
sessions, there is a pistol match, allowing each participant 
to get a little dose of shooting under stress, an endeavor 
every serious gun packer should do from time to time. 
There is nothing like a little stress to expose those little 
problem areas in your shooting repertoire. 

Recently, I had the fortune to put together a unique 
revolver; one which I felt had a lot of potential. It is an N-
frame Smith and Wesson Model 610 (that's right, a 10mm), 
and I swapped the stock 6.5 inch barrel for a 3 inch one, 
supplied direct from Smith and Wesson. I then entrusted 
the revolver and barrel to the competent hands of 
revolversmith Grant Cunningham, and he made the swap. 
So, a few weeks before the tactical conference, I decided to 
take the revolver and shoot it in the match. I wanted to 
answer the question, are revolvers still relevant? Can a 
good hand with a revolver take care of business and 
compete while shooting head to head against other 
competent gunmen with semi-autos? 

To answer the question, I loaded up some relatively hot 
.40 caliber loads to snap into the full moon clips that the 
610 takes (one can shoot either .40 S+W loads or 10mm 
loads in the 610). I have found that reloading the shorter 
.40 loads into the 610 cylinder is much easier and faster 
than 10mm shells. Also, I wanted to make sure the loads 
were stout enough to take down the reactive targets that 
Tom Givens typically uses in his matches, setting these 
targets to only go down with full power loads (not wimpy 
match ammo). I then made the appropriate travel 
arrangements, and off I went to a part of the country I had 
never before visited, armed with a six-shooter, to go head 
to head with some of the best in the business, armed with 
hi-cap semi-autos. It would be fun. 
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So, how did this antiquated six shot technology do 
against the super whiz-bang, high capacity flatsiders? Let's 
take a look at the challenges presented in the match, and 
you decide for yourself if the revolver can still deliver. 

But, before I go on, I would be remiss not to mention 
the superb facilities this year's conference was held at, that 
being the new United States Shooting Academy located in 
Tulsa, OK. They have built one of the finest shooting 
ranges in the country, complete with a state-of-the-art 
shoot house, which the first stage was set in. Stage one was 
a tactical stage, called "Embassy Exit." It was not scored 
on pure shooting skills, but instead on a combination of 
tactics and ballistic prowess. The tactical shooting 
challenge was ripped directly from the headlines, a re-
creation of the Mumbai terrorist attack last November in 
India. The scenario called for the shooter to work his way 
out of an American Embassy, encountering terrorists armed 
with AK-47s along with unarmed innocents, and hostage 
situations. The task was simple. Get out as fast as you can, 
without leaving any terrorists alive to shoot you in the back 
or kill the innocents.  

When the attack starts, the shooter moves through the 
shoot house, encountering scenarios like the one pictured. 
Either a head shot or body shot takes the target down. 
When I hit the terrorists where they lived, with the hot .40 
loads, they dropped like a sack of potatoes. That was 
comforting. The shooter was limited to the capacity of his 
gun and two extra loads, meaning I only had 18 shots to 
solve this problem. That idea caused me a moment's pause, 
but when I finished the stage, I found I had reloaded twice, 
and ended with a full gun load of six rounds. Given the fact 
there were seven or eight targets inside, I felt pretty good 
about it. Scored by overall time (and I admit I took extra 
time to make sure I didn't miss any of those nasty bastards 
with the AKs), I finished with a respectable but not record-
setting time of 51.22 seconds. Good enough for 24th 
overall, out of 91 shooters. Oh yeah, did I tell you about 
the bomb? About halfway through, there was a loud, bright 
explosion right in front of me. I know it raised my heart 
rate considerably, and cost me ten seconds as I jumped 
back behind cover and surveyed the area. I'll take the ten-
second hit though, making sure no other bombs were going 
to explode in my face! I must also admit there was no small 
degree of satisfaction blowing away terrorist targets with a 
large caliber revolver! 

The next stage was the standards, a straight forward 
shooting skills test that would be the real test of whether a 
six-shot revolver can still hold its own. A series of shooting 
exercises from 5-20 yards, involving strong hand and weak 
hand shooting, along with kneeling and speed loads, made 
this a challenging test. In previous matches, I have shot 
Tom's standards too fast, dropping precious points, so this 
time I decided to take just a little extra time with each shot, 
and that tactic paid off. I only dropped two points and 
placed 32nd overall. Not bad, considering I had two forced 
reloads where every other shooter with a flat side gun 

didn't have to reload. That probably cost me an extra six 
seconds (three seconds per reload) which would have put 
me up much higher. But the test was to see if the revolver, 
and its low capacity, could compete head-to-head, so I'm 
not complaining. But when I watched U.S.S.A operations 
manager and IPSC Grandmaster Mike Seeklander shoot the 
stage, I realized I should have shot much faster. He was, in 
my opinion, the man to beat in the match, and his results in 
the standards with a score of 36.4, only about 30 seconds 
faster than I, certainly proved that hypothesis. There is a 
lesson here. If I ever have to face Mike in a shoot out with 
me armed with a six shot revolver, we will see how well he 
does on moving targets, 'cause I'm gonna be running as fast 
as I can! 

The third stage was based upon a classic shooting 
exercise designed by the late Col. Jeff Cooper, called the 
Dozier Drill, named after General James L. Dozier, who 
was kidnapped by leftist terrorists in 1981 when a group of 
them raided his apartment. As I understand it, Cooper 
postulated that if Dozier had been armed with a handgun, 
he could have shot down his kidnappers immediately, 
instead of suffering 42 days of captivity before being 
rescued by Italian S.W.A.T. cops. This rendition of the 
Dozier Drill had the shooter facing away from five steel 
reactive targets, and when the start signal was given, he 
would spin, draw, and shoot them all down. Hmm, five 
targets, six shots. I had better not miss. So when my turn in 
the box came, I spun as fast as this 53-year old 
endomorphic body could spin and, for what felt like an 
eternity, shot them all down with one shot apiece. That 
eternity was actually, 4.79 seconds, good enough for a 25th 
place finish on that stage. The fact that I felt I could not 
risk any missed shots made me shoot a little slower than I 
normally would have on a stage like that, but the result was 
pretty good. Seeklander won that stage too with a blazing 
3.23 seconds. It was a pleasure to watch him perform. 

The last stage of the match involved the rescue of a 
baby, and was my best stage. I came in 7th place overall, 
with a time of 10.54 seconds, only 2.21 seconds behind the 
stage winner (again, Mike Seeklander). This stage was 
actually much like a classic IPSC stage, involving a little 
scenario where the shooter needs to run and grab a baby, 
engage the two targets supposedly attempting to kidnap the 
baby, and then run behind a truck, secure the baby gently 
behind the truck wheels for cover, and then engage two 
additional targets which were surrounding a no-shoot 
target. The 610 performed splendidly in this stage; in fact I 
kind of felt like it was controlling me, forcing me to shoot 
it a little faster than I had been shooting. After all there 
were only four targets to engage, so I could shoot a little 
faster without worrying about running out of ammo. I think 
there is a lesson here too, but I am not sure exactly what it 
is. 

Overall results and impressions 
I came in 16th overall, ahead of 85 other shooters, 

shooting a gun which only holds six shots. Frankly, I 
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would have placed much higher (likely in the top ten) if I 
hadn't taken Stage One (Embassy Exit) as seriously as I 
did. As an example of what I mean, I actually placed 
higher overall than Mike Seeklander did, even though he 
beat me handily on the three pure shooting stages, and won 
each of those overall. You see, he took Embassy Exit even 
more seriously than I did, clearing the shoot house slowly 
and methodically as his previous military training taught 
him, taking 109.41 seconds. I wish I could have watched 
and filmed his work in the shoot house; it would have been 
a good training film. There is a lesson here too: Train as 
you want to fight, the scores be damned. Perhaps in the 
future, these types of stages should not be scored except on 
a pass/fail basis. 

So is the revolver still relevant? Absolutely! The S&W 
Model 610 is a great, albeit a little large, platform for 
serious shooters with small hands. When using full moon 
clips and .40 loads, it doesn't give much away to a 1911. I 
will admit I was rusty in the shooting skills side of things, 
having not shot a revolver in competition for more than 18 
years, but overall, I was quite pleased with the experience 
and results. I have some guns that I will never sell, and the 
three-inch barreled 610 just made it into that category. In 
fact, it is cleaned and loaded, serving duty as my bedside 
gun as I write this. 

http://www.humanevents.com/article.php?id=41188 
 
11-01-18 On Gun Control and Violence 
The terrible violence in Arizona last weekend prompted 

much national discussion on many issues. All Americans 
are united in their sympathies for the victims and their 
families. All wonder what could motivate such a horrible 
act. However, some have attempted to use this tragedy to 
discredit philosophical adversaries or score political points. 
This sort of opportunism is simply despicable. 

We are fortunate to live in a society where violence is 
universally denounced. Not one public official or 
commentator has attempted to justify this reprehensible act, 
yet the newspapers, internet, and airwaves are full of 
people trying to claim it was somehow motivated by 
someone else’s political rhetoric. Most disturbing are the 
calls to use government power to censor certain forms of 
speech, and even outlaw certain types of criticism of public 
officials. This was the completely apolitical act of a violent 
and disturbed man. How sad that the attempted murder of 
the Congresswoman who had just read the First 
Amendment on the House floor would be used in efforts to 
chill free speech! Perhaps some would feel safer if the 
Alien and Sedition Acts were reinstated. 

Also troubling are the renewed calls for stricter gun 
control laws, and for government to "do something" to 
somehow prevent similar incidents in the future. This 
always seems to be the knee jerk reaction to any crime 
committed with a gun. Nonsensical proposals to outlaw 
guns around federal officials and install bulletproof barriers 
in the congressional gallery only reinforce the growing 

perception that politicians view their own lives as far more 
important than the lives of ordinary citizens. Politicians 
and a complicit media have conditioned many citizens to 
view government as our protector, leading to more 
demands for government action whenever tragedies occur. 
But this impulse is at odds with the best American 
traditions of self-reliance and individualism, and it also 
leads to bad laws and the loss of liberty. 

Remember -- liberty only has meaning if we still 
believe in it when terrible things happen and more 
government security is demanded. Government cannot 
make us safe by mandating security any more than it can 
make us prosperous by decreeing an end to poverty. 

We need to reaffirm the core American value of 
individual responsibility. Consider the young man who had 
the courage to tackle the shooter and prevent further 
carnage because he himself had a concealed weapon. 
Without that gun, he could have been yet another sitting 
duck. When peaceful citizens are armed, they at least have 
a chance against armed criminals. 

 Advocates of gun control would urge us to leave our 
safety to law enforcement, but eyewitness reports indicate 
it took police as much as 20 minutes to arrive on the scene 
that day! Since police cannot be everywhere all of the time, 
a large part of our personal safety depends on our ability to 
defend ourselves. 

Our constitutional right to bear arms does not create a 
society without risks of violent crime, and neither would 
the strictest gun control laws. Guns and violence are a fact 
of life. The question is whether it is preferable to be 
defenseless while waiting for the police, or to have the 
option to arm yourself. We certainly know criminals prefer 
the former. 

http://www.campaignforliberty.com/article.php?view=1
293 

 
11-01-18 Man carrying guns in front of mall may not 

have broken the law 
OREM -- A man who frightened shoppers at the 

University Mall in Orem by carrying guns in the open may 
be charged, though police say he did not break the law in 
how he carried the weapons.  

The man caused a lot of concern among people who 
saw him armed Saturday in a busy area of the city. 

Police received several 911 calls that morning about a 
man armed with a rifle and a handgun walking down the 
street in front of the mall at the intersection of University 
Parkway and State Street in Orem. Calls first started 
coming in as the man passed through the neighborhood 
around 1600 South and 800 East.  

The man was wearing an unloaded assault rifle and had 
a handgun holstered. Officers also discovered a large knife. 
A witness told KSL the man was wearing a leather jacket 
and beret.  

When officers found the man, they say he wasn't 
pointing the guns at anyone, he was just carrying them. 
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Since the guns were unloaded and he was not threatening 
anyone, officers determined he was not breaking the law.  

The police report obtained by KSL showed the man told 
officers he was "within his rights due to Utah being a open 
carry state."  

"When you find out [the guns are] unloaded and he's 
just carrying them out in the open and they're not 
concealed, there's not much we can do," said Sgt. Craig 
Martinez, Orem Police Department.  

Still, mall management was upset with the man and 
asked police to remove him from mall property. According 
to the police report, the man was told by officers his 
actions were alarming to the public and if he returned to 
mall property he would be arrested for trespassing.  

Gunman familiar with gun laws  
Police say the man was well versed in Utah's gun laws, 

but they are not sure if his intention was to test the law. 
Common sense would state you don't walk down the 

street with a rifle, but Utah State Law says you can, so it's 
very debatable on what's common sense or not," Martinez 
said.  

"I wouldn't walk down the street with a rifle, but that's 
me," Martinez added. "It doesn't mean you can't, because 
right now, this guy wasn't violating any law when it comes 
to the guns."  

Orem police have turned the case over to the city 
prosecutor for a possible charge of disorderly conduct. 
Officers say that's because the man's actions caused a 
disturbance to many people, especially because it happened 
just one week after the tragic shooting in Tucson.  

Gun owners must act with decorum, advocate says  
Meanwhile, gun rights advocate Clark Aphosian of the 

Utah Shooting Sports Council says just because you can, it 
doesn't always mean you should carry openly.  

Aphosian said property owners have every right to ask 
someone to leave, especially if that property is a business.  

"In these heady days of terrorism and multiple-victim 
shootings and public shootings, it is going to cause people 
to take a second or third look," Aphosian said. "I think 
people that are carrying the firearms probably, truth be 
told, expect to be stopped or questioned."  

Gun owners need to act with decorum, as do citizens 
and property owners, Aphosian said.  

"Both need to be exercise with appropriate decorum," 
he said. "I think both can coexist at the same time."  

Aphosian said people doing something just because 
they can should also expect to be questioned. And if they 
violate some law in the process, they also should also 
expect to face possible penalties. At the same time, he said, 
gun ownership rights should be respected.  

http://www.ksl.com/index.php?nid=148&sid=14047833 
 
11-01-18 High court denies man's gun arrest appeal 
WASHINGTON (AP) — Missing a plane connection 

cost Utah gun owner Greg Revell 10 days in jail after he 

was stranded in New Jersey with an unloaded firearm he 
had legally checked with his luggage in Salt Lake City. 

Nevertheless, the Supreme Court without comment 
refused on Tuesday to let Revell sue Port Authority of New 
York and New Jersey police for arresting him on illegal 
possession of a firearm in New Jersey and for not returning 
his gun and ammunition to him for more than three years. 

Revell was flying from Salt Lake City to Allentown, 
Pa., on March 31, 2005, with connections in Minneapolis 
and Newark, N.J. He had checked his Utah-licensed gun 
and ammunition with his luggage in Salt Lake City and 
asked airport officials to deliver them both with his 
luggage in Allentown. 

But the flight from Minneapolis to Newark was late, so 
Revell missed his connection to Allentown. The airline 
wanted to bus its passengers to Allentown, but Revell 
realized that his luggage had not made it onto the bus and 
got off. After finding his luggage had been given a final 
destination of Newark by mistake, Revell missed the bus. 
He collected his luggage, including his gun and 
ammunition, and decided to wait in a nearby hotel with his 
stuff until the next flight in the morning. 

When Revell tried to check in for the morning flight, he 
again informed the airline officials about his gun and 
ammunition to have them checked through to Allentown. 
He was reported to the TSA, and then arrested by Port 
Authority police for having a gun in New Jersey without a 
New Jersey license. 

He spent 10 days in several different jails before posting 
bail. Police dropped the charges a few months later. But his 
gun and ammunition were not returned to him until 2008. 

Revell said he should not have been arrested because 
federal law allows licensed gun owners to take their 
weapons through any state as long as they are unloaded and 
not readily accessible to people. He said it was not his fault 
the airline stranded him in New Jersey by making him miss 
his flight and routing his luggage to the wrong destination. 

Prosecutors said it doesn't matter whose fault it was: 
Revell was arrested in New Jersey with a readily accessible 
gun in his possession without a New Jersey license. 

Lower courts have sympathized with Revell but refused 
to let him sue the police. 

"We recognize that he had been placed in a difficult 
situation through no fault of his own," wrote Judge Kent A. 
Jordan of the U.S. 3rd Circuit Court of Appeals in 
Philadelphia. However, the law "clearly requires the 
traveler to part ways with his weapon and ammunition 
during travel; it does not address this type of interrupted 
journey or what the traveler is to do in this situation." 

The case is Revell v. Port Authority of New York and 
New Jersey, 10-236 

http://www.cleveland.com/newsflash/index.ssf/story/hig
h-court-denies-mans-gun-arrest-
appeal/30eeaafa8e0b4018aaef26112b7251fd 
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11-01-16 Tucson gun show goes on as scheduled in 

wake of shootings  
TUCSON, Arizona -- A week after a gunman killed six 

people and wounded 13 during a rampage at a political 
gathering here, several thousand people, many toting 
unloaded handguns and rifles, packed a nearby fairgrounds 
Saturday for a previously scheduled gun show.  

On sale were Glock 19 handguns and the type of 
extended ammunition magazines used Jan. 8 by accused 
gunman Jared Lee Loughner -- and now a catalyst for a 
renewed national gun debate in the wake of the mass 
shooting.  

Bob Templeton, president of the company sponsoring 
the Crossroads of the West Gun Show, said organizers 
considered postponing the event because of the shootings, 
which left U.S. Rep. Gabrielle Giffords, Democrat of 
Arizona, critically wounded, but they decided that it was 
appropriate to proceed.  

"This is not about legal firearms and folks who attend 
gun shows but about a deranged person who was 
determined to commit mayhem," Templeton said as buyers 
crowded around tables stocked with handguns, rifles, 
shotguns and ammunition.  

He said calls to cancel the show were designed "to 
further a political agenda." He wore a Colt 380 pistol in a 
hip holster -- "just to assert my right to do so," he said.  

Some gun control advocates have said that holding a 
gun show so soon after the mass shooting was 
inappropriate and insensitive. They contend that stricter 
laws on purchases of guns and ammunition would help 
prevent shooting rampages.  

But even as Tucson continued to mourn and shooting 
victims were commemorated outside a reopened Safeway 
store at the shooting scene Saturday, Arizona's love affair 
with guns continued unabated 13 miles away. Buyers 
bought Glock 19s priced at $499 and 31-round magazines 
for $21.99.  

Many visitors carried pistols and rifles brought from 
home as they cradled and inspected weapons for sale. With 
live ammunition banned at the show, all weapons were 
unloaded.  

In interviews, several vendors and buyers said they 
feared last week's shootings would embolden gun control 
groups to press for legislation to limit gun sales -- and 
ultimately ban guns altogether.  

Under current Arizona law, U.S. citizens over 21 may 
carry concealed weapons without a permit. Proposed 
legislation in the state would allow teachers and students to 
carry weapons on college campuses.  

If there was a theme to the gathering, it was that more 
guns in the hands of more law-abiding citizens would 
increase public safety.  

"If one person was carrying and had courage last week, 
that guy would've only shot once," said vendor Bert Smith 
of Blackgunstuff, which sells gun equipment.  

Threats of organized protests did not materialize, and 
vendors said sales were strong -- especially for extended 
ammunition magazines, whose sales are being fueled by 
fears of legislation to ban them.  

"I bought eight full-capacity, 19-round magazines," said 
Charles Heller, secretary of the Arizona Citizens Defense 
League, a gun rights lobbying group.  

Heller was carrying three concealed handguns -- a 
Glock, a short-barreled revolver and a Caltech 380 pistol. 
He said banning sales of extended capacity magazines 
would not have prevented last week's shootings.  

"If you're going to misbehave with 33 rounds, you're 
likely to misbehave with 19," he said.  

Templeton said gun owners sympathize with the 
shooting victims but blame the shooter and not his weapon. 
An American flag outside the main exhibit hall was at half-
staff, and a donation box for shooting victims -- next to a 
National Rifle Association poster -- filled up with dollar 
bills as the day wore on.  

At 12:15 p.m., at Templeton's request, vendors and 
buyers lowered their heads for a minute of silence in tribute 
to the shooting victims.  

Crossroads of the West, based in Utah, holds 52 shows 
a year, Templeton said. For the past 12 years, five annual 
shows have been held in Tucson.  

Roughly 5,000 to 6,000 people -- the typical turnout at 
previous shows -- were expected to attend Saturday and 
Sunday, paying a $10 entry fee, Templeton said.  

"It's definitely busier than normal, with a lot of curiosity 
about what might happen" following the Tucson shootings, 
said Bradley Cooper, one of 200 exhibitors at the show.  

Jeff White, 42, an information technology supervisor at 
a local college, waited 15 minutes for a licensed gun 
salesman to process a federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives form he had filled out. After 
taking White's driver's license and phoning his information 
to the ATF, the salesman told White he had been cleared 
by the agency.  

White paid $119.95 in cash, plus tax, for a Marlin 81 
22-caliber rifle.  

"I was surprised it went so fast," White said, explaining 
that he had assumed that gun applications would be 
delayed following the Tucson shootings.  

http://www.cleveland.com/nation/index.ssf/2011/01/tuc
son_gun_show_goes_on_as_sch.html 

 
11-01-14 The Passing of Aaron Zelman, Founder of 

JPFO 
When Aaron Zelman, the founder of Jews for the 

Preservation of Firearms Ownership, died just before 
Christmas at his home in Wisconsin, eulogies poured in 
from people Zelman had impacted. One came from Eugene 
Volokh, who said that Zelman’s "most notable contribution 
was research pointing out the frequency with which 
genocide has been preceded by prohibiting arms possession 
by the targeted victims." 
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Zelman's updated book Death by Gun Control reviews 
the history of exterminations of unarmed peoples in Nazi 
Germany, the Soviet Union, Mao’s China, Cambodia, 
Guatemala, Uganda, Armenia, Rwanda, and Bosnia. In 
Volokh’s review of that book, he noted: 

The number of people killed by governments in the 
twentieth century is over two-thirds of the current 
population of the United States. As a cause of premature 
death, criminal governments massively outpace ordinary 
criminals. 

A tribute from AmmoLand Gun News reminded its 
readers that Zelman’s seminal article exposed the 1968 
Gun Control Act’s direct connection, courtesy of then-
Senator Thomas Dodd, to the Nazi Gun Control Act of 
1938, which led to the attempted extermination of all Jews 
in Germany after they were successfully disarmed: "Aaron 
had a take-no-prisoners way of thinking and challenged 
everyone from the NRA, to Washington bureaucrats to Ted 
Nugent in the name of the Second Amendment." 

 In an interview with John Birch Society president John 
F. McManus in 2008, Zelman said, “We’re not interested 
in compromise. We are only interested in the destruction of 
… the evil and deadly policy known as gun control.”  

Zelman wrote an open letter to popular rock star Ted 
Nugent, noting Nugent’s membership on the board of the 
National Rifle Association (NRA), and informing Nugent 
that “the day I’ll join the NRA” is when 

The NRA aggressively presses to abolish all concealed 
carry permit laws.... 

I’ll join the NRA when the NRA calls for the complete 
and unconditional disbanding of the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives (BATFE)…. As you 
know, JPFO has produced a documentary about the 
BATFE called “The Gang” for which you kindly donated 
footage … which [shows] how, with deliberate regularity, 
the BATFE criminally harasses honest gun owners…. We 
don’t need these bucket-headed, jack-booted paramilitary 
goons playing cops in our lives. 

I’ll join the NRA when the NRA soundly condemns and 
works tirelessly to abolish the Gun Control Act of 1968. 
[As you know] NRA lawyers actually helped to write this 
piece of totalitarian legislation … a near carbon copy of the 
Nazi German gun laws of the 1930s. 

In an acerbic letter just 11 days before his death, 
Zelman wrote “An Open Letter to All American Politicians 
and Bureaucrats,” noting acidly, 

You have done absolutely nothing effective or 
meaningful to stop [the erosion of our Second Amendment 
rights]. A preponderance of the blame can be laid directly 
at your feet. Why? Because many of you are, 
unequivocally, deceivers and liars. 

How can I call you liars? Upon your election or 
appointment here’s what you promised us: I do solemnly 
swear (or affirm) that I will support and defend the 
Constitution of the United States against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith and 

allegiance to the same; that I take his obligation freely, 
without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion; and 
that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of the 
office on which I am about to enter. So help me God. 

Your oath of office is a contract, both verbal and 
signed. If you are in breach of that contract you are now 
both a liar and a criminal…. 

What immediate convenience or passing luxury could 
lure so many of you into your present and insane politically 
correct points of view? It must be asked: Are you taking 
bribes? Are you being blackmailed? What is the promise or 
price being offered to you to so transparently betray 
America? 

If you don’t change course, how long do you think the 
American people are going to tolerate your charade of 
loyalty? 

In summarizing his conversation and interview with 
Zelman back in 2008, McManus remembered: “He had the 
remarkable ability to look past commonly held attitudes 
and beliefs and arrive at what people really needed to 
know. Aaron Zelman got right down to the nitty gritty.” As 
part of the society’s educational campaign, the JBS is 
distributing a JPFO DVD entitled 2A for the USA; it may 
be ordered here. 

With the loss of such a man as Aaron Zelman, a fair 
question now is: Who can replace him? Who can fill the 
void? Who can provide the incisive clarity, the backbone, 
the leadership, and the courage needed in this most vital of 
battles? Who, indeed? 

http://thenewamerican.com/index.php/culture/37-
history/5902-the-passing-of-aaron-zelman-founder-of-jpfo 

 
11-01-11 AZ shooting prompts gun bills 
The mass shooting that occurred last Saturday has left 

the nation in mourning.  We suffered a national tragedy 
and our hearts go out to the victims and families of those 
affected. 

Whenever a situation like this occurs, it is good to 
review the details of the situation in an effort to determine 
how we can prevent this from happening again. 

Unfortunately, there are some groups who use tragedies, 
like the one that occurred on Saturday, to further their 
agenda.  People who oppose to the Second Amendment are 
representative of that group 

Anti-gun activists know they must seize the moment 
and strike while emotions are raw, lest logic get the best of 
the voting public.  Never one to let a good tragedy go to 
waste, anti-gun politicians have promised to introduce a 
new of gun restrictions.  Anti-gunners will argue that if 
they could have prevented the killer from obtaining a 
firearm in the first place, the mass attack would never have 
happened.  

Regardless of the emotional aspect of the argument, we 
know that factually that line of reasoning is blatantly false. 

We know that banning guns or otherwise restricting gun 
ownership does not reduce crime.  If it did, New York 
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City would be the safest place in the country.  In fact, gun 
control actually increases crime. This may sound counter-
intuitive at first, but removing a person's ability to defend 
herself or himself makes it easier for criminals to carry out 
their acts.  To quote the book by John R. Lott, Jr. "More 

guns equals less crime." 
Such was the case when Jeanne Assam prevented a 

massacre from happening at her church in Colorado.  And 
that's not the only example.  A similar situation occurred in 
Israel several years ago when a woman at a grocery store 
noticed a man trying to light explosives that were strapped 
to his body.  The woman pulled out her concealed firearm 
and neutralized the suicide bomber saving countless lives. 
 This scenario is carried out approximately 2.5 million 
times per year in the United States.  These stories rarely get 
mentioned in the news. 

If someone within a close proximity to Representative 
Giffords had been armed on Saturday, the killer could have 
been immediately neutralized.  Several lives would have 
been saved including the life of the little girl.  It was an 
absence of firearms that cost so many lives.  If only one 
other person had been armed, we would have experienced 
an outpouring of praise for a national hero.  A hero who 
would have sent a message to potential future killers letting 
them know that their acts would not likely be carried our 
successfully.   

Instead, we are a nation in mourning.  Part of the blame 
lies with each and every one of us.  Until we learn to accept 
responsibility for our own protection and our own safety in 
public places, we will continue to be at the mercy of 
vicious killers like the one who attacked Representative 
Giffords. 

http://www.libertybelles.org/articles/newguncontrol.htm
l 

 
11-01-10 Police: Pa. mom accidentally shoots 2 

daughters 
ALLEN, PA.— Police say a central Pennsylvania 

mother accidentally shot her two young daughters while 
removing guns from her vehicle. 

State police tell The Sentinel of Carlisle that 50-year-
old Jane Rhodes, of Monroe Township, Cumberland 
County, was removing a muzzleloader from the back seat 
of the vehicle when it discharged, striking both girls. 

The 11-year-old girl was struck in the leg and her 10-
year-old sister was struck in the pelvis as they tried to get 
into the vehicle around 10:30 a.m. Sunday. 

One girl was airlifted to a hospital and the other was 
taken by ambulance. Information on their conditions was 
not immediately available. 

Police say the family was heading to church when the 
shooting happened. 

http://www.delawareonline.com/article/20110110/NEW
S/110110008/Police++Pa.+mom+accidentally+shoots+2+d
aughters 

 

11-01-09 Gabrielle Giffords' shooting leads some 

lawmakers to say they'll carry weapons to protect 
themselves 

WASHINGTON - Two lawmakers said Sunday they'll 
pack heat back home after the deadly attack on Rep. 
Gabrielle Giffords. 

The decision by Reps. Jason Chaffetz (R-Utah) and 
Rep. Heath Shuler (D-N.C.) raises new questions about 
whether lawmakers should carry guns for self defense - or 
need to. 

"After the elections, I let my guard down," Shuler, an 
ex-NFL player, told Politico. "Now I know I need to have 
[my gun] on me." 

Shuler and Chaffetz won't be the first lawmakers to be 
strapped. 

The U.S. Marshals Service can deputize a member of 
Congress as a special deputy marshal if a threat assessment 
shows they are in danger, a federal law enforcement 
official said. 

Carrying a special deputy badge allows the bearer to 
carry a concealed handgun anywhere, including inside a 
federal building like the U.S. Capitol. 

Those who are so deputized aren't publicized, but Sen. 
Orrin Hatch (R-Utah) has said he was granted deputy status 
after receiving death threats in the 1990s. 

Most members prefer to accept protection from 
plainclothes U.S. Capitol Police - a perk of power typically 
reserved only for top congressional leaders. 

During last year's health care debate, the Capitol Police 
temporarily assigned bodyguards to several lawmakers 
after they were threatened. 

Plans for a massive underground security screening 
center were already underway when crazed gunman 
Russell Weston shot his way into the Capitol on July 24, 
1998, killing Officers Jacob Chestnut and John Gibson, 
who was House Leader Tom DeLay's bodyguard. Gibson 
heroically stopped the insane killer by wounding him. 

The Capitol Visitors Center turned into a nearly $1 
billion subterranean catacomb after the 9/11 attacks 
targeted the Capitol. 

Yet lawmakers still walk out in the open between the 
Capitol and House and Senate office buildings 

http://www.nydailynews.com/news/national/2011/01/09
/2011-01-
09_gabrielle_giffords_shooting_leads_some_lawmakers_to
_say_theyll_carry_weapons_to_.html 

 
11-01-09 Politico: Two lawmakers say they'll be 

armed back home 
Several lawmakers are already changing their security 

arrangements in wake of the shooting of Rep. Gabrielle 
Giffords (D-Ariz.), and at least two lawmakers say they’ll 
now be packing firearms in public when they’re in their 
home districts. 

Both Rep. Jason Chaffetz (R-Utah) and Rep. Heath 
Shuler (D-N.C.) both told POLITICO they will be carrying 
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their guns in their home districts for protection. Both 
lawmakers hold a conceal and carry permit, but will not 
carry their weapons in the District of Columbia. 

Shuler, who received a serious death threat in 2009, 
says he is planning to carry his weapon more often and 
boost security at his district events. He’s even encouraging 
his staffers to get their own conceal to carry permits. 

“You never think something like this will happen, but 
then it does,” Shuler said “After the elections, I let my 
guard down. Now I know I need to have [my gun] on me. 
We’re going to need to do a much better job of with 
security at these events.” 

The Capitol Police are also reassessing lawmaker 
security both in Washington and around the country. 

Chaffetz said he’s also going to pursue whether U.S. 
Marshalls – who usually guard federal judges – could be 
expanded to guard members of Congress as well during 
district events. 

“Perhaps they could better assess threats in the home 
district,” said Chaffetz, who praised the work of U.S. 
Capitol Police. “It certainly ought to be on the table.” 

Chaffetz says he may ask local police officers to drop in 
on his town hall meetings more frequently. 

Chaffetz recently contacted Capitol Police to investigate 
a man who was canvassing his Utah neighborhood, asking 
questions. Since yesterday, he’s also received several 
threatening messages on his Twitter account, which he’s 
asked the police to look into. 

“It’s unfortunate that these things happen, but if you’ve 
been in Congress any amount of time, you know we often 
get various threats,” he said. 

Rep. Darrell Issa’s (R-Calif.) district office is busy 
installing a touchable keypad in order to protect its district 
workers from unannounced visitors. Issa’s office was the 
target of a bomb plot back in 2001. Issa, a California 
Republican, has since had a threat assessment conducted 
on his offices, according to his spokesman Kurt Bardella. 

“I think what you’re going to see is a combination of 
the Sergeant at Arms and Capitol Police work with 
congressional leadership to do more threat assessments for 
district offices,” Bardella said. 

Other lawmakers are still assessing the situation. 
“Our office has never considered having security for 

any Alabama public events in the past but this horrific 
tragedy definitely makes us think about it,” said Rep. 
Robert Aderholt (R-Ala.) in a statement. 

Other ideas to best prevent another shooting from 
occurring flew today among lawmakers and party officials 
as Washington continued to real from yesterday’s shooting. 

The shooting might have been prevented had a police 
officer been there to stop the shooter, Howard Dean said 
Sunday, suggesting that local law enforcement could be 
used as a cheap means of protection when lawmakers visit 
their districts. 

“You don’t have to be trained the same way the Capitol 
Police and the Secret Service are,” Dean, the former 

governor of Vermont, said on MSNBC. “Had there been a 
local Tucson police officer at the scene, that might have 
made the difference.” 

Rep. Mike Capuano (D-Mass.) says he’s not changing 
his lifestyles – even if Capitol security changes. 

“Even if they gave us each a body guard many of us 
wouldn’t take it, including myself,” said Capuano, who 
installed a home security system in his Massachusetts 
home the year he was elected to Congress. “The Capitol is 
pretty secure as far as I know, but when you’re out in the 
street there’s really not much you can do. We all know 
there nuts out there.” 

A spokeswoman for U.S. Capitol Police said this 
morning that the department is still advising members to 
take “reasonable and prudent precautions” and remain on 
heightened alert with a “robust” officer presence around 
the Capitol. 

“There are no immediate or actionable threats to 
members or the Capitol complex,” Senate Sergeant at 
Arms Terry Gainer told POLITICO. 

In the meantime, Capitol security officials are actively 
examining how to increase security for members, he said. 

“We are reviewing our methods by which we can 
support and make more secure the members and their staff 
as they go about their business,” Gainer said. “The 
shooting in Tucson is indirectly related to Capitol in an 
obvious way, some of the victims are members of our 
community. The Capitol remains on its continued state of 
readiness.” 

A conference call is scheduled today with U.S. Capitol 
Police, the House Sergeant at Arms Office and House 
members and spouses. 

http://www.unionleader.com/article.aspx?headline=Poli
tico%3a+Two+lawmakers+say+they%27ll+be+armed+bac
k+home&articleId=2fb8638d-06b4-454f-bf29-
86123b9da47b 

 
11-01-06 Man shot by MD sheriff's deputies in Cecil 

County 
EARLEVILLE, MD. -- Maryland State Police say a 

man who pointed a firearm at two Cecil County sheriff's 
deputies was shot by the officers. 

It happened Thursday about 1 p.m. in Cecilton. 
Troopers say deputies tried to pull a driver over for a minor 
traffic violation. Police say the driver struck the deputies' 
patrol vehicle and fled. 

The deputies chased the vehicle for about 10 miles, and 
it pulled into the driveway of his home in Earleville and he 
ran inside. 

Deputies arrived at the home. Troopers say the man 
came to the front door with a firearm pointed at the 
deputies. 

Two deputies fired and struck the man. He was taken to 
Shock Trauma in Baltimore. 

http://www.delawareonline.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?A
ID=2011110107012 
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11-01-06 Gun stops intruder (and Spader trial 

witness) at NH lawmaker's home 
AMHERST – Two very different paths crossed late 

Tuesday night at a house on a quiet street in Amherst: a 
newly elected state representative on the eve of his first 
official day in office and a key witness in the trial of 
Steven Spader, the teenager convicted of hacking a woman 
to death in nearby Mont Vernon.  

Police say Eldon Spikes, 20, broke into the home of 
Representative Peter T. Hansen, 67, who ended up holding 
Spikes at gunpoint until police arrived.  

"I was quite startled, especially when he introduced 
himself as tied to the people involved in the Mont Vernon 
murder, and when he said there was someone else with 
him," said Hansen, a Republican representing District 6. 
"At the time I was not armed, but I did have a permit for 
my personal protection. I retrieved my gun and held him 
there and called the police." 

Hansen said he heard noises downstairs late Tuesday 
night and found that someone had broken into a rear door. 
Spikes didn't flee when the Hansen encountered him. 

"He walked across the kitchen, went into the mud room 
and laid down on the floor -- he was shoeless -- and he 
claimed he'd been shot," Hansen said. 

He added, "I think he was probably quite high on 
drugs." 

Spikes testified in October that he was with Spader and 
Christopher Gribble, who is also accused in the Mont 
Vernon home invasion and murder, when they bragged 
about killing Kimberly Cates. Spikes also testified that 
Spader accused him of being a "snitch" and threatened to 
kill him.  

Spader has been sentenced to life in prison for killing 
Cates and maiming her daughter, while Gribble's trial is set 
to begin next month.  

Spikes has been charged with criminal mischief and 
trespassing. An arraignment is scheduled for Jan. 20. 

Amherst Police Chief Peter A. Lyon said Spikes was 
unarmed and cooperative when he was taken into custody 
late Tuesday night. He refused to say whether Spikes 
appeared to be under the influence of drugs, saying the 
incident is still under investigation. 

Hansen, a lifelong Amherst resident and small business 
owner, said he was glad he had a firearm handy. 

"He could have been accompanied by someone or on 
PCP, or he could have become violent. There's no question 
things could have ended up a lot differently if he had made 
any wrong moves," he said. 

http://www.unionleader.com/article.aspx?headline=Gun
+stops+intruder+%28and+Spader+trial+witness%29+at+la
wmaker%27s+home&articleId=df5ec12d-4fc1-4f01-954d-
ee4cae03a889 

 
11-01-06 NH GOP welcomes back guns to the State 

House 

CONCORD – Republicans started off the year by 
allowing guns in and around the New Hampshire House 
chambers Wednesday, and starting an ouster attempt 
against a leading Democrat. 

The change in gun policy reverses a long-standing ban 
on firearms in Representatives Hall and adjacent areas. 
Republicans supported the change in a loud voice vote. 

Democrats tried to win a ban on deadly weapons in the 
House gallery area, but were defeated by the three-to-one 
GOP majority. Firearms have been banned from the 
chamber for 40 years, since 1971. 

Lawmakers on Tuesday repealed a year-old ban on all 
weapons at the State House complex. 

Senate rules are silent on the weapon issue. Joint rules 
leave security issues up to Sergeants-at-Arms, New 
Hampshire State Police and staff. 

After the House's weapons vote, Speaker of the House 
William O'Brien ordered hearings that could force Rep. 
Michael Brunelle, D-Manchester, to forfeit his seat. 

The move against Brunelle, the New Hampshire 
Democratic Party executive director and House Democratic 
Floor Leader, set off a firestorm. 

Rep. Phil Greazzo, R-Manchester, accused Brunelle of 
violating the state Constitution by holding his job and his 
House seat at the same time. Greazzo, a city alderman, said 
the state Constitution bars legislators from taking fees, 
acting as counsel or as "an advocate on any cause." 

He and other Republicans argue that when Brunelle 
filed his bill to raise the minimum wage, he was acting as a 
paid advocate for the party. 

Brunelle said he will fight the action, which he 
characterized as "a witchhunt" and "a political stunt." 

It is unclear how the GOP move will affect other House 
members. They typically file bills about subjects most 
familiar to them, largely through their jobs in real estate, 
finance, accounting, insurance and the like, in effect, 
advocating for their profession. 

Rep. Paul Mirski, R-Enfield, who chairs the committee 
in charge of the Brunelle hearings, said he will keep an 
open mind, but his remarks in a printed statement said 
otherwise. 

"Rep. Brunelle . . . cannot equally serve the interests of 
the state Democratic Party and his constituents on the floor 
of the N.H. House at the same time," the statement said. 

Mirski is also House Majority policy advisor under 
O'Brien. 

The GOP move against Brunelle took Democrats by 
surprise, because Greazzo did not discuss it with Brunelle. 
O'Brien's office was well aware of the plan, and distributed 
a press release on his action as Greazzo began his remarks. 

He said, "I will fight this thing because it's baseless. I 
have not filed anything that will benefit the Democratic 
Party. I have filed things that will benefit the people of 
New Hampshire." 
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Brunelle also sponsored bills on a job creation tax credit 
and to allow Congressional earmarks for the Portsmouth 
Naval Shipyard. 

He said the move shows how Republicans are distracted 
from what voters want them to focus on: economic 
recovery and jobs. 

House Majority Leader D.J. Bettencourt said the 
investigation is warranted. 

"The Constitution is very clear on this," he said. "I don't 
know how things have been run in the past, but I can tell 
you this is how we're going to run them. The Constitution 
will be followed and ethics are going to be followed with a 
zero-tolerance policy." 

Bettencourt said Brunelle "is on television, on radio and 
in the press . . . promoting legislation he's filed that directly 
benefits his position," in the party.  

The last time a member of the House faced removal was 
in 2005, when former Speaker Rep. Gene Chandler, R-
Bartlett, was up on ethics charges for improper use of 
$64,000 in campaign funds. He survived with a censure, 
and O'Brien has appointed him as Speaker pro tem of the 
House. 

Brunelle's boss, Democratic Party Chairman Raymond 
Buckley, said in a posting on the Blue Hampshire website 
that both parties have had executive directors sit as House 
members, including himself and the late Republican Rep. 
Lee Ann Steiner of Manchester. 

Former Democratic Party chair Kathy Sullivan called 
the GOP move "a reckless assault on our democracy and 
our Constitution . . . These tactics are better suited to the 
old Soviet Union, and bring discredit on the New 
Hampshire House of Representatives." 

State GOP spokesman Ryan Williams countered, "for 
too long, the Legislature has been a playground for paid 
Democrat Party hacks who have undermined the public's 
confidence in state government . . . This leaves honest 
people to wonder if (Brunelle) is working for his 
constituents or for the paycheck that Ray Buckley gives 
him." 

http://www.unionleader.com/article.aspx?headline=GO
P+welcomes+back+guns+to+the+State+House&articleId=
098383d2-8c90-4efd-8898-2d16e9a9e7f3 

 
11-01-06 Ex-detective guilty in road rage incident 
Former Pittsburgh detective Bradley Walker admitted 

he was angry when he approached a motorist on the 
Parkway East in May who had just crashed into him. 

But, Mr. Walker told the judge in his nonjury trial 
Wednesday, he never pointed his gun at the other man. 
And that he never physically assaulted him. 

Even though Allegheny County Common Pleas Judge 
Anthony M. Mariani agreed that had Mr. Walker truly 
wanted to hurt the victim, he easily could have, the judge 
also said it was clear that the defendant was out of control. 

"It's clear to me if Mr. Walker wanted to hurt [the 
victim], he could have. No doubt about it," the judge said. 

But then he continued, "There was rage involved. He 
would be an imposing figure. He was out of control." 

Judge Mariani, who characterized parts of Mr. Walker's 
testimony as "disingenuous" and "incredible," found the 
man guilty on three misdemeanor counts, including 
reckless endangerment, simple assault and criminal 
mischief. 

The most serious charge -- aggravated assault, which is 
a felony -- was reduced to a summary count of harassment. 

Mr. Walker, who was terminated two months after the 
May 1 incident, will be sentenced on March 31. A 
probationary sentence is possible. 

The former detective, who worked in the Hill District, 
was charged after a May 1 fender bender in the outbound 
lanes of the Parkway East near the Oakland exit about 10 
a.m. 

Jarret Fate, 29, was attempting to move from the middle 
lane to the right lane, when he said he struck the rear of 
Mr. Walker's black Chrysler. 

Mr. Fate told the judge on Tuesday that he pulled his 
car over to the side of the highway to exchange insurance 
information with Mr. Walker, but that Mr. Walker 
immediately became aggressive with him and tried to 
choke him. 

However, Mr. Walker, who testified for about an hour 
on Wednesday, said he never laid a hand on Mr. Fate. 
Instead, the former officer claimed that when he attempted 
to stop his car, Mr. Fate tried to flee. 

"The car that hit me sped up and headed toward the 
Oakland exit," Mr. Walker said. 

But then, he said, Mr. Fate got stuck in traffic. Mr. 
Walker caught up to him and started walking toward the 
man's car, when "he took off." 

"I was upset. I was mad," Mr. Walker said. 
He claims Mr. Fate only made it about 150 yards away 

before he again got stuck in traffic. By that time, Mr. 
Walker testified, he was very angry. He pulled his car in 
front of Mr. Fate's and approached "cussing and 
screaming." 

Mr. Walker told the judge that as he stood there, Mr. 
Fate's car edged forward, and brushed against him. That 
made the man even more angry, and he said he punched 
Mr. Fate's driver side window -- shattering it -- as well as 
the windshield. 

Mr. Walker said he then demanded Mr. Fate's insurance 
information, and when the man reached toward his glove 
compartment, Mr. Walker removed his weapon from his 
waistband holster and held it down to his side, in case Mr. 
Fate was retrieving a weapon. Mr. Walker claims he never 
threatened Mr. Fate with the gun or pointed it at him. 

Testimony during the trial showed that Mr. Walker, 
who was off-duty and driving his own car when the 
incident occurred, never identified himself as a police 
officer. 

Judge Mariani questioned that. "It is beyond perplexing 
why Mr. Walker didn't take his badge out of his pocket and 
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say, 'I'm a police officer. What are you doing?' " the judge 
said. 

http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/11006/1115927-53.stm 
 
11-01-05 NH Lawmakers vote today on weapons in 

State House 
CONCORD – The New Hampshire House of 

Representatives will vote today on whether to allow its 
members to carry weapons on the House floor for the first 
time in more than 25 years. 

Weapons bans have been on the books since at least 
1985 under both Republican and Democratic leadership of 
the House. 

Last year, a ban on deadly weapons that Democrats 
extended to the entire State House complex and adjacent 
buildings raised a furor among Republicans and gun rights 
activists. 

With the GOP back in charge now, the House is poised 
to permit any deadly weapon to be carried anywhere in the 
Capitol, as long as it is not openly displayed. 

Tuesday, the committee that controls legislative 
buildings voted 10-1 to repeal the ban that passed in late 
2009. The lone Democrat on the committee, Sen. Sylvia 
Larsen of Concord, voted to keep the ban in place. 

Those arguing for repeal said the State House will be 
safer if lawmakers and the public are armed. Banning 
weapons means law-abiding citizens will be unarmed if a 
lawbreaker pulls a gun, they argued. 
�Guns, weapons banned from State House (109) 
"A gun-free zone, if you wake up and smell the coffee, 

is a killing zone," Rep. Al Baldasaro, R-Londonderry, said. 
Rep. Jennifer Coffey, R-Andover, said she has received 

threats that make her afraid to walk to the legislative 
parking garage unarmed. 

"I have a right to live and I don't believe I have to give 
that up to a criminal," she said. 

Those who wanted the ban to stay in place noted that 
thousands of school children who visit the State House 
every year will be around armed adults. They said that the 
General Court, as the Legislature is also known, should be 
free of weapons just like any other court in the state. 

Larsen said the biggest job facing lawmakers this year 
is the economy and the need for jobs. 

"You are starting your first day of hearings addressing 
an issue which I fear will cause problems over time," she 
said, noting the State House can be a place of "passion, 
disappointments and defeats." 

Republicans who have taken power over the Legislature 
are taking a two-step approach to the weapons issue: they 
reversed the general ban Tuesday, and today will vote to 
allow House members to carry concealed weapons on the 
House floor. 

During a hearing on that proposal, some conservatives 
said the rule infringes on rights guaranteed in the Second 
Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. 

Rep. John Burt, R-Goffstown, said, "We should never 
compromise our constitutional rights." Rep. J.R. Hoell, R-
Dunbarton, said the rule violates rights both of House 
members and of citizens "behind their backs and without a 
hearing." Speaker of the House William O'Brien defended 
the change, saying that even the First Amendment right to 
free speech comes with some limits. 

"We believe this is a reasonable restriction," O'Brien 
said. "We're saying fine, have protections, just don't 
display them." The ban on open display would only apply 
to House chamber, gallery, anteroom and surrounding 
hallways, he said. 

As they heard explanations of other proposed House 
rules, none in the crowd of about 80 representatives argued 
that the long-standing weapons ban should stay in place. 

O'Brien said after the hour-long briefing, "We're going 
to have a safer House . . . New Hampshire is a jurisdiction 
that clearly respects the right to bear arms and the right to 
self-protection." 

http://www.unionleader.com/article.aspx?headline=Law
makers+vote+today+on+weapons+in+State+House&article
Id=051f24ff-777b-40a8-aae4-617ba2b9ebb7 

 
11-01-05 Father and daughter plead not guilty in 

assault case 
MIFFLINTOWN - A father and daughter charged with 

aggravated assault for shooting at a car full of people who 
started a vicious brawl outside an East Waterford 
residence, pleaded not guilty on Tuesday. 

Gerald F. Kratzer and Deanna Kratzer were charged 
after the Oct. 23 incident because police concluded they 
could have retreated from the assault safely, but instead 
chose to retaliate by shooting at their attackers as they fled. 

Pablo Matos Sr., 54, and his son Pablo Matos Jr., 34, 
allegedly assaulted 55-year-old Kratzer. Both Matos Sr., 
and Matos Jr., have pleaded not guilty and are awaiting 
trial. 

According to court documents, the elder Matos attacked 
Kratzer with a machete while Matos Jr. hit him with a 
baseball bat. Following the assault, Matos Sr. was charged 
with criminal attempted homicide, aggravated assault and 
other related charges, while Matos Jr., was charged with 
aggravated assault and other related charges. Both men 
remain in the Juniata County Prison. 

Matos Jr.'s attorney, Ralph Germak, has filed a writ of 
habeas corpus challenging the detention of his client. 
Senior Judge Keith B. Quigley is scheduled here arguments 
on Thursday afternoon regarding Matos Jr.'s detention. 

During a preliminary hearing Nov. 3 at Magisterial 
District Judge Barbara Lyter's office, Kratzer's daughter 
testified that during the course of the assault, as she and her 
daughter were attempting to drag her father away from the 
attackers, her father told her to retrieve a pistol from an 
upstairs bedroom. 

Kratzer further testified at the very same hearing that as 
Matos Sr. and Matos Jr., along with two other unknown 
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individuals, fled the scene, she and her father fired several 
shots at their vehicle. 

According to court documents, police removed five 
spent shell casings from Kratzer's .22 caliber revolver. 

When police initially questioned Deanna Kratzer about 
the incident, she said she fired one shot at the four people 
as they ran toward the vehicle and then her father grabbed 
the gun from her and continued to fire at the vehicle as they 
drove away, court documents indicate. 

The 1996 Toyota sedan owned by Matos Jr., was seized 
as evidence and police said they found bullet holes in the 
driver's side door and trunk of the vehicle, court documents 
indicate. 

http://lewistownsentinel.com/page/content.detail/id/527
310/Father-and-daughter-plead-not-guilty-in-assault-
case.html?nav=5010 

 
11-01-04 Police: Legless Baldwin man possibly 

targeted 
A McKees Rocks teenager might have targeted double-

amputee Rocco Bombara's apartment after seeing him in 
his electric wheelchair, the Baldwin Borough police chief 
said yesterday. 

Bombara, 51, fatally shot rifle-toting Lairy James-
Watson, 19, with a .22-caliber pistol early Sunday after 
James-Watson fired two shots while attempting to enter 
Bombara's Leland Point apartment through a living room 
window, Chief Michael Scott said. James-Watson died of a 
single gunshot wound to the chest, according to the 
Allegheny County medical examiner. 

Scott said James-Watson's mother lives in the apartment 
complex off Keeport Drive, and he may have seen 
Bombara during visits. 

"There's a possibility from him visiting her he might 
have seen this guy out in his wheelchair and thought he 
was an easy mark," Scott said. "It's all theory until you find 
out what was really going on." 

Bombara, who was struck in the right hand by one of 
the rifle rounds, was released from the hospital yesterday. 
No one answered the door to his apartment, and he did not 
return phone calls. 

Allegheny County homicide detectives who are 
investing the shooting could not be reached for comment. 

Scott said it appeared that Bombara acted in self-
defense, but cautioned that District Attorney Stephen A. 
Zappala Jr. would decide the issue. Zappala had not 
decided, spokesman Mike Manko said. 

Baldwin officers found James-Watson about 2 a.m. in a 
yard outside Bombara's apartment with a semi-automatic 
rifle on the ground next to him. 

James-Watson's sister, Stephanie James, said her 
brother died on his 19th birthday. She described him as a 
"good person, a good brother, a good uncle." 

Scott said Bombara, his two sons and three of their 
friends were in the living room when they heard a noise at 
the window. Several minutes later, he said, the window 

opened and the six reported seeing a rifle barrel protruding 
from slats of a blind. 

James-Watson fired two shots, Scott said. Bombara, 
who told police he typically keeps his pistol underneath the 
seat of his wheelchair, fired one time, hitting James-
Watson in the chest. No one else was injured. The 
Bombaras and their friends told police they did not know 
James-Watson. 

Scott said Leland Point, built in the 1950s, once was 
Baldwin's "premier" residential section. Inhabitants of the 
26-acre brick complex included borough officials and 
Pittsburgh Steelers in the early days, he said. 

In recent years under the management of Leland Point 
Acquisitions, Leland Point Holdings and Karam Managed 
Properties, however, it fell into hard times, he said. 

Scott said up to 80 percent of Baldwin's police calls in 
recent years originated in the complex, and residents 
complained that the property managers failed to repair to 
plumbing, sewage and electrical systems, and provide 
garbage removal. 

Zappala's office in June charged the three management 
companies with creating a public nuisance. The property 
was placed in receivership, and the Sheriff's Office began 
collecting rents. 

A judge appointed the Brandywine Agency of North 
Versailles to oversee the complex. Scott said police calls 
have declined under Brandywine's supervision. 

http://www.pittsburghlive.com/x/pittsburghtrib/news/pit
tsburgh/s_716466.html 

 
11-01-04 Pa. police to end tickets for cursing 
PHILADELPHIA — Firing off a few four-letter words 

can't be charged as a crime anymore in Pennsylvania – at 
least when state police are involved. 

State police have agreed to stop citing the public for 
cursing as part of a settlement Tuesday of a federal free-
speech lawsuit. 

The American Civil Liberties Union represents 
Pennsylvanians who have been ticketed for cursing at an 
overflowing toilet, a swerving motorcyclist and a parking 
ticket issuer. 

The citations can lead to hundreds of dollars in fines 
and legal costs, not to mention the occasional jail stint. 

"Using profanity toward someone, whether an officer or 
not, is just not one of those things that you can put 
someone in jail for," ACLU lawyer Mary Catherine Roper 
said Tuesday. "It may not be very smart, but you have a 
constitutional right to do that." 

Yet state troopers issued more than 700 disorderly 
conduct citations for swearing in a recent one-year span, 
and local police hundreds more, the ACLU learned during 
the court case. 

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court years ago deemed 
such speech legal as long as it's neither threatening nor 
obscene, Roper said. 
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The case settled Tuesday involves Lona Scarpa, a 35-
year-old Luzerne County woman who called police after a 
motorcyclist swerved toward her as she walked with a 
friend. When troopers investigated, they ended up charging 
Scarpa for the string of epithets she admits uttering at the 
offender. 

Scarpa successfully challenged the disorderly conduct 
ticket, which carried a $300 fine. But she also let the 
ACLU pursue the free-speech lawsuit. 

"I'm obviously very happy about it," Scarpa said 
Tuesday night. "I'm really happy no one else is going to go 
through the distress I went through, because my citation 
said I could get 90 days in jail." 

State police have agreed to pay $17,500 to Scarpa, her 
criminal lawyer and the ACLU, and to retrain officers and 
monitor the agency's disorderly conduct tickets. A lawyer 
for the department did not immediately return a phone 
message Tuesday. 

A second ACLU lawsuit filed against a local 
department remains pending. That case involves an 
exasperated delivery driver who was briefly jailed in 
December 2008 for cursing at a Mahanoy City officer over 
a parking ticket. 

Matthew Walters had already gotten his car stuck in the 
snow in northeastern Pennsylvania that day. He was 
helping out at a friend's pizza shop – and double-parked – 
when he expressed what another lawyer on the case once 
tactfully called "his dismay with his local law enforcement 
official." 

Like Scarpa, Walters was eventually acquitted of 
disorderly conduct. 

In perhaps the most memorable cursing case in 
Pennsylvania, the city of Scranton in 2008 paid $19,000 
plus legal costs to a woman charged for swearing at her 
overflowing toilet. 

And the city of Pittsburgh paid $50,000 last year to a 
man cited for an obscene gesture. The ACLU found city 
police had written 188 disorderly conduct citations over a 
32-month period for swearing, gestures and other 
disrespectful conduct. 

"If somebody's making a threat, or pushing and shoving 
and fighting, that's a different thing," Roper said. "But if 
people are cursing each other, you can't issue a criminal 
citation and subject them to hundreds of dollars in fees for 
bad manners." 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/huff-
wires/20110104/us-swearing-citations-lawsuits/ 

 
11-01-04 NH Legislators prepared to repeal state 

house gun ban 
CONCORD – Legislators meet today to repeal a 

weapons ban that has been in effect at the State House and 
connected buildings for the past year. 

The joint Legislative Facilities Committee is expected 
vote on a measure that would remove language banning 

anyone but active law enforcement from carrying a deadly 
weapon. 

A separate House rule up for a vote on Wednesday will 
bar display of deadly weapons by anyone other than a 
police officer but would allow the use of a deadly weapon 
in the "exercise of self-defense or defense of others." 

Republicans bitterly opposed the weapons ban when 
Democrats put it into effect in December 2008. 

Democrats argued that an angry outburst by openly 
armed men in the gallery of Representatives Hall months 
earlier pointed to the need for a ban. 

Republicans said that banning weapons altogether 
would leave law-abiding citizens defenseless against those 
intent on harming others. 

In place of the weapons ban, the new joint House-
Senate rule would simply leave security issues to the 
Sergeants-at-Arms in House and Senate chambers. 
Elsewhere on the State House complex, enforcement would 
be the job of Protective Services and State Police. 

The House votes Wednesday on a change to its rules 
that will bar the display, not the possession, of deadly 
weapons by anyone other than law enforcement personnel. 

"Nothing in this rule shall indicate ... that any person is 
precluded a legally permitted exercise of self-defense or 
defense of others," the proposed rule states. 

The House was ready to move on the proposed changes 
to joint rules last week, but Senate members of the joint 
committee delayed. 

Senate President Peter Bragdon said he wanted to be 
sure word of the proposed change went out in advance. He 
noted that the weapons ban was acted on without notice 
last year. 

"We want to make sure the process is done 
transparently this time and that legislators affected by it 
have a chance to express themselves on it," he said. 

http://www.unionleader.com/article.aspx?headline=Leg
islators+prepared+to+repeal+gun+ban&articleId=5d9b0ffc
-d0d9-4975-8f9c-4dad850f4183 

 
11-01-04 'Fed up' 82-year-old held alleged thieves at 

gunpoint 
Threat of 'one right between the eyes' stopped escape 
Joe Harper, an 82-year-old retired high school math 

teacher and business owner with diabetes and leukemia, 
says he isn't a hero. 

"But people keep telling me I am," he said. "They keep 
shaking my hand, telling me I'm a hero, honking and 
waving." 

Last month, Harper shot out a tire on a pickup truck 
loaded with stuff allegedly stolen at his house off Chapman 
Road near Christiana and held two men at gunpoint until 
police arrived. 

New Castle County police took William G. Rafter, 41, 
of Clayton, and Mark Sturgill, 30, of Bridgeton, N.J., into 
custody. They were charged with felony theft and 
conspiracy by state police, who said they stole a generator 
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and metal items from the yard and put them in a truck 
parked at University Village Apartments behind the house. 

"I'd do it again," Harper said, "but not first thing in the 
morning." 

Harper says he was just getting up Dec. 10 at another 
house he owns a few miles away in Ogletown, when his 
son David, 53, called from work in Dover. His son said a 
friend who works near the Chapman Road house called 
him saying thieves were robbing the place, he said. 

Harper -- an Army veteran who served as a combat 
engineer and instructor -- grabbed his gun before driving 
over. "It's a .22 Magnum ... a target pistol worth about 
$250, $200," he said. 

Minutes later, Harper said, he saw his stolen things in 
the truck and two men getting into it. "They parked at the 
apartments because the drive to my house was cabled," he 
said. 

Walking to the men, gun in hand, Harper said, he 
yelled, "I'm an excellent shot and can shoot out your eyes 
at 60 paces." He fired once at the driver's side front tire and 
stopped about 6 feet in front of the truck. 

"I said, 'If it moves toward me, the driver gets one right 
between the eyes,' " he said. After that, he added, "they 
didn't give me much guff." 

Harper was not charged in the incident. But he said he 
wasn't happy to be frisked, have his gun and pocketknife 
seized and spend more than an hour in the back of a police 
car. 

His son got back his knife. "But I'm still waiting for my 
gun," Harper said. "They say it's evidence." 

Police advise against action such as Harper's. 
http://www.delawareonline.com/article/20110104/NEW

S01/101040345/-Fed-up-82-year-old-held-alleged-thieves-
at-gunpoint 

 
11-01-03 Man who shot intruder unlikely to be 

charged 
A man who fatally shot an intruder in Baldwin this 

weekend won't likely face charges, Baldwin police Chief 
Michael Scott said this morning. 

The Sunday morning shooting of Lairy Evans James-
Watson, 19, remains under investigation by Allegheny 
County Police, the chief said, but early reports suggested 
he was killed in self-defense. 

The man who opened fire, 51-year-old Rocco Bombara, 
did so after Mr. James-Watson appeared with a rifle in the 
front window of his home in Baldwin's Leland Point 
Apartments just before 2 a.m. Chief Scott said people 
inside the apartment told police they heard a noise, then 
saw a rifle-barrel appear through the Venetian blinds. 

Mr. Bombara, a double-amputee who uses a wheelchair, 
yelled for everyone to drop to the floor before he "either 
fell out of the wheelchair or threw himself out" and 
grabbed a pistol he kept under the wheelchair's cushion, the 
chief said. 

Mr. James-Watson fired his weapon from outside the 
window, striking Mr. Bombara in the hand before Mr. 
Bombara returned fire, hitting the intruder in the chest. 
Police said Mr. James-Watson fired twice, while Mr. 
Bombara fired a lone round. 

Police found him collapsed outside the apartment. 
Detectives are still trying to determine why Mr. James-
Watson, of McKees Rocks, apparently tried to enter the 
Bombara apartment, Chief Scott said. 

County police could not immediately be reached for 
comment. 

http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/11003/1115298-
100.stm 

 
11-01-03 Man robbed at gunpoint outside Mount 

Pocono K-Mart 
Pocono Mountain Regional Police were called to 

investigate a reported robbery at 10 p.m. Friday. 
Phillip Reinhardt, 19, of Marshalls Creek, told police he 

contacted Kevin Knowles, 19, of Stroudsburg, and Aaron 
Smith, 19, of Pocono Summit, about buying prescription 
pills and that he arranged to meet Knowles and Smith in 
the Mount Pocono K-Mart parking lot. 

During the transaction outside K-Mart, Smith pointed a 
BB gun at Reinhardt and took $80 in U.S. currency from 
him. 

Knowles turned himself in the next day and police 
arrested Smith later in the day at a Pocono Summit 
residence. 

Police later charged Knowles and Smith with robbery, 
criminal conspiracy to commit robbery, theft and receiving 
stolen property. Both were placed in Monroe County 
Correctional Facility and will appear in district court at a 
future date 

http://www.poconorecord.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AI
D=/20110103/NEWS/110109983/-1/rss19 

 
11-01-03 Florida man sues Bethlehem police, claims 

false arrest 
A Florida man claims that six Bethlehem police 

officers, including one who is fighting to keep his job, 
falsely arrested him in December 2008, which led to his 
discharge from the Puerto Rico National Guard, court 
records say. 

Joshua Agosto-Rosaly of Orlando, Fla., filed the suit 
Dec. 23 in federal court against officers Michael Lenner, 
Brian Quinn, Dale Host, Matthew Crenko, Jon Buskirk and 
Kelly Walbert. Agosto-Rosaly is seeking $500,000 in 
damages, records say. 

The suit alleges Agosto-Rosaly was visiting relatives in 
the Lehigh Valley for the 2008 holidays when police 
arrested him for allegedly carrying a firearm without a 
license. 

The suit claims police "conspired to make false 
statements in order to fabricate probable cause for their 
false arrest." 
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Bethlehem Police Commissioner Stuart Bedics was not 
immediately available this morning for comment. 

According to the suit: 
Agosto-Rosaly was visiting friend Jacob Soto-Zayas 

and riding in his Jeep when Soto-Zayas and his girlfriend, 
Tara Beckett, began to argue. The argument spilled into the 
couple's home in the 600 block of Itaska Street. 

Beckett's brother called police and told them of the 
argument and that Soto-Zayas was known to carry a 
handgun. 

Agosto-Rosaly was still in the Jeep when police arrived 
and stepped out when he saw them coming, but then 
quickly turned around and reached into the Jeep to turn it 
off. Quinn, a police officer, grabbed Agosto-Rosaly as he 
reached into the Jeep and took him to the ground. 

During the incident, police found a silver Walther 
PPK/S .380-caliber pistol sticking out from under the 
driver's seat. About the same time, police learned the Jeep 
did not belong to Agosto-Rosaly, but rather Soto-Zayas. 

Agosto-Rosaly was nevertheless arrested on a charge of 
carrying the gun without a license and sent to Northampton 
County Prison, where he remained for seven months until a 
jury found him not guilty in May 2009. 

"At no time did (Agosto-Rosaly) possess, touch, 
observe or have any knowledge of the gun," the suit says. 

While Agosto-Rosaly was incarcerated, he was 
discharged from the Puerto Rico National Guard. 

One of the officers named in the suit, Lenner, is 
currently fighting to keep his job with the department in an 
unrelated matter. Lenner is accused of repeatedly 
misleading officers who were investigating a fellow officer 
for excessive force. 

Lenner allegedly obtained a copy of a surveillance tape 
that showed the incident and destroyed it without showing 
it to investigators. Lenner appeared Dec. 8 before city 
council for a termination hearing. 

Lenner's termination hearings have not concluded. 
http://www.lehighvalleylive.com/bethlehem/index.ssf/2

011/01/florida_man_sues_bethlehem_pol.html 
 
10-12-28 Number of gun deaths goes down in 

Switzerland 
Fewer people have died of gunshot wounds in 

Switzerland in recent years. 
While 291 fell victim to a bullet in 2007, the figure was 

259 in 2008, the Federal Statistics Office announced on 
Tuesday. 

 In both years, most of those deaths were suicides: 264 
in 2007, and 239 the following year. 

Most of 2008’s victims were male; 13 per cent were 
female. In 2007, women accounted for 19 per cent of 
victims. 

As the office pointed out, the number of gun deaths has 
sunk by nearly 50 per cent in the past decade. In 1998, 
there were 466 victims – of which 413 were suicides. 

On February 13, Swiss voters will have their say on an 
initiative to ban Swiss soldiers from keeping their military-
issue guns at home. Proponents argue that it is dangerous 
to have weapons stored in private homes as opposed to 
arsenals. 

Because of the initiative, the statistics office has also 
provided an analysis of crimes involving a bullet. 

Of the 236 homicides and attempted homicides reported 
by police in 2009, 55 were committed by gun. Among 
those 55, 24 of the victims actually died. 

 Meanwhile, there were 524 cases of aggravated assault 
in 2009, 11 by bullet. Of the 3,500 robbery offences, 416 
involved a gun. 

http://www.swissinfo.ch/eng/swiss_news/Number_of_g
un_deaths_goes_down_in_Switzerland.html?cid=2912516
2 
 

Media Bias/Prejudice???  See below for a compilation 

of SOME of the articles in the media targeting guns and 
gun ownership in the aftermath of the Ariz. Shooting: 

 

1/11/2011, Tuesday 
1.  Lawmakers seek limits on gun clips  

    The San Francisco Chronicle (CA) 
        Page: A.9-http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-
bin/article.cgi?f=%2Fc%2Fa%2F2011%2F01%2F11%2F
MNTS1H6S3A.DTL 
    January 11, 2011 
  

2.  Sen. Lautenberg urges ban on clips linked to 
shooting 
    Associated Press (NJ)-
http://www.modbee.com/2011/01/10/1505502/lawmaker-
urges-ban-on-clips-linked.html# 
    January 10, 2011 
  

3.  Woven Through Everyday Life, a Fierce Devotion to 
Firearms  
    The New York Times- 
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/11/us/11guns.html 
    January 11, 2011 
  

4.  Law Professor On Arizona Gun Laws  
    NPR: All Things Considered-
http://www.npr.org/2011/01/10/132812040/Law-Professor-
On-Arizona-Gun-Laws 
    January 10, 2011 

  
5.  Arizona Rampage Reignites Gun Control Debate in 

D.C. 
    FOX News-
http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2011/01/10/arizona-
rampage-reignites-gun-control-debate-dc/ 
    January 10, 2011 
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6.  Shooting response has partisan tinge 
    Politico-
http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0111/47406.html 
    January 10, 2011 
  

7.  Legislator says sheriff didn't safeguard rally: 
Shooting reheats state 
         debate over gun control  
    USA Today-
http://www.usatoday.com/news/washington/2011-01-11-
gunlaws11_ST_N.htm 
    January 11, 2011 
  

8.  Arizona shootings unlikely to change federal gun 
laws 
    McClatchy Washington Bureau-
http://www.mcclatchydc.com/2011/01/10/106553/arizona-
shootings-unlikely-to.html# 
    January 10, 2011 

  
9.  Mayor Daley: Arizona Shooting Should Result In 

'Common Sense Gun Laws' 
    Huffington Post-
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/01/10/mayor-daley-
arizona-shoot_n_807062.html 
    January 10, 2011 

  
10. Support for Gun Control Fell in Recent Years 

    The New York Times-
http://thecaucus.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/01/10/support-
for-gun-control-has-dropped-in-recent-years/ 
    January 10, 2011 
  

11. EDITORIAL: Violence no an option in political 
debate  
    The Oakland Tribune (CA)-
http://www.insidebayarea.com/opinion/ci_17057927 
    January 11, 2011 

  
12. COMMENTARY: When it comes to guns, insanity 

prevails 
    Pittsburgh Post-Gazette (PA)-http://www.post-
gazette.com/pg/11011/1117031-153.stm 
    January 11, 2011 
 

1/10/2011Giffords News #3 
1.  Closed caption text with John Lott & Paul Helmke 

on Fox News 
    Fox News Sunday-http://johnrlott.blogspot.com/ 
    January 9, 2011 

  
2.  Helmke: sensible gun laws can help save lives 

    CNN-
http://parkerspitzer.blogs.cnn.com/2011/01/09/helmke-
sensible-gun-laws-can-help-save-lives/ 

    January 9, 2011 
  

3.  COMMENTARY: Our Leaders Must Renounce the 
Ideology of Political Violence 
    Huffington Post-http://www.huffingtonpost.com/dennis-
a-henigan/political-leaders-must-re_b_806416.html 
    January 9, 2011 
  

4.  EDITORIAL: After shooting, a reflexive rush to 
judgment  
    The Sacramento Bee (CA)-
http://www.sacbee.com/2011/01/10/3311774/after-
shooting-a-reflexive-rush.html 
    January 10, 2011 

  
5.  COMMENTARY: A Right to Bear Glocks?  

    The New York Times-
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/10/opinion/10collins.htm
l 
    January 10, 2011 
  

6.  COMMENTARY: It's crazy how easy it is for a 
troubled guy to buy a Glock 
    The Sacramento Bee (CA)-
http://www.sacbee.com/2011/01/10/3311773/its-crazy-
how-easy-it-is-for-a.html 
    January 10, 2011 
  

7.  Safer Streets 2011: The Tucson Shooting 
    The Examiner-http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-
los-angeles/safer-streets-2011-the-tucson-shooting 
    January 9, 2011 
  

8.  The Tucson Shooting, Part II: Year of the sovereign 
citizen? 
    The Examiner-http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-
los-angeles/safer-streets-2011-the-tucson-shooting-part-ii-
year-of-the-sovereign-citizen 
    January 9, 2011 
 

1/10/2011Giffords News #2 
Is Violent Rhetoric Behind the Attack on Giffords? - 

TIME 
http://www.time.com/time/nation/article/0,8599,2041408,0
0.html?artId=2041408?contType=article?chn=us 

  
1.  Gun used to shoot congresswoman was bought 

legally  
    Associated Press (AZ)-
http://www.modbee.com/2011/01/08/1503399/ap-source-
gun-in-tucson-shooting.html 
    January 8, 2011 
  

2.  22-year-old suspect appears to have left trail of 
bizarre Internet postings  
    The Washington Post-
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http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2011/01/08/AR2011010803961.html 
    January 9, 2011 
  

3.  With Giffords Shooting, A Grim Milestone 
    National Journal-
http://www.nationaljournal.com/congress/with-giffords-
shooting-a-grim-milestone-20110108 
    January 8, 2011 
  

4.  Congresswoman shot in Tucson rampage  
    The Washington Post-
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2011/01/08/AR2011010802422.html 
    January 9, 2011 
  

5.  Giffords Shooting Is an American Tragedy We Need 
to Urgently Address 
    Huffington Post-http://www.huffingtonpost.com/paul-
helmke/giffords-shooting-is-amer_b_806254.html 
    January 8, 2011 
 

1/10/2011Giffords News #1 
1.  Opinions about gun control not likely to be swayed  

    The Washington Post 
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2011/01/09/AR2011010903890.html 
    January 10, 2011 
  

2.  Massacre Renews Focus on Gun Buys  
    The Wall Street Journal-http://online.wsj.com/home-
page 
    January 10, 2011 
  

3.  Violence puts focus on rules to buy guns  
    The Wall Street Journal-
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB1000142405274870366790
4576072030297805862.html 
    January 10, 2011 
  

4.  Giffords A Longtime Supporter of Gun Rights 
    FOX News-
http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2011/01/09/giffords-
longtime-supporter-gun-rights/ 
    January 9, 2011 
  

5.  Gun control debate restarts following shooting 
    The Hill-http://thehill.com/blogs/blog-briefing-
room/news/136843-gun-control-debate-restarts-following-
shooting 
    January 9, 2011 
 

6.  Arizona Suspected Gunman Passed FBI Background 
Check 
    FOX News-
http://www.foxnews.com/us/2011/01/09/arizona-

suspected-gunman-no-stranger-to-trouble/ 
    January 9, 2011 
  

7.  Rep. Giffords' shooting leads some lawmakers to say 
they'll carry weapons 
    New York Daily News-
http://www.nydailynews.com/news/national/2011/01/09/20
11-01-
09_gabrielle_giffords_shooting_leads_some_lawmakers_to
_say_theyll_carry_weapons_to_.html 
    January 10, 2011 
  

8.  McCarthy readies gun control bill 
    Politico-
http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0111/47338.html 
    January 9, 2011 
  

9.  Mass. gun laws very different than AZ 
    WHDH ( Boston , MA )-
http://www1.whdh.com/news/articles/local/120032311463
22/expert-mass-gun-laws-differ-from-az/ 
    January 9, 2011 

  
10. Idaho Congressman Labrador discusses AZ 

shooting, gun control on 'Meet the Press' 
    KTVB ( Boise , ID )-http://www.ktvb.com/news/Idaho-
Congressman-Labrador-appears-on-Meet-the-Press-
113170309.html 
    January 9, 2011 
  

11. Focus turns to Arizona 's gun laws 
    Los Angeles Times-
http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/la-na-
0110-glock-gun-control-20110110,0,4072287.story 
    January 10, 2011 
  

12. Gun show devotees concerned about shootings' 
implications: Vendor worries about loss of rights  
    The Lexington Herald Leader (KY)-
http://www.kentucky.com/2011/01/10/1593347/gun-show-
devotees-concerned-about.html 
    January 10, 2011 
  

13. Lee opposes more firearm limits in wake of 
shooting  
    The Salt Lake Tribune (UT)-
http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/home/51014172-76/lee-
chaffetz-shooting-concealed.html.csp 
    January 10, 2011 
  

14. Utah gun owners condemn shooting in Arizona  
    The Salt Lake Tribune (UT)-
http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/home/51014451-76/gun-
shooting-rifle-sunday.html.csp 
    January 10, 2011 
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15. In Ariz. , few barriers to owning a firearm  
    The Washington Post-
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2011/01/09/AR2011010901912.html 
    January 10, 2011 

  
16. Gun Violence and Views on Gun Control 

    ABC News-
http://blogs.abcnews.com/thenumbers/2011/01/gun-
violence-and-views-on-gun-control.html 

    January 9, 2011 
IS there an agenda by the media to eliminate the 2nd 
Amendment and private gun ownership??  You 

Decide!! 
*************************************************** 

 
 

 
 

 


