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Founding Fathers: 

"Guard with jealous attention the public liberty. Suspect every one who approaches that jewel. Unfortunately, nothing will preserve it but 

downright force. Whenever you give up that force, you are inevitably ruined."-- Patrick Henry (speech in the Virginia Ratifying 

Convention, 5 June 1778)  Reference: The Debates of the Several State..., Elliot, vol. 3 (45) 
 

 

The Case for Open Carry  
By Tim Havener, FOAC Central Committee President--

Tuesday, May 17, 2011 
 

Several months ago, a fellow gun rights activist, Mark 

Fiorino was arrested in the City of Philadelphia for openly 

carrying a firearm. He was breaking no law and possessed a valid 

License to Carry Firearms. He was stopped at gunpoint by a 

police officer and threatened with deadly force. After a profanity 

laced tirade by the arresting officer and several of his 

companions Mark was held for 45 minutes and then released 

when it was realized he was committing no crime. 

Mark had been recording the incident due to previous 

problems with Philadelphia police regarding this issue. He posted 

a copy of the audio onto a popular gun rights forum PAFOA.org. 

After asking his permission I cut up the audio and posted it on 

youtube. 

Within a week the youtube posting had over 30,000 views 

and had drawn the ire of the D.A.'s office. A decision was made 

to file charges against Mark for reckless endangerment and 

disorderly conduct. Five police officers were sent to his place of 

employment to arrest him. He was not at work at the time and 

after obtaining legal counsel turned himself in to answer the 

charges. 

As outrage grew within the gun rights community, plans for a 

protest were formed. On May 14th those plans culminated with 

40 gun owners standing in front of city hall in Centre City, 

Philadelphia openly carrying firearms and asserting their rights. 

The event was coordinated with the Philadelphia police 

department and there were no negative encounters. The rally 

marched from city hall through the streets up to Independence 

Hall and the Liberty Bell.  

The following Monday Mark's story made the front page of 

the Philadelphia Daily News and soon became a nationwide 

story. 

These events have brought forth much debate over not only 

the right to carry but the right to openly carry a firearm. 

While many people are uncomfortable with the idea of open 

carry it is a fundamental part of the right to bear arms. To those 

that would condemn anyone for exercising this right under our 

Constitution and our laws I would ask: What are you so afraid 

of? 

Many people accept that bearing arms in self defense is a 

right but they believe that concealing a firearm is the only 

acceptable way to exercise that right. Openly displaying a gun is 

considered by some to be offensive behavior and inappropriate in 

public places. The cognitive dissonance in this assertion astounds 

me. 

The first and most common argument against open carry is 

that it may frighten people so you should be considerate and 

―cover up‖ for the sake of others. This seems like a common 

sense argument on its face until you peel back the facade and 

reveal the absurd nature of its logical conclusion. Some people 

irrationally fear many things...should we try and prevent 

everyone from experiencing these fears by restricting the actions 

of others? Of course not. 

The defense given to these fears rises from the argument that 

people might not know who you are so they might be afraid 

because you are carrying a gun. Well, let's just take the fact that 

there are more deaths from car accidents every year than deaths 

related to firearms. All of us willingly trust our fellow citizens 

behind the wheel of a car, yet if we see them with a gun some are 

overcome with a fear that defies reason. If seeing an armed 

citizen with a gun strikes fear into your heart I would suggest that 

you might want to give up driving anywhere. 

The other argument presented is slightly more valid but has 

its own fallacy. Some will say that carrying a firearm openly 

makes you a target and that criminals will come after you if they 

see your gun. Statistically, this is not an absolute truth. In a 

Department of Justice poll of violent criminals 57% of them said 

they fear a law abiding citizen with a gun more than they fear the 

police. I will grant this argument the concession that an 

infinitesimal chance may arise where one really crazy person 

may see your gun and attempt to target you. However this must 

be weighed against the benefit of deterring criminal activity and 

preventing the need to draw or use your gun because the mere 

sight of an armed citizen caused a potential criminal to move on. 

In the end, it is my opinion that it should be the choice of the 

individual which risks they are willing to assume based on any 

applicable circumstances. There is no overarching benefit to 

either method of carrying a firearm that invalidates the other. 
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The final and most compelling argument for open carry is 

that criminals do not openly carry their firearms. This is by far 

the most vital invalidation of the opposition to open carry. If you 

see a person with a holstered firearm they are more than likely a 

law abiding citizen just exercising their legal right to bear arms. 

While law abiding people may conceal their firearms, it is also 

the preferred method of carry for criminals. It is not the gun you 

can see that is to be feared...it is the one you don't see coming. 

Myself and others who carry openly consider it a courtesy to 

allow our fellow citizens to know that we are armed and of no 

concern to them. 

Lastly, I suggest to those that still abhor the sight of a gun on 

the hip of someone in public to ask themselves when freedom 

became such a sin. I was in Avenue 209 getting coffee and some 

Chinese exchange students behind me in line asked me about my 

gun and I explained our rights in America. They come from a 

country where you can't fight back and the only person with a 

gun is the government official holding it to your head. I think in 

our modern mindset of misplaced common sense we have 

learned to disdain the most essential of our freedoms and view 

them in a negative light. Fear has replaced what should be pride 

in the ability to exercise so freely ones right defend themselves. 

When such a basic freedom is a blight to the public eye and 

the right must be hidden away for fear of condemnation I must 

ask in what sense do we retain the ability to say we cherish any 

freedom? At that point our perceptions have become a 

dichotomous betrayal of our stated principles. 

If you see myself or any other person armed in public, rather 

than mock or condemn us, I would encourage you to stop and 

take a moment to thank whatever god you pray to that we live a 

nation where we the people possess such liberty and freedom.  

 

Comments on Firearms Legislation and 

Congressional Responsibility 
By Alan Schultz, FOAC Member 
The congress bears significant responsibility for the review of 

its‘ work product (Legislation) respecting the operations and 

efficacy thereof. That is, are the people getting their moneys 

worth, respecting the continued existence and enforcement of 

enacted legislation. I submit that this question is especially 

cogent respecting federal gun laws, which impact adversely on 

the basic civil and constitutional rights of the law abiding. 

Criminals pay no attention to the law. 

The catalog of federal law in this field, firearms, includes, 

in historical order, the following: 

1. The National Firearms Act of 1934. 

2. The Gun Control Act of 1968. 

3. The Hughes Amendment to the 1986 Firearms Owners 

Protection Act.  

4. The Brady Law of 1993. 

The 1934 Act regulates the sale, possession and transfer or 

―machine guns‖, silencers and ―destructive devices‖. Given that 

the criminal use of machine guns, even during the heyday of 

Prohibition and the years following its‘ repeal was at best 

limited, one might well ask, ―Why Bother‖? As some would have 

it the 1934 served as ―welfare for Treasury agents, who with 

Repeal of Prohibition, might have joined the unemployed, who 

knows. The 1934 Act also led to a chain of federal agencies, the 

latest of which is the BATFE (Bureau of Alcohol, tobacco, 

Firearms and Explosives,) whose antics or enforcement tactics 

are and have been questionable to say the least. The BATFE, 

now situated at the Department of Justice is currently the subject 

of ongoing congressional investigations. 

The Brady Law featured operational and enforcement abuses 

that included law abiding citizens being denied the purchase of 

arms over parking tickets, and other alleged, non-criminal 

violations of the law. Additional problems arose from police and 

or court records being incorrect and or incomplete. A person 

might have been arrested. Charges were later dropped or 

dismissed. The record showed an arrest, without final 

disposition, a situation that caused many a law abiding citizen 

problems re their lawful purchase of arms. Another adverse 

impact on the law abiding, courtesy of The Brady Law were 

waiting periods. A right delayed is a right denied, said anti-gun 

California Senator Barbara Boxer, though I suspect she wasn‘t 

referencing the law abiding citizen‘s gun rights. Under Brady 

Law Waiting Periods, the law abiding had to wait before 

exercising a basic civil and constitutional right. Criminals, of 

course, weren‘t inconvenienced, they acquired arms as they 

always had, they stolen them or acquired them outside of 

―normal commercial channels‖, where records were kept. 

The Hughes Amendment, adopted under a questionable, 

unrecorded voice vote led to a sharp escalation in the prices of 

transferable automatic and or selective fire arms, while 

accomplishing nothing in the way of enhancing the public safety. 

By the way, since 1934, there is virtually no record of a legally 

owned machine gun being involved in criminal acts. The law 

abiding trend to remain what they are, law abiding, while 

criminals remain criminals, those who flout the law. 

The 1968 Act, in its statement of intent claimed that it was 

not the intent of this legislation to interfere with the law abiding 

gun purchaser. Interfere with the law abiding is about all it ever 

did, aside from enlarging the powers and authority, and the 

abuses of federal enforcement agencies, the latest of which is, 

you guessed it, The BATFE. 

None of the above mentioned legislative acts has served to 

reduce crime in any measurable way, a fact admitted to by ―the 

feds‖, which leads to the following question. Given that the 

above mentioned laws have never achieved expected or promised 

results, why are they still on the stature books? Welfare for 

government agents is one possibility that comes to mind, but 

aside from that there is the following. In one way or another, the 

above referenced are constitutionally questionable, and their 

failure to achieve promised results has been admitted by 

government. Given the considerable costs of maintaining these 

laws, and the oath of office taken by each and every member of 

the Congress (House and Senate), oaths that reference their duty 

to ―support, uphold and defend the constitution‖, why does The 

Congress fail in its‘ sworn duty to the citizenry that elected it, its‘ 

employers via its‘ leaving in place legislation that even ―the 

feds‖ admit hasn't worked? This is a question that I‘ve long 

pondered. Perhaps others might find themselves curious too. 

 

A Global Weapons Computer? 
Written by Paul Gallant, Allan Chwick and Joanne D. 

Eisen  
 

A legally binding, global Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) is being 

prepared in the back rooms of the UN. One goal of the Treaty's 

proponents is to create national weapon databases, leading to 

regional databases, and then to an eventual global database.  
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Countries will be charged with the duty to keep track, not 

only of all transfers, but also of the locations of all arms and 

ammunition, from manufacture to destruction. A UN discussion 

paper states "the advent of modern information technology... 

promises to be a boon to the establishment of an effective tracing 

system in many States." But it will take a "global harmonized 

system of electronic registers" before the firearm-prohibitionists 

are satisfied. 

The expectation for these databases is to provide the ability to 

trace weapons that have been used either by criminals or tyrants 

to commit crimes, in order to ensure that these people are caught 

and brought to justice. Preventatively, tyrants with a history of 

human rights abuses will be denied access to weapons. Or so we 

are told. 

The Treaty will cover seven categories of conventional 

weapons, which include aircraft and large artillery systems, plus 

small arms and light weapons (SALW), plus ammunition, or 

"7+1 +1." Here, we concentrate only on small arms and light 

weapons. We will need hardware and software that has the 

capability to deal with the estimated world stockpile of 875 

million firearms. 

The first task on the path to a global database is the marking 

of weapons and weapon parts. Most major manufacturers already 

do so. But many weapons are not marked. 

Our taxes, funneled through the Department of State, Office 

of Removal and Abatement, fund [firearms] marking and data 

collection programs in Costa Rica, Paraguay and the Bahamas. 

We also fund programs run by the Regional Centre on Small 

Arms (RECSA) in Africa -comprised of countries such as 

Burundi, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya and Rwanda. 

How much of our tax money has been funding this? 

In order to ascertain how much of our own US tax money has 

been funding this, we sent a FOIA request to the U.S. 

Department of State, Office of Weapons Removal and 

Abatement (WRA), but as of this writing, have not received any 

reply.. 

The marking machines provided by the WRA are sensitive to 

the environment, and require a certain degree of proficiency by 

the operator. It should come as no surprise that the RECSA 

program had been "temporarily halted as a result of the machines 

developing some technical problems." 

The UN rationalizes these setbacks in thirdworld countries as 

a step toward "capacity building." Capacity building is an 

educational and developmental process that eventually, it is 

hoped, will enable third-world countries to catch up to Western 

technology. But the fact remains that these weapons must be 

properly marked, and thirdworld countries fall short of such a 

capability. In the firearm-prohibitionists' zeal for total weapons 

control, they are determined that the 875 million small arms must 

be marked. 

In the firearm-prohibitionists' zeal to create a peaceful world 

through total weapons control, they are determined that the 875 

million small arms must be marked on at least three - and in 

many cases - six parts: the frame, barrel, firing pin, ejector, 

extractor and magazine. And some firearm-prohibitionist groups 

suggest that the slide should be marked, as well. As each weapon 

- or each part - crosses a national border, an additional marking 

would need to be added."Secondary markings" will add another 

layer of complexity. In Canada, the attempt to institute the UN's 

proposed import marking scheme "met with serious setbacks." 

Postponed several times since 2004, it is currently scheduled for 

completion in 2012. 

If Canada had such difficulties, how could a country such as 

Nigeria accomplish this? 

It becomes even more confusing when parts are replaced or 

transferred. The paperwork that would be required, should one 

wish to replace the barrel or a worn-out firing pin, would be 

costly, time-consuming, and error-ridden.  Imagine the expense 

to us of changing a barrel, or replacing a firing pin, should our 

laws be harmonized with the UN's "best practices." 

After marking, the entering of weapons into databases for the 

purpose of tracking begins. Even in relatively developed 

countries, the present condition of weapon databases is a 

nightmare. Canada's justice Department has estimated the error 

rate in its registry's database to lie between 71 and 91 percent. 

So, even in a modern, technologically advanced society, where 

cost was not a limiting factor and personnel are well educated, 

competent and well paid, there is an accuracy rate of only about 

10-30 percent. Additionally, "police have admitted it [their gun 

registry] has been breached by unknown hackers over 300 

times." 

In Australia, the New South Wales Police Firearms Registry 

estimated its accuracy rate as 40 percent. And a few months ago, 

in March 2011, in the state of Western Australia, technical issues 

threw their licensing system into a "shambles." The police 

indicated that "they are working hard to reactivate the firearms 

infringement register, which will occur once they have 

completed the firearms registry stabilisation project." 

Here in the U.S., it is evident that the same data-entry 

problems are endemic within our own databases. In Colorado, it 

was recently reported by the Denver Post that 63 percent of the 

records entered by sheriffs' offices contained inaccuracies. This 

single database, alone, consists of only 51,000 records, far 

smaller than what would be required for 875 million needed just 

for small arms, globally. In Texas, a computer system that 

tracked city-owned small arms failed to accurately keep track of 

their whereabouts, and about 30 percent of those inventoried 

weapons had gone missing. The San Antonio database tracked 

only 1,129 weapons. 

It only gets worse from here because of a lack of 

"transparency." "Transparency" means that all arms transfer data 

is revealed. However, in the previous decade, there was a 45-

percent drop in the number of nations reporting conventional 

arms transfers to the UN Registry of Conventional Arms 

(UNROCA). As of September 2009, only 65 countries, out of 

nearly 200 countries, had reported any arms transfers for that 

year. And only a few more were expected to do so. 

The commonly used term that describes the willingness of 

individuals to inform their government of the weapons they 

possess is "compliance." Obviously, virtually 100 percent of the 

world's criminals will never comply. 

In Canada, LUFA (Canada's Law-Abiding Unregistered 

Firearm Association, v/vvw.iufa.ca) admits to a 30-percent 

compliance level for that country's handgun and long-gun 

registries. Donald Blake Webster, of the University of Toronto, 

noted that, "No country in the world has ever remotely 

approached full compliance with firearms owner licensing and 

registration." 

There is yet one final hurdle to overcome - the weapons-

prohibitionists "global harmonized system" - their term for 

"interoperability." Interoperability means that one database can 
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be merged with another, and yet another, and yet still another. 

While this occurs in simple compatible systems, lack of such a 

capability is much more common. The complexity of language 

conversions will add another dimension to this dilemma. 

Technically, a global weapons computer database containing 

the 7+1+1 might be possible, regionally and even globally. But 

the practical ability to implement such a system lies off the 

horizon.  

 

Costly, foolish schemes have rarely prevented tyrants and 

criminals from obtaining weapons. 

 
Reprinted with permission from THE BLUE PRESS, June 2011, Issue 228, p. 

64, Dillon Precision Products, Inc., Scottsdale, AZ. This article may be re-

printed in other publications as long as proper credit is given to THE BLUE 

PRESS. Dillon Precision, and the authors, and is not excerpted. 

 

SAF expands suit over Illinois carry ban 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 
The Second Amendment Foundation (SAF) has expanded 

with additional plaintiffs a federal lawsuit challenging Illinois 

statutes that prohibit the carrying of a loaded handgun for 

personal protection. 

Joining SAF is the grassroots organization Illinois Carry, 

along with four private citizens, Peggy Fechter of Carmi, Jon 

Maier, a resident of Bloomington, Michael Moore of Champaign 

and Charles Hooks of Percy. Named as defendants in the action 

are Illinois Attorney General Lisa Madigan and State Police 

Superintendent Hiram Grau. 

SAF and its co-plaintiffs are represented by attorneys David 

Jensen of New York and David Sigale of Glen Ellyn, IL. Sigale 

was involved in SAF's McDonald v. City of Chicago lawsuit. 

"Illinois is currently the only state in the country that imposes 

a complete prohibition on the carrying of firearms for personal 

protection by its citizens," said SAF Executive Vice President 

Alan Gottlieb. "The state legislature had recently stopped, by a 

thin margin, a concealed carry measure. After the 2008 Heller 

ruling and last year's McDonald ruling against the City of 

Chicago that incorporated the Second Amendment to the states, 

one would think that Illinois lawmakers would act quickly to 

comply with court decisions and the constitution." 

Illinois is the only state in the country that completely 

prohibits its citizens from carrying guns for self-defense," Jensen 

added. "It is incredible that this situation has persisted even in 

light of the Supreme Court's rulings in Heller and McDonald, and 

we look forward to vindicating the rights of the people of 

Illinois." 

SAF initially filed the lawsuit in mid-May, and had to amend 

the complaint three days later when it added plaintiffs. According 

to SAF Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb, once news of the 

lawsuit spread, Illinois residents started lining up to join the 

action. 

"We were overwhelmed by requests to participate," Gottlieb 

acknowledged. "We want to assure everyone who contacted us 

that they do not need to be actual plaintiffs in order to benefit 

from a victory." 

Hours after SAF filed the lawsuit in US District Court for the 

Central District of Illinois in Springfield, the National Rifle 

Association announced its own lawsuit, filed in the Southern 

District of Illinois. 

In a prepared statement, NRNs Chris Cox, executive director 

of the Institute for Legislative Action, pointed to the lead 

plaintiff, Mary Shepard, as a perfect example of the type of 

Illinois citizen who needs a gun for personal protection. Licensed 

to carry in two other states, Shepard is a crime victim, who was 

attacked, along with an 83-year-old co-worker while serving as a 

treasurer at her church. They were attacked and beaten by a man 

with a criminal record. 

"Mary Shepard isn't just a victim of the violent criminal Van 

attacked her," said Cox. "She is also a victim of anti-self-defense 

activists in the Illinois legislature who have consistently refused 

to recognize that good people have the right to protect 

themselves when they go about their everyday business. We're 

pleased that the legislature has come closer this year than ever 

before to changing the law, but close isn't good enough for Mary 

Shepard and the thousands of other Illinois residents who are 

prohibited by statute from defending themselves outside the 

home." 

NRA is joined in its lawsuit by the Illinois State Rifle 

Association. ISRA was a co-plaintiff with SAF in the McDonald 

case, and is also involved in another SAF legal action in Illinois. 

Gottlieb noted that every other state has some kind of carry 

option. 

"Even in Wisconsin," he observed, "where there is no 

concealed carry statute, the state attorney general has recognized 

that open carry is legal. Only Illinois makes it statutorily 

impossible for average private citizens to carry firearms for self-

defense." 

SAF's lawsuit alleges that Illinois statutes prohibiting any 

kind of defensive gun carry essentially deprive the plaintiffs of 

civil rights under color of law. That makes these statutes "incon-

sistent with the Second Amendment," the lawsuit states. 

There is no small irony in SAF's lawsuit arguments, 

considering that the Second Amendment was incorporated to the 

states by the US Supreme Court's ruling in the McDonald case 

against Chicago's handgun ban. 

"Whether Illinois lawmakers like it or not," Gottlieb added, 

"the Second Amendment right to keep and bear arms is the law 

of the land. A complete prohibition simply does not pass consti-

tutional muster. The state cannot stick its head in the sand and 

pretend this problem does not exist." 

About the NRA‘s lawsuit, Cox noted, "In its historic 

Heller and McDonald decisions, the Supreme Court 

made clear that the Second Amendment protects a 

fundamental, individual right to keep and bear arms. 

Mary Shepard's story highlights the need for law-

abiding citizens to be able to fully exercise their 

Second Amendment rights. Whether through the 

legislature or through the courts, we won't rest until 

that happens." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 
 

SAF, Calguns sue CA on `assault weapons' 

terms 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 
The Second Amendment Foundation (SAF) and Calguns 

have filed a federal lawsuit challenging California's "assault 

weapons" law on the grounds that it is unconstitutionally vague. 

SAF and Calguns are joined by former Marine Brendan John 

Richards, an Iraq combat veteran who was arrested and jailed for 

six days in the Sonoma County jail because a police officer 

found an unloaded semi-automatic rifle and two unloaded 

http://www.gunweek.com/


 

 
Page 5 

handguns locked in the trunk of his car. The officer, with the 

Rohnert Park Police Department, had been called to a distur-

bance outside a motel in May 2010, where Richards was staying. 

Charges were later dropped by the Sonoma County District 

Attorney, based on a report from the state Department of Justice 

that revealed none of the firearms in Richards' car met the state's 

legal definition of an "assault weapon." 

Named as defendants in the lawsuit are California Attorney 

General Kamala Harris, the California Department of Justice, 

City of Rohnert Park and Officer Dean Becker, who arrested 

Richards. Plaintiffs are represented by attorneys Don Kilmer of 

San Jose and Jason A. Davis of Mission Viejo. Kilmer said the 

case is indicative of the way things have become in California. 

"Now that the right to keep arms has correctly been 

recognized as fundamental and applicable to California," Kilmer 

said, "gunowners can't be faced with the practice of `arrest them 

first and let the courts sort it out' for exercising constitutional 

rights. That is just not how things are done in our country." 

"California's law allows possession of a variety of firearms 

that do not meet the state's assault weapons definition, which we 

believe is unconstitutionally vague," noted SAF Executive Vice 

President Alan Gottlieb. "Mr. Richards was jailed for almost a 

week, when he had broken no law because a police officer had a 

conflicting view and the District Attorney's office believed him." 

"California attempts to make a distinction among firearms 

where no natural one exists," added Calguns Executive Director 

Gene Hoffman in a joint statement with SAF. "The generic 

definition of so-called assault weapons was simply an attempt to 

prohibit possession of guns that look scary." The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

NY counties claim staff cuts slow permit 

process 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 
County clerks in New York State were scheduled to hold an 

association meeting in Ulster County on June 5 to discuss what 

collective action they might take to resolve a state executive 

branch staffing cut in Albany that some say is causing a "severe 

backlog" in the processing of pistol license applications. 

Gun Week became aware of the problem when Niagara 

County Clerk Wayne F. Jagow disclosed that executive budget 

cuts had reduced the staff at the state Office of Mental Health 

which handles the mental health background checks for 

applicants that are mandated by law. 

"The New York State Mental Office section responsible for 

pistol permits was slashed from four people to one," Jagow 

explained. "This has produced a huge bottleneck in pistol permit 

applications." 

Jagow explained that it is almost impossible to work around 

the problem since the mental health records check-off is one of 

three that must be completed before law enforcement agencies 

receive the applications for investigation of the applicant's 

character references. The other two required check-offs are the 

FBI check and the State Police criminal background check. 

Jagow told Gun Week that he currently has a backlog of 

about 100 to 160 applications and that other counties might have 

as many as 500 backed up. He said the newer electronic 

fingerprinting and photo processing normally allows him to 

process applications within 90 days, but that any administrative 

delays could stretch that out to six months or more. 

Jagow, who had been involved in the law enforcement side of 

the process while a Niagara County Sheriff's deputy, before his 

election as county clerk, said any delays are worrisome. 

His gravest concern, Jagow said, "is that law-abiding citizens 

who sought a sidearm for home protection would be unable to 

quickly obtain a pistol or revolver, and could be in jeopardy if 

their lives were under threat. 

Jagow wants Gov. Andrew Cuomo to eliminate these barriers 

to the permit process, and received immediate support from the 

majority leader of the Niagara County Legislature, Rick 

Updegrove (R-Lockport), and the Niagara County Federation of 

Sportsmen's Clubs. 

"The Majority Caucus of the Legislature has been consistent 

in its support of the Second Amendment rights of Niagara 

County citizens," Updegrove said. "The delay in processing 

pistol permit applications is absolutely unacceptable." 

Will Fowler, pistol permit administrator in the Erie County 

Clerk's office, told Gun Week that the problem with clearing 

mental health checks has backlogged the permitting process in all 

62 counties. Fowler also confirmed that the County Clerk's 

Association had already discussed the staffing problem in Albany 

at an executive committee meeting in Rochester. 

Jagow planned to offer a strong resolution at the June 5 

meeting in an effort to resolve the problem created by state 

budget cuts. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

‘Gunrunner' investigation grows, taking 

strange new directions 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 
The ongoing investigation of the controversial Project 

Gunrunner and its off-shoot, Operation Fast-and-Furious, has 

expanded and taken some strange turns in the process, including 

a complete shuffle of management at the Phoenix office of the 

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF). 

In the midst of the investigation, CBS News and other 

sources revealed that Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) 

agents conducting a drug bust in Arizona found two large 

garbage containers filled with guns, and at least one was traced 

back to the ATF's Gunrunner investigation. However, when ATF 

asked for the guns to be turned over, DEA refused. 

Sen. Charles Grassley (R-IA) and Congressman Darrell Issa 

(R-CA) dispatched congressional investigators to Arizona twice 

over the course of three weeks. They interviewed gun dealers, 

ATF whistleblowers and others, according to sources close to the 

investigation. They have repeatedly complained that ATF and the 

Justice Department under Attorney General Eric Holder have 

been stonewalling their investigations. 

Special Agent in Charge (SAC) William "Bill" Newell has 

been reassigned to ATF headquarters in Washington, DC, where 

he is, according to ATF sources, helping devise a new firearms 

trafficking strategy for the agency. His replacement is well-

respected former Detroit SAC Tom Brandon. 

Phoenix Assistant SAC George Gillett, who retained counsel 

and started cooperating with Grassley and Issa's independent 

investigations in March, has also I,een transferred to the 

Washington, DC, headquarters. His replacements are ASACs Joe 

Anarumo from Miami, FL, and Tom Atteberry from Kansas City, 

MO, according to CBS News. 

There has been no disciplinary action against any of the 

officers who were transferred, according to CBS. 

http://www.gunweek.com/
http://www.gunweek.com/
http://www.gunweek.com/
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As these revelations were unfolding, Sitp. Joseph Lieberman 

(VD-CT), chairman of the Senate Committee on Homeland 

Security and Government Affairs, sent a letter to Holder, 

supporting ATF's plan to require reporting of multiple long gun 

sales in southwest border states. His letter did not mention either 

Gunrunner or Fast-and-Furious, only that "Recent news reports 

indicate that rifles originally purchased by smuggling rings in the 

southwest for the cartels were used by the individuals who 

ruthlessly murdered CBP agent Brian Terry and ICE agent Jaime 

Zapata. It is unacceptable that we are allowing these firearms to 

fuel the cartel's brutal violence against Mexican law enforce 

ment and citizens, and against our own law enforcement 

personnel." 

Lieberman's letter brought a bristling reaction from Alan 

Gottlieb, chairman of the Citizens Committee for the Right to 

Keep and Bear Arms. Gottlieb accused the senator of skipping 

over the allegations that ATF abetted illicit gun trafficking to 

Mexico under the Gunrunner and Fast-and-Furious projects. 

"I am stunned that your letter to Mr. Holder makes no 

mention of Project Gunrunner or Operation Fast and Furious," 

Gottlieb wrote, "or the seriousness of the allegations against 

ATF. Surely, you must know that ATF has almost entirely 

shuffled its management team at the Phoenix office in recent 

weeks since this controversy first erupted, reassigning and 

replacing them. That strongly suggests the agency knows there is 

and was a problem, and they are now trying to clean up a mess. 

"It is not the southwest firearms dealers who need 

investigating, senator, but the ATF," he continued. "It is not 

those gun dealers who should be held accountable for the flood 

of illicit firearms into Mexico, but the ATF officials who not 

only allowed it to happen, but encouraged it." 

Estimates run as high as 2,500 guns that ATF allowed to 

"walk" into the possession of gunrunners and other criminals. 

The operation did result in several indictments in January, but 

critics wonder whether the indictments would have come at all 

had it not been for the December slaying of Border Patrol Agent 

Brian Terry in a shootout near Nogales. Two guns recovered 

from the crime scene were traced back to one of the Gunrunner 

suspects. 

Then in February, another federal agent, Jaime Zapata, was 

gunned down in northern Mexico as he was traveling along a 

main highway. Another federal agent was wounded in that 

shooting—US government agents are forbidden from carrying 

guns in Mexico—and investigators found a gun at that crime 

scene that was traced back to a Texas gunrunning suspect. 

The volume of firearms allowed to "walk" was stunning One 

suspect alone was allegedly responsible for buying more than 

225 firearms over an eight-month period from late 2009 to July 

of last year. Most of those purchases were for multiple guns, 

including a single purchase of 40 AK-type rifles. 

Published reports have revealed that gun dealers in Arizona 

and Houston, TX, repeatedly raised alarms with ATF contacts 

about the number of firearms and frequency of the purchases, 

only to be told by ATF to allow the transactions to be completed. 

The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

****State Legislative Briefs 

Missouri's firearm reform 
The Missouri General Assembly has given overwhelming 

final approval to NRA-backed HB-294, sending the major 

firearm reform bill to Gov. Jay Nixon's (D) desk for his 

signature. 

The measure, authored by state Rep. Jeanie Riddle (R-20th 

Dist.) and sponsoed in the state Senate by Sen. Brian lqunzlinger 

(R-18th Dist.), is a comprehensive firearm reform bill that ad-

dresses a number of right-to-carry issues. 

HB-294, if signed by Nixon would lower the age for a carry 

license from 25 to 21; prohibit sales taxes on guns and 

ammunition from being higher than those for other sporting 

goods; allow non-contiguous state firearms sales; allow a person 

to possess, manufacture, transport, repair, or sell NFA arms in 

compliance with federal law; penalize knowingly fraudulent 

firearms transactions, and allow members of the General 

Assembly and their staffs who possess with valid licenses to 

carry in the Capitol. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

Indiana preemption reform 
Indiana Gov. Mitch Daniels (R) has signed the "Firearm 

Preemption Reform" (SEA-292) and "Firearm Transport Permit 

Reform" (SEA-506) bill into law. 

SEA-292 mandates a strong and meaningful statewide 

standard for all firearm laws in the state. 

SEA-506 makes important reforms to Indiana's current 

"transport permit" requirement, making it legal to transport a 

handgun in your vehicle without some form of state-issued 

permit. 

MT gets ammo safeguards 

Montana Gov. Brian Schweitzer (D) has signed HB-159, 

sponsored by state Rep. Cary Smith (R-55th Dist.), a measure 

that restricts the authority of the Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks 

(FWP) and the FWP Commission to regulate firearms and 

ammunition. 

The need for this bill became evident last year when FWP 

last year proposed that lead shot be prohibited for all upland 

game bird hunting on Wildlife Management Areas throughout 

the state. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

OK parking lot protections 
Oklahoma Gov. Mary Fallin (R) has signed HB-1652 into 

law, a measure that expands "Parking Lot" firearm storage 

protections to vehicles parked at professional sporting events, 

local, state and federal governmental entities and on vocational-

technology center campuses, in addition to the parking lots 

owned by employers as covered by previous legislation. 

HB-1652 was authored by state Rep. John Enns (R-41st 

Dist.) in the Oklahoma House and by Sens. Steve Russell (R-

45th Dist.) and Anthony Sykes (R-24th Dist.) in the state Senate. 

The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

Zero tolerance strikes again 
A couple of Maryland high school lacrosse players were in 

trouble after school officials found what they considered to be 

contraband—a pen knife and lighter—in their gear on the team 

bus just before it headed for a game last month. 

According to WJZ, the local CBS affiliate in Baltimore, 

Graham Dennis had a pen knife and Leatherman multi-tool in his 

gear, which he uses to repair his lacrosse stick. Fellow student 

Casey Edsall's lighter was also used for stick repairs. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 
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But parental and public outrage erupted when it was reported 

that Dennis was hauled off the bus in handcuffs and booked into 

the local police department. His mother, Laura Dennis, told the 

station that charging her son for having a 2-inch pen knife "is 

ridiculous." 

Coincidentally, at the time the furor was ignited, the Mary-

land state school board was in the process of studying the zero-

tolerance policy, to determine if it goes too far. 

Edsall's father, Doug, was quoted observing, "You can hide 

behind a zero-tolerance policy. But I do believe that common 

sense needs to be applied, and unfortunately was not done in this 

instance." The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

3-time felon in more trouble 
From the "What part of loser don't you understand?" file 

comes the story out of Seattle, WA, about a 19-year-old three-

time felon identified as Zebelum L. Willis, who was recently 

popped by the cops for unlawful possession of a firearm, which 

is another felony. 

A spokesman for the King County Prosecutor's Office told 

Gun Week that Willis was sacked in May when he ran from the 

police after they were called to a disturbance involving a man 

"waving a handgun in the air." When Seattle's finest arrived, they 

spotted a suspect with his hand tucked in the pocket of his jacket. 

Ordered to remove his hand and show it, our hero decided 

instead to beat feet, which, of course, resulted in a hot pursuit. 

Turns out the gun wasn't the only reason Willis decided to 

take up jogging. A police report also says he was holding some 

marijuana—they don't call it "dope" for no reason—and indi-

cated that the gun he had was (surprise!) stolen. 

Willis' unsafe gun handling had been observed by a witness, 

who turned out to be a model citizen in the correct sense. He 

stuck around to identify Zebelum after the chase. 

While he was running, Willis tossed the handgun, a .380-

caliber semi-auto, but he didn't throw it hard enough. It landed on 

the roof of a local mini-mart, where it was easily recovered by 

the cops. Bad luck for Willis; when police had him in custody, 

they did a quick check and immediately learned the pistol had 

been reported stolen back on Jan. 6 in the suburban city of 

Auburn, about 20 miles south from Seattle. 

The owner of that handgun told investigators that he didn't 

know Willis, and he darn sure never gave him permission to be 

packing that pistol. He promised to testify to that in court. The 

New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

The runner stumbles 
From the "You can't make this up" file comes a tale out of 

Seattle, WA, that literally redefines the term "street justice." 

An unidentified thief stole a donation jar from a downtown 

business and ran out to cross the street...but instead sprinted into 

the path of an oncoming metro bus. 

You guessed it. The suspect in this caper lost that collision 

big time, and the bus driver was not issued a citation by Seattle 

police. The unidentified thief was gently scraped off the pave-

ment and taken to Harborview Medical Center with serious 

injuries, according to the online Seattle P-I. 

A Seattle police spokesman told Gun Week that the theft 

involved a donation jar for research support, positioned next to a 

cash register in a downtown restaurant. When the suspect 

grabbed it, he evidently darted straight for the street without 

looking at the traffic. 

Officer Mark Jamieson said the donation jar had some 

change, totaling perhaps $12-$15, but it could not have been 

much. 

None of the bus passengers was injured. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

TSA agent forgot gun in bag 
From the "Who should know better" file comes the report of a 

Transportation Security Administration (TSA) officer who was 

arrested May 18 at Orlando International Airport after he 

allegedly tried to bring a gun through a security checkpoint, 

according to The Orlando Sentinel. 

Rynel B. Delacruz, 25, faces an aviation personal conduct 

charge. He was released after posting $250 bail. According to 

police reports, Delacruz had placed a piece of luggage on an x-

ray machine at a checkpoint, and the screener noticed the gun in 

the bag and contacted supervisors, and Orlando police were 

called. 

The responding officer reported finding a fully loaded Ruger 

.380 handgun. Delacruz said he had forgotten the gun was in his 

luggage, according to the police report. 

Michael McCarthy, a TSA spokesman in Washington, 

confirms that Delacruz is no longer employed by the agency, 

according to The Sentinel. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

Walgreens fires heroic worker 
A photograph of four children tucked in a thank-you card 

from the family of a Walgreens manager in Michigan who had 

been working the same shift reminds Jeremy Hoven he did the 

right thing. 

But doing "the right thing" cost the night shift pharmacist his 

job at the Walgreens drugstore in Benton Township, MI, 

according to The Herald Palladium of southwest Michigan. The 

national pharmacy chain fired Hoven on May 16, eight days after 

he fired his handgun to foil an armed robbery by two masked 

gunmen and a potentially deadly hostage situation at the store. 

The two fled after Hoven fired three or four shots from his 

revolver during the 4:30 a.m. May 8 incident. 

Hoven's lawyer, Peter Kosick of St. Joseph, said he is 

studying whether to pursue a wrongful termination lawsuit. 

Berrien County Prosecutor Arthur Cotter said he reviewed police 

reports and store security video. He said Hoven did nothing 

criminal and may have saved lives. The New GUN WEEK, June 

15, 2011 

 

 

 

 

Sifting political tea leaves after special 

House election 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 
The political fortune tellers and the media are sifting the tea 

leaves left behind after the May 24 special election in New 

York's 26th congressional district. 

If they are trying to read into this one race a prediction of 

what is likely to happen nationally in the 2012 congressional and 

presidential elections, they may be whistling in the dark. 

"Medicare key to shocking Dem win in NY House race," read 

one headline for an Associated Press report. 
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"Democrats say US House victory sends message on 

Medicare," read a headline for a Newsmax summary of the 

results. 

Of course to those whose stock in trade is the stuff of 

Democrat believers, the win by Democrat Kathy Hochul over 

Republican Jane Corwin and two other candidates to fill what has 

been a Republican seat for 40 years or more, comes like a magic 

elixir after the Republican drubbing of House Democrats just 

seven months ago. 

The Medicare issue was certainly important to the results in 

this race, but should not be the only subject of analysis and 

should not be the only plank on which either party should build a 

stage for 2012. 

Since I live just outside the boundaries of the 26th District, I 

didn't have a vote on May 24. However, I have met both of the 

two main candidates in what became a three-way race on 

television and a four-way race on the election ballot, and I have 

known and supported people who held that seat before, including 

the now disgraced last seat-holder, Christopher Lee. (I'll say this 

about Lee: after he resigned his seat earlier this year, he send 

apologies and checks to those who had contributed to his 2010 

reelection campaign. Not many politicians make such a gesture 

of contrition.) 

The New York 26th House District is one of those strange 

districts created and modified over the years to be predominantly 

Republican. It runs from some affluent suburbs of Buffalo to 

some affluent suburbs of Rochester and encompasses lots of rural 

and small countryside and small towns in five counties between 

those of Erie and Monroe, where the bigger cities are situated. 

When Corwin was anointed by the Republican Party, she was 

already a member of the New York Assembly. I might add that 

her voting record on gtin issues was 100% perfect in Albany. 

Besides being an Assemblywoman, Corwin is also a 

personable, energetic businesswoman, who has long been 

considered "a comer" by some holding the Republican political 

ladder although she has not held any other political offices. She 

was considered the frontrunner and was expected to easily win 

the special election, especially considering that Republicans held 

a 27,000 registration edge over Democrats in that district. 

Corwin's loss to Hochul was seen as a stunning upset, and it 

was, but not only because of the Medicare issue, which was the 

focus of much of the television, radio and Internet advertising by 

all candidates. I should note that the race for a House seat that 

might be erased in reapportionment racked up a whopping $10 

million or more in combined advertising spending by the 

candidates, the national Democrat and Republican Parties, and 

the millionaire "Tea Party" candidate, Jack Davis, plus an assort-

ment of special interest political action committees. The Green 

Party candidate Ian Murphy was largely unknown and spent little 

or anything that could be detected. 

Personalities, issue orientation and the quality of the 

opposition played as much part in the race as the medicare issue. 

Also missed by many of the commentators was the high marks in 

constituent service that Hochul had scored as Erie County Clerk. 

For gunowners, I should mention that Corwin, Hochul and 

Davis had all staked-out pro-gun positions. Corwin was rated 

"A" by the National Rifle Association (NRA) based on her 

proven pro-gun voting record in Albany. Hochul got an "AQ" 

rating, meaning that her NRA questionnaire was perfect but she 

has no clear voting record on the issue. Meanwhile, Davis, who 

was making his fourth attempt to win that seat, had always 

publicly taken pro-gun positions. (It should be noted that Davis 

has run as Democrat, a Republican, and independent and had 

claimed the Tea Party mantle this time around.) 

It would seem that the gun issue was neutralized by the pro-

gun public positions of the three candidates, but there is a 

backdoor aspect of the gun issue that played out in Hochul's 

favor in Erie County. I mentioned that as clerk she was very 

constituent-service oriented. This was not just as the office that 

handled motor vehicle registrations and licensing for the state, or 

property records, but the pistol licensing function as well. During 

Hochul's term as county clerk, she streamlined service in every 

department and in the case of pistol licenses, acted as a 

ombudsman for license holders and applicants. She even had 

staff present at gun shows in Erie County to process handgun 

transfers on the spot. All of which she reminded people when she 

visited gun clubs or functions of the statewide Shooters 

Committee on Political Education (SCOPE, Inc.) 

Hochul, Corwin and Davis came out of Erie County, but 

Hochul had the highest and most favorable countywide 

reputation. In the end, that may have played a bigger role in her 

victory than all the ads focused on Medicare reform. Yes, Corwin 

clung to the Ryan plan for reforming Medicare, without 

explaining her position much. Hochul and Davis hammered her 

for that support. Hochul didn't exactly say what she would have 

done instead of voting for the Ryan plan that pretty well died in 

the US Senate the day after the special election. What she 

focused on was continuing the present Medicare system and 

financing by cutting or eliminating foreign aid handouts to 

countries like Pakistan. 

Some top Republicans campaigned in the district for Corwin 

and some top Democrats campaigned for Hochul, including 

former President Bill Clinton in automated, taped telephone 

messages. 

In the end, it was Hochul's strong base in Erie County, the 

most populous of seven counties, that won her the election. She 

carried Erie County by almost 5,000 votes over Corwin, while 

"losing" in every other county in the district. I put quotes around 

"losing" because she did better than other Democrat candidates 

for that seat in past elections. 

When it was all added up however, her edge in Erie County 

was pretty close to her final edge over Corwin. Hochul's total 

vote was 48,530 (47%) to Corwin's 43,836 (43%). Davis, who is 

generally seen as pulling more votes from Corwin than Hochul, 

polled 9,495 (9%) and Murphy was a distant last with a total of 

1,130 votes (1%). Turnout is another factor to consider in future 

races. Only about 25% of the eligible voters turned out on May 

24. 

While some fortune tellers claim that core issue on May 24 

was Medicare, as did Democratic Congressional Campaign 

Committee Chairman Steve Israel (D-NY) after the special 

election, there will be other issues at play in November 2012. 

The breadbasket Medicare and Social Security issue will be 

prominent, unless settled before the next national elections, and 

settled better than the Democrats settled the health care issue. 

What everyone should remember is that the next national 

election is more than a year away, and the key issues may be 

entirely different. What gunowners have to remember is that the 

gun issue was largely neutralized in this one New York race. 

Their rights should remain as safe as they can be with any ambi-

tious politician. The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 
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Lawsuit filed over Phoenix, AZ censorship 
"Arizona gun rights activist and author Alan Korwin, and the 

Goldwater Institute, have sued the City of Phoenix in state 

superior court, alleging suppression of free speech. 

Korwin's beef with the city stems from an advertising 

campaign he launched last autumn with billboards advertising for 

firearms training. He had a contract with the city to post the 

"Educate Your Kids" advertisements, at 50 illuminated bus stops 

around the city. However, within a week of their appearance, 

according to the lawsuit, the city ordered its contractor, CBS 

Outdoor, to remove the advertisements. 

The ads were replaced with public service announcements or 

older advertisements from another vendor. 

In a press release, Korwin noted his surprise when he got 

word from several people that the advertisements had vanished. 

"We were getting great responses when the city let us know 

they had decided our ads were unacceptable," Korwin said. 

"What power do they have to sit in judgment of our free speech?" 

He said the city had been talking to him about the content of 

the ads, but overnight they were all torn down. 

Korwin's lawsuit alleges the city violated his fundamental 

free speech rights. Among the accusations are that Phoenix 

transit advertising standards impose more restrictions on non-

commercial than commercial speech. Korwin insists that is 

unconstitutional. 

Goldwater Institute attorneys Clint Bolick and Christina 

Kohn are handling the case for Korwin. Kohn asserted the city 

violated both his First Amendment rights and his free speech 

rights under Article II, Section 6 of the Arizona Constitution. 

"Phoenix's officials can oversee the content of advertising on 

city property to prevent obscene material or truly inappropriate 

messages," Bolick said in a press release. "But the city cannot 

dismiss ads based on a bureaucratic whim. The free speech 

protections of the First Amendment and the Arizona Constitution 

require the city to enforce clear and objective standards that treat 

advertisers in a fair and equal manner." The New GUN WEEK, 

June 15, 2011 

 

Oregon high court finds new meaning in 

pot/guns cases 
The Oregon State Supreme Court ruled unanimously that 

medical marijuana users cannot be denied concealed weapons 

permits even though they are using a controlled substance. 

The May ruling quickly swept across the Internet and was 

reported by several major news agencies. However, the court did 

not open the door to firearms possession or purchases by pot 

smokers. It only said county sheriffs in Oregon could not deny 

citizens a carry permit under provisions of the 1968 Gun Control 

Act. 

Writing for the court, Chief Justice Paul De Muniz noted that 

"We hold that the Federal Gun Control Act does not pre-empt the 

state's concealed handgun licensing statute and, therefore, the 

sheriffs must issue (or renew) the requested licenses." 

However, the court also noted that sheriffs could enforce 

provisions of the drug and gun laws that prohibit possession of 

firearms by people addicted to controlled substances. 

"In fact, it is possible that the sheriffs in this case could 

themselves enforce section 922(g)(3) of the federal Gun Control 

Act against medical marijuana users who possess guns in 

violation of federal law," the court said. "The federal act makes 

such possession illegal, the sheriffs generally are authorized to 

enforce federal as well as state law, and no state law prohibits the 

sheriffs from taking such enforcement actions." 

The case involved four plaintiffs who use medical marijuana 

legally under Oregon law. Two county sheriffs, Rob Gordon of 

Washington County and Michael Winters of Jackson County, 

were the defendants. Gordon was the defendant in three separate 

lawsuits and Winters the defendant in one action. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

PA gunowners, lawmakers rally for Castle 

Doctrine legislation 
Gun enthusiasts from across the Keystone State brought their 

call for expanded gun rights—especially for passage of Castle 

Doctrine legislation (HB40)—to the steps and offices of the 

Pennsylvania State Capitol 

in Harrisburg on May 10. 

Many of those attending 

the rally were visibly 

armed—openly or 

concealed—without 

causing alarm or concern 

among the 60 state 

lawmakers who attended the rally on a warm, sunny May 10. 

Speakers at the Sixth Annual "Right to Keep and Bear Arms 

Rally"— sponsored by a statewide coalition of gun-rights groups 

and organized and moderated by state Rep. Daryl Metcalfe (R-

Cranberry Township)—told an audience of about 200 that they 

must press state lawmakers to respect their "God-given" right to 

have a gun. 

Among those who spoke but are not mentioned elsewhere in 

this report were state Reps. Matt Gabler (R-DuBois) and state 

Sen. John Pippy (R-Moon Township). 

Gun-rights advocates have a Republican governor, and the 

GOP controls the legislature, the Patriot News reported, but some 

said they want more action on key legislation. HB-40 has been 

passed out of the House of Representatives and is currently in the 

Senate. 

Speakers and activists urged lawmakers to approve an 

expansion of the state's self-defense law, dubbed the Castle 

Doctrine. It would allow a person to use lethal force in self-

defense without first trying to retreat from an attacker or facing 

civil suits from those who precipitated a foiled attack afterwards. 

"If you believe that your home is your castle, as I do, if you 

believe that your body is your temple, then you also believe you 

have the right to defend it," state Rep. Scott Perry (R-Dillsburg), 

told the crowd. "In Pennsylvania, ... the criminal has the upper 

hand. And the scales of justice are uneven, tipped in favor of the 

criminal." 

Perry is sponsoring the Castle Doctrine expansion approved 

by the House in April. The Senate approved a nearly identical 

bill in March, but the two houses of the legislature must pass the 

same language before it can be sent to Gov. Tom Corbett, who 

has said he supports expanding the Castle Doctrine. 

Butler County Sheriff Michael T. Slupe, speaking for himself 

and the Pennsylvania Sheriffs Association, endorsed the Castle 

Doctrine measure and urged its speedy enactment into law. 

"We need the Castle Doctrine bill to rectify the imbalance in 

public safety today between law-citizens and predatory 

criminals," he said. 
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Also addressing the rally on the Capitol steps were Joseph P. 

Tartaro, president of the Second Amendment Foundation and 

executive editor of Gun Week, and Larry Pratt, executive 

director of Gun Owners of America. Tartaro warned the audience 

about news reports mismanaged by the establishment media and 

urged gunowners to use alternative media, such as the Internet, to 

reach out to new constituencies. Pratt discussed the continuing 

struggle to regain and solidify gun rights which have been eroded 

at the federal and state level. 

Gun-rights advocates have scored important victories in the 

Keystone State, said National Rifle Association President (NRA) 

David Keene, the final speaker at the rally. 

"In many ways, you're blessed living in Pennsylvania," Keene 

told the crowd. 

"You've got a Second Amendment-friendly governor, you've 

got majorities in both houses that are friendly to the Second 

Amendment," Keene said. "There are many states that never get 

that far." 

However, Kim Stolfer, chairman of Firearms Owners Against 

Crime, said gun-rights advocates have a lot of work to do. 

"For too long here in Pennsylvania, gunowners have been too 

comfortable living and working in obscurity. We need to all join 

together and become leaders," Stolfer said. "We should not have 

to bargain for the right to bear arms or the right to self-defense. 

The Castle Doctrine needs to be passed now." 

But another of the speakers who addressed the rally, 

Washington County District Attorney Steven Toprani, said 

opponents don't understand current law. 

"We still have laws addressing the use of force and we still 

have a court system that can address them on a case-by-case 

basis," Toprani said. "What we lack is proper direction and 

proper support for our residents." The New GUN WEEK, June 

15, 2011 

 

Indiana high court denies right to resist 

unwanted police entry 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 

A May 12 Indiana Supreme Court ruling that state residents 

have no right to resist an illegal police entry—overturning Fourth 

Amendment precedent and Common Law that dates back to the 

Magna Carta of 1215—is causing a stir that has far-reaching 

legal and political implications. 

Writing for the court's 3-2 majority, Justice Steven David, 

who was nominated to the court by Gov. Mitch Daniels, seen by 

some as a possible Republican presidential contender in 2012, 

said if a police officer wanted to enter a home for any reason—or 

for no reason—homeowners could do nothing to block the 

officer's entry. 

"We believe ... a right to resist an unlawful police entry into a 

home is against public policy and is incompatible with modern 

Fourth Amendment jurisprudence," David wrote, according to 

the Northwest Indiana Times. 

"We also find that allowing resistance unnecessarily escalates 

the level of violence and therefore the risk of injuries to all 

parties involved without preventing the arrest." 

He said persons arrested after an illegal police entry are still 

entitled to post bail and can seek remedies through the legal 

system. However, some see the potentially costly post-arrest 

legal remedy approach as incompatible with traditional Fourth 

Amendment protections. 

The ruling quickly produced significant comment on such 

websites as Volokh.com, with comments divided over the 

rightness and wrongness of the decision, and talk show host 

Mike Church, citing a court spokeswoman, said that the Indiana 

Supreme Court decision had catalyzed a number of phone and 

email threats to members of the court. 

One commentator suggested that the decision written by a 

Daniels appointee to the state court could help to scuttle the 

higher elective ambitions. 

The ruling stems from a case (Barnes v. State of Indiana) 

involving an argument between a husband and wife that took 

place outside of their apartment. When police arrived, they both 

went back inside and the husband told officers they weren't 

needed. 

When one officer tried to enter the apartment the husband 

attempted to block him. An officer entered anyway and the 

husband then shoved him against a wall, prompting a second 

officer to use a stun gun on the husband and arrest him. 

Ivan Bodensteiner, a professor at the Valparaiso University 

School of Law, said he agreed with the court's decision, 

according to the Northwest Indiana Times and other reports. 

"It's not surprising that they would say there's no right to beat 

the hell out of the officer," he told the paper. "(The court is 

saying) we would rather opt on the side of saying if the police act 

wrongfully in entering your house your remedy is under law, to 

bring a civil action against the officer." 

However, Justices Robert Rucker and Brent Dickson 

dissented, saying the ruling violates the US Constitution's Fourth 

Amendment. 

"In my view the majority sweeps with far too broad a brush 

by essentially telling Indiana citizens that government agents 

may now enter their homes illegally—that is, without the 

necessity of a warrant, consent or exigent circumstances. I 

disagree," Rucker wrote in his decent. 

The decision has legal weight in Indiana only, at present, but 

the implications are broader than some, even in the legal 

community, might expect. Commentary on the Volokh website 

makes it clear that even law professors have some misgivings 

about the Indiana high court's decision. 

As just two examples of what could develop as a result of the 

ruling, within 72 hours of the decision, Newton County, IN, 

Sheriff Don Hartman Sr. reportedly said random house-to-house 

searches are now possible. 

When asked three separate times about a decision that 

appeared to trample the inherent natural rights of Americans, the 

Indiana sheriff emphatically indicated that he would use random 

house-to-house searches, adding he felt people will welcome 

random searches if it means capturing a criminal. 

Speaking under the condition of anonymity to the Smoking 

Argus Daily website, a local city police chief with 30 years 

experience in law enforcement directly contradicted the Newton 

County Sheriff, saying such searches would be unconscionable 

and that his allegiance is to the Indiana and federal Constitutions 

respectively. However, he also concurred that the ruling does 

now allow for police to randomly search homes should a 

department be under order by state or federal officials or under a 

department's own accord. 

Meanwhile, a western Indiana school district wants to give its 

bus drivers the authority to search students for weapons or drugs. 

The Tribune-Star reported that a Vigo County School 

Corporation proposal would allow the drivers to search a student 
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and the student's belongings if there is an immediate threat of 

harm or danger to those on the bus. 

Ray Azar, director of student services, said the Terre Haute-

based district wants its drivers to have the authority to conduct 

searches in case they are on the road and must immediately 

respond to an emergency situation. That would include scenarios 

where a student might be in possession of a dangerous drug or a 

weapon. 

Drivers would have to first get permission from the 

transportation office and/ or student services. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

NSSF urges input to Congress to support 

ammo choice measure 
The National Shooting Sports Foundation (NSSF)—the trade 

association for the firearms, ammunition, hunting and shooting 

sports industry—is encouraging all hunters, shooters and 

gunowners to contact their US senators and representatives to 

urge them to become an original co-sponsor of the Hunting, 

Fishing and Recreational Shooting Sports Protection Act, 

legislation that will clarify that Congress has not given the 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) authority to regulate 

ammunition and its components under the Toxic Substances 

Control Act (TSCA). 

Currently, anti-hunting groups are trying to force the EPA to 

ban all traditional ammunition under TSCA. The legislation 

would also prevent the EPA from banning traditional fishing 

tackle. 

The protective legislation is set to be introduced in both the 

Senate and House shortly by Sens. Jon Tester (D-MT) and John 

Thune (R-SD) and Reps. Jeff Miller (R-FL) and Mike Ross (D-

AR), all of whom are the co-chairs of the Congressional 

Sportsmen's Caucus. 

Last fall the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

considered a petition by the Center for Biological Diversity 

(CBD)—a leading anti-hunting organization—to ban all 

traditional ammunition under the Toxic Substances Control Act 

of 1976, a law in which Congress expressly exempted 

ammunition from EPA oversight. 

Though the EPA ultimately rejected the petition, a decision 

that is now being challenged in court by the CBD, the attack 

demonstrated the need to preserve and protect the rights of all 

sportsmen to choose their own ammunition and fishing tackle. 

NSSF says there is no scientific evidence that the use of 

traditional ammunition is having an adverse impact on wildlife 

populations requiring a change in current regulation. Regulating 

the methods and implements for the taking of game is best 

managed by the wildlife biologists in the state fish and game 

agencies and the US Fish and Wildlife Service, not the EPA. 

A 2008 study by the US Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention on blood lead levels of North Dakota hunters 

confirmed that consuming game harvested with traditional 

ammunition does not pose a human health risk. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

Prison term in `broken gun' case cut short 

for David Olofson 
David Olofson, the man convicted of transferring an 

unregistered machinegun after his loaned semi-auto rifle fired a 

burst and jammed has been released from his 30-month prison 

term to begin rebuilding his life, according to supporters. 

Gun Owners of America (GOA) confirmed on April 19 that 

David Olofson was released, according to WorldNetDaily.com 

(WND). 

"David Olofson has been subjected to a gross miscarriage of 

justice," GOA announced. "What happened to Olofson could 

happen to any American who owns a semi-automatic firearm." 

GOA said Olofson was "convicted of knowingly transferring 

an unregistered machinegun—a gun which fired a burst and 

jammed." 

"Gunowners call that a malfunction," the group said. "The 

federal government calls it an easy way to get a felony 

conviction." 

Olofson, an information technology professional with a wife 

and three children, was a member of the National Guard, the 

organization noted. 

"He took his appeal to the Supreme Court which declined to 

hear it. This was in spite of the trial court having ruled in direct 

opposition to a recent decision of the Supreme Court itself?" 

GOA said Olofson has launched an online business called 

Joules of Nature, and gun rights enthusiasts are free to offer their 

support. 

Before the Supreme Court refused to take the case, the 7th 

US Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed the criminal conviction 

after the trial court ruled that the malfunction constituted 

"automatic" fire from the AR-15. 

The court heard government arguments that if a gun fires 

more than one bullet, it is an automatic weapon, no matter the 

reason. Olofson had loaned the rifle to a prospective buyer, who 

took it to a range where it unleashed several bursts of multiple 

rounds then jammed. 

Olofson's defense team had argued the case is about nothing 

more than a malfunction. 

Constitutional lawyer Herb Titus, who argued at the appellate 

level on behalf of Olofson, said the government's case was 

simple: "Olofson's malfunctioning semiautomatic rifle functioned 

as a machinegun because it fired more than one shot at the single 

pull of a trigger." 

However, Titus contended the government's position is 

contrary to fact, established law and precedent. 

The government even, in Olofson's case, applied a definition 

"contrary to the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosives own definition in a guide to law enforcement," Titus 

had argued. 

Under this government definition, regardless of the reason, a 

gun is a machinegun if more than one bullet is fired with a single 

pull of the trigger. That could apply to grandpa's double-barreled 

as well as the local police sidearm, if it malfunctions similarly, 

he said. 

The normally accepted definition of a machine gun is a 

weapon that will fire repeatedly until the trigger is released or the 

ammunition exhausts. But in Olofson's case, when the trigger 

was pulled, the first tests showed no "automatic" action. 

Then the government reported a change in the type of 

ammunition used, and the rifle loosed off several shots and 

jammed. 

"By this time, the weapon had been in the hands of the ATF 

for four months. What caused the functional change in the 

weapon to fire as it had not done before is unknown, although the 

ATF agent did acknowledge that the change in the outcome from 
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the October test resulted from a change to 'softer primer' 

ammunition," the appellate documents said. 

WND reported earlier when the Gun Owners of America 

launched a campaign to help support Olofson's family. 

"A gun that malfunctions is not a machine gun," Larry Pratt 

of Gun Owners of America told WND at the time the case 

developed. "What the [federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms and Explosives] has done in the Olofson case has set a 

precedent that could make any of the millions of Americans that 

own semi-automatic firearms suddenly the owner [of] an 

unregistered machine gun at the moment the gun malfunctions." 

"It didn't matter the rifle in question had not been 

intentionally modified for select fire, or that it did not have an 

M16 bolt carrier ... that it did not show any signs of machining or 

drilling, or that that model had even been recalled a few years 

back," said a commentary in Guns Magazine on the case cited by 

WND. 

"It didn't matter the government had repeatedly failed to 

replicate automatic fire until they replaced the ammunition with a 

softer primer type. It didn't even matter that the prosecution 

admitted it was not important to prove the gun would do it again 

if the test were conducted today," the magazine said. "What 

mattered was the government's position that none of the above 

was relevant because Inhere's no indication it makes any 

difference under the statute. If you pull the trigger once and it 

fires more than one round, no matter what the cause it's a 

machine gun.' The New GUN WEEK, June 15, 2011 

 

Does '09 GAO report conflict with 

Cabinet? 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 
Not long after newly-installed members of the Obama 

administration alleged that 90% of guns recovered at Mexican 

crime scenes came from the United States, the Government 

Accountability Office (GAO) issued a report that suggested trace 

data was submitted to the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms 

and Explosives (ATF) on less than 25% of the guns seized in that 

country. 

The revelation is cited in a November 2010 Justice 

Department (DOJ) review of the controversial Project 

Gunrunner, now the subject of two congressional investigations 

(See related story in this issue) and an inquiry by the DoJ 

Inspector General's office (OIG). Gun Week has been following 

the Gunrunner investigation for several months. 

According to the review, one of the main problems with the 

Gunrunner investigation is that its focus "has remained on gun 

dealer inspections and straw purchaser investigations rather than 

targeting higher-level traffickers, smugglers, and recipients of 

firearms." 

But one of the critical revelations contained in the November 

document deals with a June 2009 GOA report. It tends to refute 

claims made by Attorney General Eric Holder, Secretary of State 

Hillary Rodham Clinton, Homeland Security Secretary Janet 

Napolitano and others that the majority of guns being recovered 

at Mexican crime scenes came from this country. 

"Most trace requests that are submitted to. ATF from Mexico 

are considered 'unsuccessful' because of missing or improperly 

entered gun data," the GAO report noted. 

The Justice Department review added this observation: 

"Although ATF has provided Mexican law enforcement with 

training in firearms identification, we found the percentage of 

total trace requests that succeed has declined since the start of 

Project Gunrunner. 

"Moreover," the report continued, "few of the traces that do 

succeed generate usable investigative leads because guns 

submitted for tracing often were seized by Mexican officials 

years before the trace requests were submitted." 

Translation: The number of reported gun traces may have 

been artificially inflated because Mexican authorities had been 

seeking traces on guns that they had been holding for several 

years. 

Those guns had been gathering dust until the Mexicans began 

seeking trace data through the Gunrunner project, which 

originated in 2006 as a pilot project in Laredo, TX, and expanded 

the following year, but really ramped up in 2009 under the 

Obama administration. 

One month before the DOJ/OIG report was issued, USA 

Today reported in its Oct. 1, 2010 edition that border vehicle 

searches were netting very few firearms. The story said that 

searches of vehicles crossing the border into Mexico had yielded 

few guns, even though Napolitano had ordered stepped-up 

searches back in March 2009. 

The Justice Department report on Gunrunner contains this 

piece of conflicting information: 

"In 2009, ATF reported to Congress that about 90% of the 

guns recovered in Mexico that ATF has traced were initially sold 

in the United States. The Southwest border states—Texas, 

California, Arizona, and to a lesser extent, New Mexico—are 

primary sources of guns used by Mexican drug cartels." 

The November report also revealed that US attorneys offices 

have been reluctant to prosecute gun running cases because of 

the relatively light sentences typically handed down. This has 

resulted in reluctance on the part of ATF field agents to even 

submit cases for prosecution. 

Later in the DOJ/OIG report, a memorandum of 

understanding (MOU) is discussed between ATF and Immi-

grations and Customs Enforcement (ICE). This agreement 

mandated that the two agencies "coordinate all pertinent and 

necessary information concerning firearms/explosives investi-

gations implicating both ATF's and ICE's authorities." 

However, the OIG reported that some field staff "do not 

know what the MOU requires of them, while other agents were 

reluctant to implement its provisions." 

"Many ATF and ICE field personnel we interviewed 

misinterpreted the intent of the MOU as being to keep everyone 

'in their own lanes'," the OIG report said, "meaning to keep ICE 

from conducting investigations at the source of firearms 

trafficking and ATF from investigations that involve smuggling, 

rather than `to strengthen the partnership between the agencies,' 

as the MOU states. 

"One supervisor stated that he viewed the purpose of the 

MOU as being to keep the other agency from `screwing things 

up'," the report later revealed. "Another supervisor, referring to 

one specific field office as 'a loose cannon,' told the OIG that if 

everyone would 'stay in their lane, we would all work together 

better.' Yet another supervisor told the OIG that he had no 

problems with the other agency precisely because those agents 

stay in their lanes. A different supervisor said the MOU had not 

changed anything, ,particularly in jurisdictional overlap, despite 

what he described as the two agencies' mutual dependency.' 
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Another conceded to the OIG that he was unfamiliar with the 

contents of the MOU." 

What this report suggests is that the ATF, and possibly ICE 

agents had been operating in a state of some confusion, and 

possibly at odds with one another, rather than in a coordinated 

effort. 

Subsequently, the OIG report notes: "We also found some 

instances of ATF personnel not fully complying with provisions 

of the MOU." 

"In one field office," the report said, "ATF routinely failed to 

notify ICE of ongoing investigations with a direct link to the 

border. Additionally, an ICE field supervisor sought to assign an 

ICE agent to two different ATF firearms trafficking groups to 

foster coordination and encourage the sharing of resources and 

information. However, ICE personnel told us that the offer was 

rejected by the supervisors of both ATF firearms trafficking 

groups. According to the ICE supervisor, one of these ATF 

supervisors stated, 'What can ICE do for me?' That ATF 

supervisor later said the same thing to the OIG. The New GUN 

WEEK, June 1, 2011 

 

SAF sues Illinois over carry ban for self-

defense 
The Second Amendment Foundation has filed suit in federal 

court in Illinois, challenging the state's complete prohibition on 

the carrying of firearms in public for the purpose of self-defense. 

The lawsuit alleges that Illinois statutes that completely ban 

the carrying of handguns for self-defense are "inconsistent with 

the Second Amendment." Joining SAF are two private citizens, 

Michael Moore of Champaign and Charles Hooks of Percy. 

Named as defendants are Illinois Attorney General Lisa Madigan 

and State Police Superintendent Patrick Keen. SAF is 

represented by attorneys David Jensen and David Sigale. The 

lawsuit was filed in US District Court for the Central District of 

Illinois. 

"Illinois is currently the only state in the country that imposes 

a complete prohibition on the carrying of firearms for personal 

protection by its citizens," said SAF Executive Vice President 

Alan Gottlieb. "The state legislature recently stopped, by a thin 

margin, a concealed carry measure. After the 2008 Heller ruling 

and last year's McDonald ruling against the City of Chicago that 

incorporated the Second Amendment to the states, one would 

think that Illinois lawmakers would act quickly to comply with 

court decisions and the constitution." 

"Illinois is the only state in the country that completely 

prohibits its citizens from carrying guns for self-defense," Jensen 

added. "It is incredible that this situation has persisted even in 

light of the 

Supreme Court's rulings in Heller and McDonald, and we 

look forward to vindicating the rights of the people of Illinois." 

The lawsuit insists this case is not an attempt to force Illinois 

into some regulatory scheme, but only to clarify that the state's 

current regulatory ban on firearms carry is impermissible under 

the Second Amendment. 

"Every other state has some kind of regulatory scenario," 

Gottlieb noted. "Even in Wisconsin, where there is no concealed 

carry statute, the state attorney general has recognized that open 

carry is legal. Only Illinois makes it statutorily impossible for 

average private citizens to carry firearms for self-defense. 

Wisconsin lawmakers are currently considered two different 

proposals for self defense, SB-93, which would establish 

"constitutional carry"—open or concealed, and AB-126/SB-90, 

for "shall issue" concealed carry licenses. The New GUN WEEK, 

June 1, 2011 

 

SAF sues Holder, VA in challenge to US, 

state gun laws 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 
The Second Amendment Foundation (SAF) has filed a 

lawsuit in federal district court in Virginia on behalf of a 

Washington, DC, resident who cannot legally buy a firearm 

because there are no retail firearms dealers in the District of 

Columbia, and she can't buy a handgun in neighboring Virginia. 

SAF is suing on behalf of Michelle Lane. They are 

represented by attorney Alan Gura of Gura & Possessky, PLLC, 

who won both the Heller ruling and last year's Supreme Court 

victory in McDonald v. City of Chicago. Named as defendants 

are Attorney General Eric Holder and W. Steven Flaherty, 

superintendent of the Virginia State Police. 

It is the third SAF legal action naming Holder as a defendant. 

"Americans don't check their constitutional rights at the state 

line," said Gura. "And since Michelle Lane is legally entitled to 

possess firearms, forcing her to seek a non-existing DC dealer to 

buy a handgun is pointless when perfectly legitimate options 

exist minutes across the Potomac River." 

SAF Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb told Gun Week 

that it makes no sense at all to continue a ban on interstate 

handgun sales because of the National Instant Check System. 

NICS checks, he said, can be done by any federally-licensed 

firearms dealer, anywhere in the country, because the individual 

purchaser's record does not change if he or she crosses a state 

boundary 

"The NICS check should allow law-abiding citizens like Miss 

Lane to exercise their Second Amendment rights regardless their 

place of residence," Gottlieb said. 

The lawsuit also challenges Virginia law, which also 

prohibits such sales to non-residents. 

SAF has been on the litigation forefront since the Heller 

decision in June 2008. Frequently, the non-profit organization 

works with Gura, often with local attorneys and local grassroots 

organizations. For example, SAF joined with the Illinois State 

Rifle Association on the McDonald case, and is working with 

state organizations in New Jersey, New York and North Carolina 

on respective lawsuits in those jurisdictions. 

In this case, Lane holds a Utah carry permit, which allows her 

to carry concealed in several different states. According to court 

documents, she ordered two handguns on April 25 from a 

firearms dealer in Lorton, VA. Prior to placing the order, she 

verified with District police that both handguns would be legal 

for her to possess in the District. 

However, federal and state statutes prohibit sales of handguns 

to people who are not residents of the state in which the 

transaction occurs, even though the law allows citizens to buy 

long guns. 

"The Supreme Court has ruled that District residents have an 

individual right, protected by the Constitution, to have a handgun 

in their home," Gottlieb noted. "Existing state and federal 

statutes violate both the spirit and letter of recent court rulings." 

The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 
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Issa, Grassley grill Holder on `Gunrunner' 

during hearings 
by Dave Workman, Senior Editor 
In a bristling exchange during a May 4 House Judiciary 

Committee hearing on oversight, Congressman Darrell Issa (R-

CA) sternly told Attorney General Eric Holder, "We're not 

looking at straw buyers, Mr. Attorney General, we're looking at 

you." 

The following day, Sen. Charles Grassley (R-IA) took a bite 

out of Holder before the Senate Judiciary Committee, telling 

him, "At best, the ATF was careless...at worst, our own 

government participated in arming criminals". 

Issa's remark was one of several prickly comments related to 

his questioning of Holder about the Project Gunrunner 

controversy. Holder claimed to have had no knowledge of an 

offshoot, Operation Fast and Furious, which allegedly allowed 

almost 2,000 guns to be purchased by suspected gunrunners 

during an investigation that began in late 2009 or early 2010. 

But the following day, CBS News obtained a document that 

indicated a key Holder subordinate, Assistant Attorney General 

Lanny Breuer did know about Gunrunner because he authorized 

a wiretap in connection with the investigation in March 2010. 

However, according to the on-line blog Main Justice, the 

Justice Department is disputing that claim. A Justice Department 

spokeswoman was quoted insisting that wiretap application 

reviews are "a narrow assessment of whether a legal basis exists 

to support a surveillance request that ultimately goes before a 

judge for decision." 

Project Gunrunner dates back to the Bush administration in 

2006, but under the Obama administration, it ramped up 

considerably to include the Fast and Furious effort, staged out of 

the Phoenix field office of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms and Explosives. But ATF field agents and local retailers 

both raised concerns about sales of guns to certain individuals, 

while ATF senior officials allegedly encouraged dealers to 

complete the transactions and let the guns "walk." The strategy 

apparently was to track the guns up the chain in an effort to take 

down cartel kingpins. 

When Holder tried to explain that Fast and Furious suspects 

had been indicted, Issa fired back, "Isn't it true that those 20 

cases...are basically a bunch of meth addicts who were straw 

buying? You don't have the kingpins. What you have are the 

people you already had." 

Issa chairs the House Committee on Oversight and 

Government Reform. He has subpoenaed documents from ATF 

but the subpoena was ignored, and he threatened ATF Acting 

Director Kenneth Melson with contempt proceedings. 

Holder told Issa that he took "great exception" to the 

suggestion that the Justice Department was in any way 

responsible for the deaths of two federal agents, although guns 

connected to Project Gunrunner investigations were recovered at 

both crime scenes. 

Holder was in the crosshairs when Issa reminded him that his 

committee's investigation is not looking at the straw purchasers 

now charged with gun running-related crimes. 

"We're not looking at straw buyers, Mr. Attorney General," 

Issa said sternly, "we're looking at you. We're looking at your 

key people who knew or should have known about this and 

whether or not your judgment was consistent with good practices 

and whether or not, instead, the Justice Department is basically 

guilty of allowing weapons to kill Americans and Mexicans." 

The next day, under grilling from Grassley during a Senate 

Judiciary committee hearing, Holder reiterated that he did not 

know about Project Gunrunner until a few weeks ago. Grassley 

expressed his extreme disappointment at the Justice Department's 

response to his inquiries about the ATF gunrunning sting 

operation. 

"It is particularly disturbing that the Justice Department 

would renew its denial at this late date in light of the growing 

evidence," Grassley said. 

He criticized the department for waiting to charge suspects in 

the case. 

"It was only after the death of (Border Patrol Agent Brian) 

Terry that straw purchasers were finally charged," the senator 

observed. 

He also said that it is not acceptable for Congress to be 

discouraged from conducting its own investigations because the 

Justice Department argues that such inquires could hurt criminal 

prosecutions. 

"I take exception to the notion that Congress must hold off on 

an investigation on the grounds that discovering the truth could 

hinter prosecutions," Grassley said. "Congress should not allow 

its fact finding efforts to be stonewalled just because the details 

might be embarrassing to certain officials in the department." 

Grassley also had this to say: "I plan to continue my work 

with the help of Congressman Issa and get to the bottom of who 

signed off on this operation that failed so tragically." The New 

GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 

 

Game remote used in robbery 
From the "armed robbery is not a game" file comes a story 

from St. Petersburg, FL, where a man attempted to rob a 

convenience store using a Sony Playstation remote control, the 

Bay News reported. 

According to reports, Cameron Pittman, 20, hid the game 

controller in his pocket,and pretended it was ,a gun as he tried to 

rob the Sun Food Store, but was arrested by a police officer who 

walked into the store in the middle of the robbery, police said 

Pittman was suspected in an earlier robbery at a Subway 

restaurant. Police received a tip that Pittman might have been at 

the store, and, so when the officer went inside, he caught Pittman 

in the middle of the act, police said. 

Police said Pittman dropped the remote and gave up. He faces 

charges of strong-arm robbery and violation of probation. The 

New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 

 

Airline readying for unruliness 
Flight attendants for at least one airline will soon be learning 

a form of kung fu to deal with unruly passengers 

Hong Kong Airlines is asking its flight crews to learn a form 

of kung fu known as wing chun, something the carrier hopes will 

help its staff deal with drunk and unruly passengers, according to 

Agence France Press and USA Today. 

AFP writes "Hong Kong Airlines said all staff had been 

invited to undergo training in wing chun—a form of kung fu 

used in close-range combat—but it was only compulsory for 

cabin crew, the Sunday Morning Post (of Hong Kong) reported." 

The airline deals with about three disruptive passengers a 

week, according to Hong Kong Airlines spokeswoman Eva 

Chan. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 
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Armed cops confront judge 
Broward County, FL, Circuit Court Judge Ilona Holmes, her 

sister and her sister's family say they were ordered at gun point 

by several Broward Sheriffs Office (BSO) deputies on Easter 

Sunday to come out of her sister's home with their hands up, 

according to NBC. 

It was no evening of peace for the Deerfield Beach family, 

who'd just finished dinner with friends and family, and sent extra 

Easter dinner to a needy family connected with their church. 

Then, at 8:20 p.m. police got a call about a possible burglary next 

door. But a bad address caused police to go to the wrong home. 

"Do I feel safe?" asked Carmita Scarlett, the homeowner and 

sister of Judge Holmes. "No, absolutely not. No, no. So much 

confusion, so much anger. So much, almost like, resentment. 

You know, 'you made the mistake and,' I told them, `I'm the 

victim and you're upset with me?'" 

The call to police said there might be a burglar inside 235 

Southwest 4th Street. But there is no 235. Only 236 and 230. 

Arriving police outside spotted someone inside 230—Neville 

Scarlett was in the kitchen cleaning up the Easter dinner plates—

and thought he might be the burglar. He was not. 

Moments earlier, the same person who called police also 

called the Scarlett's to warn them about a possible burglar 

outside. Fearful, Carmita lowered the kitchen window shade. 

That's when she heard someone hit the window with something 

metallic. She says she saw a gun pointed directly at her. 

"There's a man with a gun and he's going to shoot me!!" 

yelled Carmita. "I thought it was the robber!" Her sister, Judge 

Holmes, came running to the kitchen. The judge carries a legal 

firearm and immediately pulled it out and held it in her hand. 

"She said 'Who are you!? What are you doing?!' He said 'this 

is BSO.' She said, 'this is Circuit Court Judge Ilona Holmes!!'" 

Carmita said. 

"'I'm the owner of this home. I'm Carmita Scarlett. Why are 

you at my home?' I kept saying that. They said 'put your hands 

up and come outside,' " she said. 

Judge Holmes, perhaps borrowing from real life conflict she 

sees in her own courtroom, immediately cautioned deputies that 

she was armed so there'd be no misunderstanding. 

"They said, 'Come out with your hands up!' She said, 'I am 

Circuit Court Judge Ilona Holmes. I am armed.'" 

They all slowly went out through a side door. "She was 

putting the gun down. They yelled, 'put the gun down! Put the 

gun down!' Right there, the cop had his gun pointed at her." 

Judge Holmes, surrounded by deputies with guns drawn, 

slowly put the gun on the grass, announcing it as she went. She 

was holding a cell phone in the other hand. When she began to 

place that on the ground, police began yelling, "Get away from 

the gun!' She said 'everybody calm down. I'm putting my cell 

phone down'." 

At that point, a higher-ranking deputy recognized her and 

called on his team to lower their guns, according to her sister 

Carmita. 

It was a communication meltdown from the beginning. The 

neighbor originally called police to say she thought there was a 

burglar in the home across the street. Instead, police went to the 

house next door, the Scarlett's home. 

Holmes has hired former US Attorney and old friend Kendall 

Coffey, who says they're concerned about what happened but 

won't say whether she is considering legal action. He cautioned 

against reading too much into the fact she asked him to represent 

her. 

A BSO spokesman wouldn't comment Tuesday night but did 

confirm the timeline, address and original burglary call. Police in 

South Florida often say they routinely must make certain people 

are who they say they are before lowering their weapons. 

But Carmita was downright angry. She said she just wanted 

someone that night to apologize. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 

2011 

 

 

Fun shoots with machineguns bother some 

in general media 
by Joseph P. Tartaro, Executive Editor 
Maybe it depends on what part of the country a newspaper is 

published in, or the upbringing of the journalist, or the views of 

the editor and publisher, but fun shoots with machineguns can 

certainly bother some in the general media. When they can't find 

fault with the guns, they marginalize the shoot- ers, or what they 

wear. 

The problem isn't confined to print journalism, but to the 

Internet as well. 

On April 18, David Holthouse, writing for Media Matters for 

America on AlterNet.com, contributed a review of the world 

famous, semi-annual Knob Creek Machinegun Shoot in 

Kentucky. The headline flavored his report:" 'Family Friendly' 

Machine Gun Festival welcomes Neo-Nazi extremists." 

"I won't deny the red-blooded-American joy of firing 

automatic weapons at exploding targets," Holthouse began, 

before focusing on the haberdashery "Still I have to ask: What's 

up with the little kids in Nazi shirts?" he continued, before 

discussing his discovery of a "shaved head lad with a Totenkopf 

death head on his chest." To be sure his readers understood, 

Holthouse explained, "The Totenkopf was the symbol of the 

Nazi SS division that ran death camps like Auschwitz during the 

Holocaust." 

I'm not much interested in or attracted to Nazi outfits and 

gear, original or copy, but like a lot of other things I disagree 

with, I consider them part of our dues to the First Amendment. 

The Founding Fathers also didn't think much of thought control 

whether promulgated by religions, or governments. 

But Holthouse, who I am sure would be quick to defend his 

First Amendment rights, seems willing to forsake it when 

reviewing a machinegun shoot. 

"The shirt looked brand new," he said of the kid's Totenkopf 

t-shirt, before delving deeper into his concerns about extremists. 

"I took that to mean the kid or whoever gave it to him bought it 

from one of the dozen or so permitted vendors who openly sold 

white supremacist merchandise. This included a wide selection 

of t-shirts and flags bearing symbols popular with racist 

skinheads and Neo-Nazis. (And no, I'm not counting Confederate 

battle flags.) Also for sale were the race war fantasy novels 

Hunter and The Turner Diaries by William Pierce, founder of the 

National Alliance, a notorious hate group. A Friends of the NRA 

fundraising booth was located within sight of a stall of swastika 

flags," Holthouse noted in apparent mental linkage of gun rights 

activists with latter-day Nazis. 
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In case there was any doubt about Holthouse's views, he 

complains that "Widespread media coverage of the machinegun 

shoot has for years been fawning, with the notable exception of a 

2009 photo essay in the Washington Independent that not only 

documented Nazi merch for sale at Knob Creek but also served 

to infuriate "queen of the birthers" Orly Taitz, who rented a 

booth that April to sign up members of the military for her loony-

tunes lawsuits. 

"The shoot has been a magnet for extremists since at least the 

mid-1990s, when militia leaders organized recruitment drives in 

the festival campground and leadership summits in nearby 

motels," Holthouse continues before listing some of what he 

considered "more typical gun show fare," which included 

handbooks on how to be a hit man and how to make Semtex, a 

plastic explosive. "Also available were survivalist texts such as 

How to Survive the Coming Economic Collapse and War, and 

dozens of different manuals for homemade silencers. My 

personal favorite: The Handy Dandy Super Duper Junkyard 

Silencer Book: Or How to Shoot Your Neighbor's Dog Without 

Getting Caught." 

Holthouse revealed that he has attended the Knob Creek 

machine gun shoot off-and-on since 2006, when he covered it for 

the Southern Poverty Law Center. His connection to the Southern 

Poverty Law Center, which expects to find white sheets and Nazi 

paraphernalia and militia gear under almost every gunowner's 

bed, explains a lot about his "new journalism" bias. 

But not every newspaper reporter feels it necessary to score 

anti-gun points in news coverage about machineguns, or 

gunowners in general. 

On April 11, The Arizona Daily Sun reported on another 

machinegun shoot called the Big Sandy Shoot which is also held 

twice a year, but in the desert southwest of Flagstaff. 

This report, written by Abbie Gripman, took a more benign 

approach to reporting on machineguns, their aficionados and 

those who attend such events as spectators. 

That story, with photos, on the front page of the sports 

section, was headlined "Rat-a-tat-tat." But the tenor on the report, 

which featured photos of machineguns available for rent, as well 

as targets and "Shooter bling," was set in the subhead. It read: 

"Two retired Flagstaff school teachers draw hundreds of 

machine gun aficionados twice a year to the Big Sandy Shoot." 

The rest of the report focused on the retired teachers—Juliette 

Moser and her husband Ed Hope—and the history of the Big 

Sandy Shoots. It devoted time to the event itself, reporting 

objectively on the location of the event, and detailing some of the 

courses of fire, plus how people can attend in the upcoming Oct. 

28-30 fall edition. 

There was some brief coverage of the Dutch models who 

came from Amsterdam to stage a photo shoot at Big Sandy and 

mention of History Channel television camera crews visitng the 

desert machinegun shoot. 

The story sidebars accurately defined machineguns and 

submachineguns, as well as spelling out federal firearms 

regulations involving the National Firearms Act, which included 

the fact that ATF claimed in 1995 that there were more than 

240,000 registered machineguns in the US, half owned by 

civilians and half by law enforcement agencies. 

But the Arizona Daily Sun story was not the only decent, 

objective coverage of machinegun shoots this spring. On April 4, 

the Wall Street Journal reported on a newer event near Denver, 

CO, involving a group calling themselves "Zoot Shooters." 

The Zoot Shooters are a full-auto version of cowboy action 

shooters. So far, The Journal reported, there are only about 60 

full time Zoot Shooters, located in four states and Italy. Like the 

cowboy shooters, costume and monikers are important. The Zoot 

Shooters dress up like prohibition-era gangsters and cops. 

But, the newspaper reported, they aren't just playing dress up. 

"They soon whipped out black Tommy guns, loaded them and 

took turns shooting their way through a firing range done up with 

brick-painted walls and cardboard targets of 'good guys' and 'bad 

guys." 

The Journal explained that the Zoot Shooters are the latest 

twist on a sport called practical shooting, in which competitors 

move through a course, earning points for shooting with speed 

and accuracy. It noted that the cowboy action shooters started 

with just a limited number of enthusiasts firing six-shooters 30 

years ago that grew into the Single Action Shooting Society 

(SASS) which today has thousands of competitors. (Actually, at 

a recent trade show, a SASS executive told Gun Week that SASS 

recently passed the 90,000 membership mark. 

Jason Huss, one of the founders of the Zoot Shooters quoted 

by The Journal, explained that he had met with Harper Creigh 

(aka Judge Roy Bean) at a recent trade show who told him he 

had considered forming a similar group for Tommy gun shooters 

about 25 years ago.. He considered calling it the "Roaring 

Twenties." 

"If I wasn't so old and beat up," Creigh told Huss, "I'd 

probably jump in and get involved_(in the Zoot Shooters)." 

The Wall Street Journal expressed no surprise at the fun 

people have shooting full-auto guns—in contrast to the sneering 

approach of the Alter.Net story earlier in this column. 

I suppose the lesson is that one bad journalist could demean a 

host of others who are truly just practicing their art. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 

 

Brazil lawmakers again propose gun sales 

referendum 
Brazilian lawmakers say they will again propose a national 

vote on whether to ban the sale of guns, after a deadly shooting at 

a school in early April, according to the British Broadcasting 

Corporation (BBC). 

The Senate leader said legislators would rush through a bill to 

allow a referendum to be held this autumn. However, a similar 

proposal was rejected by almost two-thirds of voters in 2005 

under former President Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva. The anti-gun 

referendum was defeated 64% to 36% and gun sales to citizens 

remain legal. 

Brazil observed three days of mourning after the attack on 

April 7, in which a gunman shot and killed 12 children in a 

school in Rio de Janeiro. 

Brazil is no stranger to gun violence, with frequent shoot-outs 

in major cities, according to the BBC, but the attack in Rio de 

Janeiro shocked the nation, as did a recent shooting in Belgium 

and armed attack by a sailor aboard a British naval vessel. The 

Brazilian shooting sparked a renewed debate over gun sales that 

has left lawmakers unable to ignore the issue, while legislators in 

the two European countries continue to consider more stringent 

gun laws. 

The leader of Brazil's Senate, Jose Sarney, said any 

referendum would be held at the beginning of October—the 

earliest possible date for the bill to pass and the referendum to be 

called. However, the measure first would have to be approved by 
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both the Senate and the House before going on the ballot. The 

New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 

 

FDLE probing deputy's release of CCVV 

photos 
One of Orange County Sheriff Jerry Demings' political 

lobbyists faces questioning by the Florida Department of Law 

Enforcement (FDLE) over an early April release of concealed 

gun permit holders' photographs to legislators considering an 

open-carry law, according to the Orlando Sentinel. 

FDLE stepped in after being requested by the Sheriff's Office, 

Demings said, according to the newspaper. 

The collection of seven photographs was turned over for an 

outside investigation after the Sheriff's Office received 

complaints that Capt. Mike Fewless may have broken a state law 

prohibiting the disclosure of permit holders' identities, Sheriff's 

spokesman Capt. Angelo Nieves said. 

The main complaint came from Florida-Carry.Org, a group 

seeking the right to openly carry their firearms rather than keep 

them hidden in pockets and purses or under shirttails and jackets. 

Sean Caranna, the group's founder, complained that when 

Fewless appeared before the state Senate Judiciary Committee in 

April he passed out unlabelled photos claiming they showed 

members of outlaw motorcycle gangs who had been issued 

concealed-weapon permits. 

While the photos did not identify the individuals by name, 

Caranna claimed the photos came from a restricted state database 

of more than 700,000 mug shots. Every permit applicant must 

submit a photograph. 

Nieves said the photographs did not come from the state 

database but declined to say where or how Fewless obtained 

them, The Sentinel reported. 

Fewless is one of two sheriff's captains assigned to lobby 

legislators for their support on bills favored by law enforcement. 

Demings described Fewless as a top employee with excellent 

government contacts who has worked in Tallahassee for the last 

several years during the 60-day legislative session. The New 

GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 

 

Grand jury indicts ATF agent of theft, 

fraud, gun violations 
A special agent with the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms and Explosives (ATF) has been charged in a 20-count 

indictment with a variety of federal crimes that allegedly 

occurred in the course of his official duties, the Department of 

Justice announced on April 6. 

In an indictment returned under seal, the grand jury has 

charged Clifford Dean Posey, 43, of Chesapeake, VA, with six 

counts of wire fraud, six counts of embezzlement, two counts of 

possessing stolen firearms, four counts of making false 

statements and two counts of money laundering. The indictment 

was unsealed following Posey's arrest and initial court 

appearance. 

According to the indictment, as part of his duties Posey came 

into possession of various items of property that were under his 

control, including but not limited to firearms, cigarettes, tobacco 

products and US currency. 

Beginning no later than 2007, the indictment charges, Posey 

began falsifying documents relating to firearms under his custody 

and control in order to embezzle and convert them to his own 

use. On one occasion included in the indictment, Posey 

advertised for sale firearms he had come into custody of by 

virtue of his employment. 

The indictment charges that during 2010 the defendant 

assisted in the investigation of illegal cigarette trafficking. Posey 

obtained the access code to a storage unit containing cigarettes 

intended for use in undercover tobacco investigations. The 

defendant later contacted two potential targets of the 

investigation and offered to undercut the negotiated ATF price, 

an action the defendant was not authorized to take and one he 

failed to disclose to ATF, as pursuant to protocol. 

Beginning in July 2010 Posey was the lead case agent in an 

undercover tobacco investigation and, in that capacity, was 

entrusted with the custody and control of cigarettes and other 

tobacco products. The indictment alleges that on four separate 

occasions from Sept. 4 through 

Nov. 19, 2010, Posey sold cigarettes in his control by virtue 

of his employment, retained the proceeds and failed to report the 

transactions to the ATF or any other law enforcement officers 

working on the investigation. 

The indictment also alleges that Posey falsely submitted 

receipt and release reports to the ATF regarding firearms. The 

defendant claimed in the reports that several stolen firearms were 

either released to the rightful owner or destroyed, when in fact 

the defendant had taken possession of those firearms. 

The investigation of the case was conducted by the 

Department of Justice Office of the Inspector General, with the 

assistance of the ATF and the City of Hampton Police 

Department. Assistant United States Attorney Joseph Mott is 

prosecuting the case for the United States. This case is being 

handled by the United States Attorney's Office for the Western 

District of Virginia as a recusal matter from the United States 

Attorney's Office for the Eastern District of Virginia. 

A Grand Jury indictment is only a charge and not evidence of 

guilt. The defendant is entitled to a fair trial with the burden on 

the government to prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. The 

New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 

 

Iowa governor's action squelches lead ban 

scheme 
Iowa Gov. Terry Branstad took a strong stand for hunters' 

rights by rejecting a proposed rule change offered by the state's 

Natural Resources Commission to ban hunters' use of lead shot 

on numerous state and federal wildlife areas across Iowa. 

The governor exercised his authority pursuant to a recently 

adopted executive order when he took this decisive step to save 

hunters from an exhaustive fight over a scientifically unfounded 

and unnecessary rule change. 

If imposed, this ban would have had a devastating impact on 

sportsmen throughout the Hawkeye state, according to the 

National Rifle Association. 

According to the Commission, its purpose in proposing this 

ban was to "begin limiting the use of lead for all hunting and 

fishing on all public areas." The proposed ban would have also 

designated three wildlife areas as completely "lead free," 

including rifle ammunition and fishing tackle. The proposed ban 

did not mention any research showing that the use of traditional 

ammunition is having a negative impact on the state's wildlife 

populations. The New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 
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Two juries find cops unlawfully arrested 

women questioners 
After a jury on March 25 sided with a woman who had sued 

Washington, DC, police officers for arresting her after she 

publicly criticized them, attorney Jeffrey Skinner of Goodwin 

Procter said he hopes the verdict will prompt a full investigation 

into the extent of "contempt-of-cop" arrests in the city. 

Skinner, along with fellow Goodwin Procter attorneys 

Andrew Hudson and John Moustakas, represented Washington 

resident Lindsay Huthnance pro bono in her suit against the 

officers who arrested her, as well as the city's Metropolitan 

Police Department (MPD), according to The Legal Times. 

About two weeks later, across the country, a Multnomah 

County, OR, jury awarded a 33-year-old woman $82,000, saying 

they wanted to send Portland police a message: Hand over a 

business card the next time a citizen asks for one. 

Several jurors who spoke to The Oregonian after the verdict 

in Multnomah County Circuit Court said police weren't dealing 

with an urgent or dangerous situation on the evening of Feb. 13, 

2009— when Shei'Meka Newmann questioned what she thought 

was an unnecessarily rough arrest of a fellow traveler on a transit 

train. It would have taken only a few seconds for an officer to 

hand Newmann a card, jurors said. 

"I think that police need to be reminded that it's part of their 

job to de-escalate and defuse situations," juror Chris Bolles told 

the Portland Oregonian. 

In the Portland case, jurors told the Oregonian that police 

overreacted to Newmann's queries. 

After Newmann saw Officer Aaron Dauchy pull a 29-year-

old black man off the train and handcuff him on the ground, she 

asked him why the man was under arrest. Dauchy asked her why 

it was her business. 

She responded that she was a concerned citizen, to which 

Dauchy replied he didn't have to tell her unless she was the man's 

attorney. 

Newmann then asked Dauchy's partner, Officer Jim Sandvik, 

for a business card. But he refused, took her ID, then said he 

planned to exclude her from the transit system. 

She was taken to jail and released early the next morning 

with no money, cellphone or shoelaces. 

The Washington, DC, jury found the city and two officers 

who arrested Huthnance liable for $97,500 in damages for false 

arrest, emotional distress and a slew of constitutional violations 

committed in the course of her arrest and imprisonment; a third 

officer was not found liable. In addition to charges stemming 

directly from the arrest, she also charged the city with failing to 

properly train officers and take steps to stop unlawful "contempt-

of-cop" arrests. 

Skinner, in a phone interview with Legal Times the following 

Monday, said his team built their case against the city by 

reviewing hundreds of arrest reports filed the year before 

Huthnance's arrest in November 2005. Of the nearly 900 arrest 

reports provided by the city—more than 100 reports were 

missing, Skinner said—the plaintiff's experts determined that 

more than 30% contained errors or failed to make a case for 

probable cause. 

The analysis of arrest reports provided "pretty strong proof 

that either the District wasn't training (officers) properly, or it 

could also indicate MPD supervision was also lacking and 

deficient," he said. 

Police department spokeswoman Gwendolyn Crump declined 

to comment on the case, but did confirm that the three officers 

charged remain employed by the city. Ariel Waldman, a 

spokesman for the city's attorney general, also declined to 

comment. 

Huthnance claimed she was arrested in November 2005 on a 

trumped-up charge in retaliation for publicly criticizing a group 

of police officers. According to her complaint, Huthnance had 

stopped inside a 7-Eleven around midnight when she spotted a 

group of officers inside. After asking the officers if any incident 

had happened in the neighborhood and, according to her 

complaint, receiving a rude response, Huthnance made a 

comment that she didn't think it was a good use of her tax dollars 

for the officers to be standing around the 7-Eleven. 

After a verbal exchange with officers inside and outside of 

the store, Hutlinance was arrested on a charge of disturbing the 

peace, but claimed she never became belligerent or disorderly. 

She also accused the police of holding her in jail for several 

hours after she should have been released. At one point, she 

claimed, an officer told her she would be released if she would 

sit in her cell and "cry like a good girl." 

During the trial before US District Court Chief Judge Royce 

Lamberth, the officers disputed Huthnance's version of events. 

They claimed she was screaming obscenities and was so loud 

that she attracted the attention of passers-by and residents living 

across the street from the 7-Eleven. 

After she was released from jail, Huthnance contacted the 

American Civil Liberties Union of the Nation's Capital, which 

put her in touch with Goodwin Proctor and assisted during the 

trial. ACLU legal director Arthur Spitzer said Huthnance's arrest 

highlights flaws in how the city has dealt with the problem of 

unlawful retaliation against individuals who speak out against the 

police. 

"We're glad that the jury was able to see the reality of what 

had happened to Ms. Huthnance and the reality about the District 

of Columbia's failure to train and supervise officers about not 

making contempt-of-cop arrests," Spitzer said in a phone 

interview Monday. 

The verdict came one day after the US Court of Appeals for 

the 6th Circuit ruled on March 24 that a man who was arrested 

on a disorderly conduct charge after calling a police officer a "fat 

slob" could move forward with a retaliatory arrest claim. The 

New GUN WEEK, June 1, 2011 

 
New Gun Week News Alerts (above): 

 

 

SAF --NEWS RELEASES 

 

June 01, 2011 

SAF FILES AMICUS BRIEF IN SAN DIEGO COUNTY 

GUN PERMIT CASE 

BELLEVUE, WA - The Second Amendment Foundation has 

filed an amicus brief in a California case that challenges the 

constitutionality of discretionary gun permit rules adopted by 

officials in San Diego County, California. 

The brief, submitted by attorney Alan Gura, is also on behalf 

of the Calguns Foundation and two Yolo County residents, Adam 

Richards and Brett Stewart, who are parties to a separate, but 

fundamentally related lawsuit. The case at hand, Peruta v. San 
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Diego County, is now on appeal to the Ninth Circuit Court of 

Appeals in San Francisco. 

At issue in both cases is the broad discretionary authority 

exercised by California authorities under existing statute in the 

issuance of carry permits. Edward Peruta's lawsuit against San 

Diego County challenges the constitutionality of "good cause" 

criteria used as a basis for issuing or, more typically, denying a 

permit to carry. SAF has filed an appeal in its own case, Richards 

v. Prieto, in the Ninth Circuit. 

"To be sure," Gura writes in his amicus brief, "(officials) are 

able to license the carrying of handguns in the interest of public 

safety. But they must not be in the business of judging people's 

character, or forcing individuals to prove a sufficiently good 

reason for wanting to exercise something that is their right." 

The SAF brief also notes that the court "should recognize that 

(California Penal Codes) good cause' and good moral character' 

requirements are classic specimens of unconstitutional prior 

restraints." 

Such conditions, Gura writes in his brief for SAF, "plainly 

condition the exercise of a fundamental right upon the unbridled 

discretion of a licensing official. Accordingly, they must be 

struck down as such." 

 

 

May 26, 2011 2:56 PM 

NJ JUDGE ISSUES PERMIT TO PLAINTIFF IN SAF 

LAWSUIT 

 

BELLEVUE, WA - A New Jersey judge today announced he 

will issue a gun permit to one of the plaintiffs in a Second 

Amendment Foundation lawsuit against several New Jersey 

officials for deprivation of civil rights under color of law, 

because applicants cannot show a "justifiable need" for a permit. 

SAF Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb said today this 

"clearly indicates that our lawsuit is proper, and we are 

encouraged to press our case to its conclusion." 

Morris County Superior Court Judge David Ironson 

announced after a hearing in his courtroom this morning that a 

permit will be issued to lead plaintiff Jeffrey Muller. His 

application had languished for six months before Judge Philip 

Maenza, a defendant in the federal lawsuit, denied the permit 

without a hearing on the grounds that Muller did not have a 

"justifiable need." Muller had been kidnapped by members of a 

motorcycle gang who threatened to kill him, in a case of 

mistaken identity. Several suspects have been arrested in that 

case, and Muller's application for a permit had gained support 

from local and state police. 

"Finally," Gottlieb said, "one judge has done the right thing, 

but it took a federal lawsuit to make it happen. Our other 

plaintiffs are pushing ahead with the lawsuit so we can put an 

end to this practice once and for all." 

SAF is joined in the lawsuit by the Association of New Jersey 

Rifle & Pistol Clubs, Inc. and several private citizens whose 

applications for permits to carry have been denied generally on 

the grounds that they have not shown a "justifiable need." One of 

the remaining plaintiffs is a part-time sheriff's deputy, a second 

carries large amounts of cash in his private business and another 

is a civilian employee of the FBI in New Jersey who is fearful of 

attack from a radical Islamic fundamentalist group. They are 

represented by attorney David D. Jensen. 

"We're moving forward with this case," Gottlieb stated, 

"because there are far too many people just like Jeff Muller 

whose civil rights have been cavalierly denied on the whims of a 

judge." 

 

 

<http://saf.org/viewpr-new.asp?id=351> >> 

SAF FILES FEDERAL LAWSUIT AGAINST 

BLOOMBERG OVER GUN PERMIT FEES  

For Immediate Release:   4/5/2011 

BELLEVUE, WA – The Second Amendment Foundation 

today filed a federal civil rights lawsuit against New York Mayor 

Michael Bloomberg that alleges New York City‘s $340 fee for a 

permit to keep a handgun in the home is ―excessive 

and…impermissibly burdens the Second Amendment right to 

keep and bear arms.‖ 

SAF is joined in the lawsuit by the New York State Rifle & 

Pistol Association and five individual New York City residents. 

Also named as a defendant in the lawsuit is New York Attorney 

General Eric Schneiderman.  

―Under state law,‖ said SAF Executive Vice President Alan 

Gottlieb, ―the maximum fee for issuing a New York State 

handgun license is $10, but the law exempts citizens living in 

New York City. That exemption allows the city to charge an 

exorbitant fee for the license, which discourages city residents 

from exercising their civil rights while violating the Equal 

Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. 

―For decades the City has charged its residents exorbitant 

license fees that far exceed the fees charged by other states and 

cities that impose them,‖ said attorney David Jensen, who is 

representing the plaintiffs. ―The effect of this is to force a 

punitive tax on New York City citizens who choose to own 

firearms in compliance with the law. But people have a 

constitutional right to keep and bear arms, and the City cannot 

simply impose fees for the sake of burdening law-abiding gun 

owners.‖ 

―The New York State Rifle & Pistol Association was founded 

141 years ago in New York City and we are proud to participate 

in an action to help restore the Second Amendment rights of all 

New York City residents,‖ said NYSRPA President Tom King. 

In its lawsuit, SAF notes that the $340 fee is not used to 

defray administrative costs, so there appears to be no purpose for 

it other than to discourage people from applying for a permit. 

The excessive fee, according to Gottlieb, puts the exercise of a 

constitutional right solely within the financial reach of the 

wealthy class, essentially turning a civil right into a privilege for 

the rich and well-connected. 

―New York is one of only two states that require a permit just 

to keep a handgun in one‘s own home,‖ Gottlieb said. ―Citizens 

in the other 48 states would consider that an outrage. The city‘s 

‗residence premises‘ handgun license amounts to a charge of 

more than $100 annually to keep a handgun in one‘s home, 

which is ridiculous. Mayor Bloomberg is essentially taxing the 

fundamental right to defend one‘s self in his or her own home. 

We cannot think of anything more egregious than perpetuating a 

fee structure that puts a financial obstacle in the way of citizens 

who want to protect their homes and families. 

―We believe the only recourse is to take this issue to the 

federal court,‖ he concluded. ―Billionaires like Mayor 

Bloomberg can be cavalier about a citizen‘s rights, but we can‘t, 

and we won‘t.‖ 
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SAF, CALGUNS SUE OVER CALIFORNIA 'ASSAULT 

WEAPONS' LAW ARREST 

 May 23, 2011 

BELLEVUE, WA - The Second Amendment Foundation and 

Calguns Foundation have filed a lawsuit in U.S. District Court in 

California, seeking to have the state's definition of so-called 

"assault weapons" declared unconstitutionally vague. 

Joining SAF and Calguns in the lawsuit is Brendan John 

Richards, an Iraq combat veteran who served as a U.S. Marine, 

and whose arrest and six-day incarceration in the Sonoma 

County jail - and subsequent dismissal of all charges - was the 

catalyst for this legal action. Named as defendants are California 

Attorney General Kamala Harris, the California Department of 

Justice, the City of Rohnert Park and police officer Dean Becker. 

Richards was jailed in May 2010 after Officer Becker, 

investigating a disturbance at a motel where Richards was 

staying, learned that Richards had two pistols and a rifle, all 

unloaded, in the trunk of his car. Becker, arrested Richards for 

unlawful possession of an assault weapon. However, in 

September of last year, the charges were dismissed by the 

Sonoma County District Attorney's office, based on a report from 

the state Department of Justice that showed none of the guns met 

the state's definition of an assault weapon. 

"California's law allows possession of a variety of firearms 

that do not meet the state's assault weapons definition, which we 

believe is unconstitutionally vague," noted SAF Executive Vice 

President Alan Gottlieb. 

"Mr. Richards was jailed for almost a week, when he had 

broken no law because a police officer had a conflicting view 

and the District Attorney's office believed him." 

"California attempts to make a distinction among firearms 

where no natural one exists," noted Calguns Executive Director 

Gene Hoffman. "The generic definition of so-called assault 

weapons' was simply an attempt to prohibit possession of guns 

that look scary." 

Plaintiffs are represented by attorneys Don Kilmer of San 

Jose and Jason A. Davis of Mission Viejo. Kilmer said the case is 

indicative of the way things have become in California. 

"Now that the right to keep arms has correctly been 

recognized as fundamental and applicable to California," Kilmer 

said, "gun owners can't be faced with the practice of arrest them 

first and let the courts sort it out' for exercising constitutional 

rights. That is just how things are done in our country." 

 

 

SAF ADDS PLAINTIFFS IN ILLINOIS FIREARMS 

LAW CHALLENGE 

 

BELLEVUE, WA - The Second Amendment Foundation 

announced this morning that it has filed an amended complaint in 

federal district court in Illinois, challenging the state's statutory 

prohibitions on the carrying of handguns for personal protection. 

Joining SAF in this amended complaint are Illinois Carry, a 

volunteer organization founded to educate the public about 

Illinois gun laws, and two more private citizens, Peggy Fechter 

of Carmi, and Jon Maier, a resident of Bloomington. Michael 

Moore of Champaign and Charles Hooks of Percy remain active 

plaintiffs. 

Defendants in the lawsuit are Illinois Attorney General Lisa 

Madigan and State Police Superintendent Hiram Grau. SAF is 

represented by attorneys David Jensen of New York and David 

Sigale of Glen Ellyn. The lawsuit was filed in U.S. District Court 

for the Central District of Illinois in Springfield. 

The lawsuit alleges that Illinois statutes that completely ban 

the carrying of handguns for self-defense deprive the plaintiffs of 

civil rights under color of law, making them "inconsistent with 

the Second Amendment." 

SAF Executive Vice President Alan Gottlieb welcomed the 

additional plaintiffs, noting, "After the lawsuit was filed on 

Tuesday, we were overwhelmed by requests to participate. We 

want to assure everyone who contacted us that they do not need 

to be actual plaintiffs in order to benefit from a victory. 

"SAF truly appreciates the wave of enthusiasm and support 

from gun owners all over Illinois," he continued. "But right now 

we need to move forward and if people would like to support our 

lawsuit with a tax-exempt contribution to SAF, we would 

welcome that. We simply cannot take on more plaintiffs at this 

point and further delay the process." 

 
***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 

 

ACTION ALERT: Help Stop the Illegal and Unnecessary 

ATF Power Grab! 

 May 27, 2011 

The ATF has proposed a rule which would allow them to 

collect and maintain information on multiple rifle sales 

throughout the Southwest. Because this is a change of current 

rules, the government is required to take comments from citizens 

about this idea. 

The gun grabbers at Mayors Against Illegal Guns and the 

Brady Campaign have been pushing their members to support 

this new gun registry and their push cannot go unanswered. The 

comment period for this proposed rule ends on May 31st. In 

order to have your voice heard, you must act now! 

<http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-

to-comment-on-atfs-power-grab.html> Click here, fill out and 

submit the form to send your comments about this proposed 

regulation! 

The gun rights blog, No 

Lawyers  <http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/> - Only 

Guns and Money, is hosting a form which allows you to be heard 

and send your comment to the government's Office of 

Management and Budget. 

I am asking for your help in this last minute effort to stop this 

unnecessary and illegal power grab by the ATF. If ATF allowed 

http://www.saf.org/
http://www.saf.org/
http://www.ccrkba.org/
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-po
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-po
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/
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thousands of guns to be run into Mexico and given to the cartels, 

can they be trusted with a registry of multi-rifle sales? Only you 

can stop them. 

<http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-

to-comment-on-atfs-power-grab.html> Click here to share your 

opinion about this rule change with OMB. 

Even people inside ATF, like whistleblower Vince Cefalu, 

have said this rule change would do more harm than good. 

The proposed rule would do nothing to make Americans safer 

and would only result in more power going to an already failing 

government agency, ATF. The page we have linked to allows 

you to share your opinion with just a few keystrokes and a click 

of your mouse. We need to make sure your voice is heard, please 

send your comments today by 

<http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-

comment-on-atfs-power-grab.html> clicking this link. 

<http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-

to-comment-on-atfs-power-grab.html> Comment now to make 

your voice heard. 

Sincerely yours, 

  Alan Gottlieb's signature 

<http://www.ccrkba.org/images/alansig.jpg> 

Alan M. Gottlieb 

Founder 

Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms 

 

 

May 24, 2011 2:15 PM 

Anti-Gunners Wrong On Crime! 

   

FBI DATA PROVES ANTI-GUNNERS WRONG ON 

CRIME, SAYS CCRKBA 

  

BELLEVUE, WA - Preliminary crime data from the FBI for 

2010 adds more evidence that gun prohibitionists have been 

consistently wrong, and that more guns do not equal more crime, 

the Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms 

said today. 

According to the FBI, all four violent crime offense 

categories show declines nationwide for 2010, with murder and 

manslaughter down 4.4 percent from 2009, robbery down 9.5 

percent and aggravated assault down 3.6 percent.  Forcible rape 

was down 4.2 percent. Violent crime declined in all four regions 

of the country. At the same time, according to the National 

Shooting Sports Foundation, firearm sales were up dramatically. 

"Gun banners can spin data anyway they want," observed 

CCRKBA Chairman Alan Gottlieb, "but in the final analysis, 

their contention that more guns in the hands of law abiding 

citizens translates to more crime is clearly nonsense.   

More than 6.2 million citizens are licensed to carry, 

Wisconsin appears ready to join states with rational carry laws, 

and the NSSF reports that the largest surge in gun sales happened 

during the years 2008 to 2010. 

"Instead of more guns resulting in more crime," he added, 

"increased gun ownership just might be having the opposite 

effect. Of course, you'd never get the gun prohibition lobby to 

admit that." 

According to the FBI report, released Monday, violent crime 

declined in all city categories, with the greatest drop at 6.9 

percent in cities with populations of 250,000 to 499,999, 

although these cities reported a 3 percent increase in murder and 

manslaughter. Violent crime in rural counties decreased 6.4 

percent and in metropolitan counties, the decline was 6 percent, 

the FBI report said. Murder and manslaughter dropped 25.2 

percent in small cities (below 10,000 populations). Robbery is 

also down across the board, the FBI report said. 

"The bottom line," Gottlieb stated, "is that none of the 

extremist predictions about blood in the streets and skyrocketing 

body counts as a result of increased gun ownership, reformed 

gun laws and expanded concealed carry have come true. Once 

again, the Chicken Little mentality of the anti-gun lobby has 

been refuted by the facts. 

 

 **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. 

 http://www.ccrkba.org/ 
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June 02, 2011 

Sen. Jim DeMint Considers White House Bid 

 

News broke yesterday that United States Senator Jim DeMint 

hinted he may be interested in a run at the Presidency, and we 

believe he would be a top tier candidate right out of the gate. 

According to The Hill newspaper, DeMint ―has discussed a 

White House bid with his wife and will pray on the question out 

of respect for his supporters across the country.‖ 

Such a move would be welcome news for gun owners. Sen. 

DeMint‘s proven conservative track record and willingness to 

stand up to the leadership of both parties makes him a powerful 

choice to replace Obama in next year. 

DeMint emerged from the 2010 elections as a strong voice 

for conservatives. He raised over $9 million to help conservative 

candidates in 2010 -- which is more than what was raised by Mitt 

Romney, Sarah Palin and Tim Pawlenty -- showing DeMint has 

an ability to be a contender. 

He also bucked heads with the National Republican 

Senatorial Committee (NRSC), Sen. John Cornyn, by endorsing 

Marco Rubio against the establishment choice in Florida. 

He went against the favorite candidate of Senate Minority 

Leader Mitch McConnell in the Kentucky primary, supporting 

Rand Paul over then-frontrunner Trey Grayson. Just last week, 

Sen. DeMint was one of only ten Senators to stand with Sen. 

Paul in an effort to protect gun records from the so-called Patriot 

http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-po
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-po
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-po
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-po
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-po
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-po
http://www.ccrkba.org/images/alansig.jpg
http://www.ccrkba.org/
mailto:InformationRequest@ccrkba.org
http://www.ccrkba.org/
http://www.ccrkba.org/
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Act -- an effort that was opposed by leaders on both sides of the 

aisle. 

When DeMint was attacked by the Republican elites for 

supporting Christine O‘Donnell over a rabid anti-gunner in a 

Delaware primary, DeMint fired back, ―I‘ve been in the majority 

with Republicans who didn‘t have principles, and we 

embarrassed ourselves and lost credibility in front of the country. 

Frankly, I‘m at a point where I‘d rather lose fighting for the right 

cause than win fighting for the wrong cause.‖ 

The Hill summed up DeMint‘s tenacity in staring down his 

own party: ―Throughout his political career, DeMint has not been 

shy in confronting major players in the Republican Party on a 

wide range of issues.‖ 

As the Chairman of the Senate Steering Committee, a group 

made up of the conservative wing of Senate Republicans, 

DeMint led the charge in protecting the Second Amendment on 

issues such as repealing the gun ban in national parks and 

pushing for interstate concealed carry recognition legislation. 

DeMint also spoke forcefully against all anti-gun Obama 

judicial nominees, and he is one of only six Senators to earn an 

A+ rating from Gun Owners of America. 

It is true that Sen. DeMint has not been chomping at the bit to 

run for president. Unlike other candidates in the race, Jim 

DeMint would much rather be back home in South Carolina 

working in the business world. 

But with the federal government drifting so far outside the 

bounds of the Constitution, it‘s vital that conservatives and pro-

gunners elect as president a principled leader who believes in 

limited government and who agrees with the Founding Fathers 

that the Constitution was established to ―secure the blessings of 

liberty to ourselves and to our posterity.‖ 

We at Gun Owners of America would be excited to see Jim 

DeMint jump into the 2012 presidential race. He‘s been a trusted 

friend over the years, a proven man of principle and a leader 

willing to cut against the grain. 

We also want to know what you think. 

  

Please click here to vote on whether you think 

Sen. DeMint is a good choice for President, 

or if you think someone else would be a 

better candidate for gun owners in 2012. 

  

Sincerely, 

Sen. H.L. ―Bill‖ Richardson (Ret.) 

Chairman, GOA 

Tim Macy 

Vice Chairman, GOA 

 

 

Click here to check out GOA's latest video, an interview with 

Rep. Lou Barletta.  

 

Senate Rejects Efforts to Protect Gun Records from ATF 

The Senate yesterday tabled an amendment by Senator Rand 

Paul which would have protected 4473‘s and other gun records 

from blanket searches by the ATF under the PATRIOT Act. 

While some Senators withstood the heat from their leadership to 

protect your gun rights, many others buckled under the 

Washington-generated pressure. 

Please click here to see how your Senators voted, and who it was 

that betrayed you! 

 

Republicans are Trying to Block the ―No Gun Registration‖ 

Amendment! 

Please call Minority Leader McConnell today 

May 26, 2011 

Senator Rand Paul (R-KY) has been doing a yeoman‘s job of 

trying to rein in the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosives (ATF) and protecting the privacy of gun owners. 

But now, according to senate insiders, the Republican 

leadership is trying to undermine these efforts by urging fellow 

Republicans to oppose Paul‘s ―no gun registration‖ amendment. 

Paul‘s amendment would exempt gun records -- including 

4473‘s (the form all purchasers fill out when they buy a firearm 

from a licensed dealer) -- from the blanket information demands 

which the ATF can make under the 9/11 legislation. 

We have known for weeks that Senate Majority Leader Harry 

Reid would oppose Rand Paul. But now, Senate Minority Leader 

Mitch McConnell is also helping ―Dirty Harry‖ Reid by 

encouraging other Senate Republicans to oppose the Paul 

language. 

All gun owners need to take action right now. Time is short, 

as the PATRIOT Act extension will become a done deal 

sometime tomorrow (Friday). 

So please use the Talking Points below TO CALL Senate 

Minority Leader Mitch McConnell today! Ask him to support the 

Paul amendment and to urge other Republicans to do the same. 

Even if you live in Kentucky, please make sure you call the 

Senator‘s office, because time is short. 

  

CONTACT INFORMATION for Mitch McConnell:  

Direct office number: 202-224-2541 

Toll-free switchboard number (you must ask for McConnell‘s 

office): 1-877-762-8762 

Email: The Senator does NOT accept emails from out of state 

  

TALKING POINTS FOR SENATOR McCONNELL 

  

1. Please urge Senator McConnell to support the Paul ―no 

gun registration‖ amendment and to use his leadership position to 

urge other Republicans to do the same. 

2. Without the Paul ―no gun registration‖ amendment, it is 

possible that the ATF could go to a secret (FISA) court and 

demand every 4473 in the country, ostensibly because a 

―terrorism investigation‖ requires it. If such an action were taken, 

the government would have a list of every gun buyer in the 

country going back decades. 

3. If Senator McConnell allows Harry Reid to successfully 

shut out gun amendments, then gun owners will hold him 

(McConnell) personally responsible for enabling the Majority 

Leader. And if the Democrats retain the control of the Senate in 

2012, the Republicans will only have themselves to blame. 

4. ANSWERS TO POSSIBLE OBJECTION. Senators have 

been trying to tell Senator Paul (and Senator McConnell will 

probably tell you) that the PATRIOT Act does not allow the ATF 

to get every 4473 in the country. Well, there are two answers to 

this: 

a.       First, if the PATRIOT Act does not, in fact, allow 

the ATF to go on fishing expeditions, then what is the harm 

in passing the Paul amendment? Why not just pass the Paul 

provision so that we can have an extra ounce of prevention 

http://gunowners.org/a06022011.htm
http://gunowners.org/a06022011.htm
http://gunowners.org/a06022011.htm
http://gunowners.org/a06022011.htm
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=l_FL9u7P8vA
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=l_FL9u7P8vA
http://gunowners.org/a05272011.htm
http://gunowners.org/a05272011.htm
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specifically prohibiting the ATF from using the PATRIOT 

Act to fish for people‘s gun sale records. 

b.      Second, the very language that some Senators are 

claiming will protect us is the very language that the ATF is 

currently violating! Senators like McConnell want us to think 

that the 1986 McClure-Volkmer law (which outlaws gun 

owner registration) is good enough to protect us from fishing 

expeditions under the PATRIOT Act. 

  

But as any law school student and judge in the country 

knows, more recent laws (like the PATRIOT Act) ALWAYS 

TRUMP older laws (like the 1986 Act which prohibits gun 

owner registration). If there is a conflict, the more recent law 

governs. Hence, it‘s not surprising that we are currently 

witnessing the ATF violate the 1986 McClure-Volkmer law, as 

the agency recently issued new proposed rules to require 

registration of those persons who purchase multiple semi-autos -- 

and all of this in the name of fighting gun smuggling in the 

Southwest. 

 

 

Harry Reid Employs Sleazy Tactics to Block Pro-gun Rand 

Paul amendment 

He‘s at it again.  Senator Harry Reid is abusing his role as 

Majority Leader of the Senate to block a pro-gun amendment that 

Sen. Rand Paul (R-KY) is attempting to add to the so-called 

Patriot Act. 

We alerted you yesterday to Rand Paul‘s amendment that 

would exempt 4473‘s (the form all purchasers fill out when they 

buy a firearm from a licensed dealer) and other gun records from 

the blanket information demands which the ATF can make under 

the 9/11 legislation. 

In order to circumvent Sen. Paul‘s efforts to protect gun 

rights, Reid scuttled the Senate version of the 9/11 extension and 

instead tacked it onto an unrelated House-passed small business 

bill.  He then employed a procedural scheme to lock out ALL 

Republican amendments, including Paul‘s pro-gun amendment. 

Please click here to read the full story and to contact your 

Senators in support of Rand Paul's amendment to protect gun 

records. 

 

Harry Reid Employs Sleazy Tactics to Block Pro-gun 

Rand Paul amendment  

Wednesday, 25 May 2011 13:31  

Remember the corrupt tactics used by Senate Majority Leader 

Harry Reid to pass ObamaCare?  The secret meetings? The 

refusal to let the American people see the language?  

Well, he‘s at it again. This time, Reid is abusing his role as 

Majority Leader of the Senate to block a pro-gun amendment that 

Sen. Rand Paul (R-KY) is attempting to add to the so-called 

Patriot Act.  

In order to circumvent Sen. Paul‘s efforts to protect gun 

rights, Reid scuttled the Senate version of the 9/11 extension and 

instead tacked it onto an unrelated House-passed small business 

bill. He then employed a procedural scheme to lock out ALL 

Republican amendments, including Paul‘s pro-gun amendment.  

As you know, Rand Paul‘s amendment would exempt 4473‘s 

(the form all purchasers fill out when they buy a firearm from a 

licensed dealer) and other gun records from the blanket 

information demands which Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms and Explosives (BATFE) can make under the 9/11 

legislation.  

Without Paul‘s exemption, it is possible that the BATFE 

could go to a secret (FISA) court, and, in a one-party (ex parte) 

proceeding, obtain an order to produce every 4473 in the country, 

ostensibly because a ―terrorism investigation‖ requires it. If such 

an action were taken, the government would have a list of every 

gun buyer in the country going back decades.  

This is unacceptable and it is a violation of gun owner 

protections enacted in 1986 as part of the McClure-Volkmer 

Firearms Owners Protection Act. The McClure-Volkmer Act 

spells out the purposes for which gun records can be obtained by 

a law enforcement agency: as part of a bona fide criminal 

investigation, a trace, or a routine annual inspection. Sen. Paul‘s 

amendment will simply keep the 1986 law‘s provisions in place.  

It should also be noted that the records in question deal with 

persons who already underwent the (unconstitutional) 

background check and were allowed to purchase a firearm. Once 

again, the dangers of a background check system (which 

presumes a person is a criminal until proven otherwise) are 

highlighted, as efforts must constantly be made to keep the 

government‘s hands off the list of honest gun owners.  

Sen. Paul‘s amendment to protect gun owners would have 

tremendous support in the Senate, and Reid knows it—which is 

why he has gone through such great lengths to keep it of the 

floor. Now is the time to insist that the Paul amendment be 

allowed to come up for a vote and that gun dealer records be 

protected  

ACTION: Contact your Senators. Tell them to oppose cloture 

on Harry Reid‘s motion to concur until Rand Paul has had an 

opportunity to offer his amendment to protect gun records.  

 

 

We’re Making Progress on Exempting 4473’S From 

Blanket Government Demands Under 9/11 Bill 

May 24, 2011 

Yesterday, we wrote to you about Senator Rand Paul‘s 

amendment to exempt 4473‘s and other gun records from the 

blanket information demands which the Bureau of Alcohol, 

Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (BATFE) can make under 

9/11 legislation. An extension of three provisions of that 

legislation is currently pending on the Senate floor. 

Without the exemption, it is possible that BATFE could go to 

a secret court, and, in a one-party (ex parte) proceeding, obtain 

an order to produce every 4473 in the country, ostensibly 

because a ―terrorism investigation‖ requires it. 

This is unacceptable. It is a violation of gun owner 

protections enacted in 1986 as part of the McClure-Volkmer 

Firearms Owners Protection Act. Not surprisingly, BATFE is 

already trying to violate McClure-Volkmer in its new proposed 

rules to require reporting of multiple semi-auto sales -– and to 

compile a gun registry from those reports. 

Senate insiders report that Sen. Paul‘s ―gun issue‖ is the 

single remaining hang-up on the reauthorization. Not 

surprisingly, anti-gun Democrats running for reelection do not 

want to vote on this. 

But YOU cannot allow them to escape accountability. 

ACTION: Call your Senators. Tell them that you insist on a 

vote on the Rand Paul gun amendment to the 9/11 bill currently 

pending on the Senate floor. 

Click here to send your Senators a prewritten email 

http://gunowners.org/a05252011.htm
http://gunowners.org/a05252011.htm
http://gunowners.org/a05252011.htm
http://capwiz.com/gunowners/issues/alert/?alertid=48025506
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Sen. Rand Paul Seeks Gun Exemption in so-called Patriot 

Act Legislation 

May 23, 2011 

 

The House and Senate Republican and Democratic leadership 

have reached a ―deal‖ on extending three expiring provisions of 

post-9/11 legislation for four years. Following a procedural vote 

on Monday night, the real battle begins on the bill. 

Gun Owners of America worked with Sen. Rand Paul (R-

KY) on legislation to exempt 4473‘s (the form all buyers fill out 

when a gun is purchased from a licensed dealer) from that 

statute‘s broad provisions. Sen. Paul will offer that amendment 

this week, assuming Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-NV) is not 

able to block the amendment from being offered. 

Here‘s a major concern: Assume the Bureau of Alcohol, 

Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (BATFE) goes to the ―secret 

court‖ (the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, or ―FISA‖ 

court) and argues, without anyone else in the room, that ALL 

4473‘s should be seized as ―business records‖ because they are 

relevant to a terrorism investigation. 

Can it do that? It‘s certainly a big enough danger to warrant 

our concern and that of Sen. Paul. 

In 1986, Congress enacted the McClure-Volkmer Firearms 

Owners Protection Act to limit BATFE access to 4473‘s and 

other gun records. Such records can only be viewed as part of a 

―bona fide criminal investigation,‖ in connection with a trace, or 

pursuant to an annual inspection. 

But under McClure-Volkmer, the BATFE clearly could not 

seize every 4473 in the country because of a generalized 

terrorism investigation. 

The Paul amendment would make it clear that McClure-

Volkmer is still applicable law and was not overturned by 9/11 

legislation. 

ACTION: Click here to contact your two Senators. Ask them 

to support the Paul amendment and to oppose any effort to 

invoke cloture (shut off debate) on the bill in order to make the 

Paul amendment out of order. 

 

 

Anti-gun Nominee Defeated! Goodwin Liu Nomination 

Fail in Senate 

May 19, 2011 

On Thursday, the U.S. Senate rejected President Obama‘s 

pick for a seat on the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals. In a 

procedural motion that required 60 votes, Goodwin Liu‘s 

nomination was defeated in a near-party line vote of 52-43.  

Liu was perhaps the most radical of Obama‘s judicial 

nominees. The UC Berkley law professor supported the notion 

that the language of the Constitution is sufficiently ambiguous to 

bend with the times.  

―It becomes pretty clear why ‗originalism‘ and ‗strict 

construction‘ don‘t make a lot of sense,‖ Liu said in an interview 

promoting his book. ―The Framers deliberately chose... broad 

words so they would be adaptable to new challenges over time.‖  

In Liu‘s view, the right to keep and bear arms may have been 

necessary in the 18th century, but no longer needed.  

For these reasons, the Senate was flooded with emails from 

gun owners insisting that Liu be voted down. 

You can click here to see how your senator voted 

While Liu‘s defeat is a victory for Second Amendment 

supporters, it is also indicative that Obama is pursuing a course 

to pull the federal judiciary as far to the left as possible. GOA 

will continue to expose the disdain with which Obama‘s 

nominees hold the Second Amendment. 
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Research & Statistics 

12TH STRAIGHT 

MONTH-OVER-MONTH 

INCREASE FOR NSSF-

ADJUSTED NICS 

FIGURES . . . The May 

2011 NSSF-adjusted 

National Instant Criminal 

Background Check 

System (NICS) figure of 

696,947 is an increase of 

11.4 percent over the NSSF-adjusted NICS figure of 625,763 in 

May 2010. For comparison, the unadjusted May 2011 NICS 

figure of 1,219,872 is an increase of 20.8 percent over the 

unadjusted NICS figure of 1,009,818 in May 2010. 

This marks the 12th straight month-over-month increase in 

NSSF-adjusted NICS figures. The adjusted NICS data were 

derived by NSSF by subtracting out all NICS purpose code 

permit checks used by several states such as Kentucky, Iowa 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. Read more. 

Government Relations 

 HEARING TO END SUNDAY HUNTING 

PROHIBITION IN PENNSYLVANIA . . . The 

Pennsylvania House Game and Fisheries Committee 

will hold a public hearing this Thursday, June 9, 

beginning at 6:30 p.m. at the Seven Springs Mountain 

Resort, 777 Waterwheel Drive, Seven Springs, PA 

15622. NSSF and the Sunday Hunting Coalition are 

urging all sportsmen to come out and show their support 

for the removal of this antiquated blue law. Expanding 

Sunday hunting could have a tremendous economic 

impact on Pennsylvania to the tune of more than $764 

million. 

 NSSF SUBMITS COMMENTS ON ATF REQUEST 

FOR MULTIPLE SALES REPORTING OF LONG 

GUNS . . . NSSF has submitted comments to the 

Department of Justice (Office of Management and 

 

http://capwiz.com/gunowners/issues/alert/?alertid=47806511
http://capwiz.com/gunowners/vote.xc/?votenum=74&chamber=S&congress=1121&voteid=47417511&state=US
file:///C:/GunOrgs/Pro-Gun/FOAC/FOAC/FOAC/Publications/Articles/New/Gun%20Owners%20of%20America
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http://campaign.r20.constantcontact.com/render?llr=qbu9jncab&v=001Udjluc4seek4n96mN-nNh_O2-vxIl_s_8uIrI0RmeOCtKcTYjAqYmJrzIvwDaoYEL6A0KpLhvkmwvglWIGdCS2c3988e5cK_yW6NZBlqRr73VR1tWvQKGjDUQpZnqbA5Qu_x5FTt-UhDaqdZeyW922oAHBaKPUfQSunNQ9B2fFdWUAU_7sAZ_mD6HzqmsqVWd-tls186toQLV7dVNdyRVxcSdhUK_pE_iF08KzlIC5M9qH0hfVgLQ7ckx18ZFqOFvCKtK-KeWCG6VlFLLUzPg3o3CjH_lDgoDh5UfkA_T7oBMmYUTW-VZIBsVfl0Rmg_mzW9bWa6HU_mOTe-1_ZqAI8DgdZ2BnMBNB_gukyweptZeZsdyBjKEOXHna0kiw31Or0CaJIuB01-jDi2dypHXg%3D%3D
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Budget / Office of Information and Regulation Affairs) 

on the ATF information-collection request concerning 

multiple sales of certain rifles. The ATF request was 

originally published in the Federal Register on Dec. 17 

and was recently amended and published in the Federal 

Register on April 29. 

 YOUTH HUNTING LEGISLATION . . . The U.S. 

Sportsmen's Alliance notes that efforts to expand youth 

hunting opportunities are on the move in Michigan, 

New Jersey, New York, Oklahoma and Pennsylvania. 

These bills are in line with the Families Afield initiative, 

a program established by NSSF, USSA and the National 

Wild Turkey Federation. Along with the National Rifle 

Association and the Congressional Sportsmen‘s 

Foundation, the Families Afield coalition has worked to 

pass measures in 32 states, leading to more than 

600,000 apprentice or mentored hunting licenses sold. 

For more detailed information on each state's 

legislation, read the USSA news release. 

 CALIFORNIA BILL WOULD IMPACT AIRGUN, 

AIRSOFT INDUSTRIES . . . California legislators are 

preparing to vote on SB 798, a bill that will impact both 

the airgun and airsoft industries. This legislation would 

mandate that all airsoft and BB guns be brightly 

colored, so, in theory, law enforcement could 

distinguish them from actual firearms. This law could 

jeopardize the safety of the public and especially police 

officers, who may automatically assume simply based 

on color that an object is not a firearm. NSSF is urging 

all sportsmen, firearm owners and retailers to contact 

their senators to express opposition to SB 798. Please 

also take a moment to join the petition. 

 

 

May 31, 2011 

VIDEO: COLLEGE PROGRAM MAKING AN IMPACT . . 

. One of NSSF's newest efforts is its Collegiate Shooting Sports 

Initiative. Only two years old, the program has helped establish 

competition and club shooting opportunities at colleges across 

the country. An example of the positive impact the program is 

having on the college shooting sports was at a recent intercollege 

event held in Florida. Play Video 

Government Relations 

 WHITE HOUSE TO GUN-BAN GROUPS: 

'WE'RE WORKING ON IT' . . . The Washington 

Post has reported that President Obama recently 

discussed his administration's intentions concerning gun 

control with Jim and Sarah Brady, founders of the anti-

gun group the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun 

Violence. According to the story, Sarah Brady said the 

president volunteered: "I just want you to know that we 

are working on it (gun control). We have to go through 

a few processes, but under the radar." What exactly does 

"under the radar" mean? Full story on the NSSF Blog. 

 NSSF RESPONDS TO FIREARMS TRAFFICKING 

ARTICLE . . . Unfortunately, a recent Houston 

Chronicle article on firearms trafficking neglected to 

mention, among other things, the active cooperation 

between members of the firearms industry and law 

enforcement. For example, NSSF, the trade association 

for America's firearms industry, has partnered with ATF 

for more than a decade on a national campaign to make 

the public aware that it is a serious crime to "straw 

purchase" a firearm. The industry-funded program, 

called Don't Lie for the Other Guy, also helps ATF 

educate firearms retailers to better detect and prevent 

illegal straw purchases -- which, contrary to the author's 

unsubstantiated claim, never spiked after 2004. Read 

NSSF's complete letter to the editor. In related news, a 

FOX News special report today detailed how sales of 

firearms from the U.S. government to the Mexican 

government may be falling into cartel hands. NSSF has 

reported on this issue in the past, noting that more than 

150,000 Mexican soldiers have defected to work for the 

drug cartels -- bringing their American-made service-

issued firearms with them. Watch the FOX News 

video.  

 BILLS WOULD CUT SUBSIDIES FOR ANIMAL-

RIGHTS GROUPS' LAWSUITS . . . The end of the 

fleecing of U.S. taxpayers by animal-welfare 

organizations and environmental extremists is in sight 

with the recent introduction of bipartisan legislation (S. 

1061 and H.R. 1996). The bills would amend the Equal 

Access to Justice Act (EAJA) to, among other things, 

cap the legal fees and other expenses private citizens 

and eligible small businesses would be able to recoup 

after winning lawsuits against the federal government. 

For more than a decade, some well-funded special 

interests groups have abused the EAJA to push their 

agendas by suing the federal government, knowing their 

lawsuits will be paid for by American taxpayers. NSSF 

joins an overwhelming number of other industries in 

supporting the passage of this legislation that would 

prevent frivolous attacks by radical animal and 

environmental activists and simultaneously prevent the 

tax dollars of hardworking and responsible sportsmen 

from being used to subsidize these organizations and 

their operations. 

 COURT DISMISSES LAWSUIT AGAINST 

FIREARMS RETAILER . . . Last week a Connecticut 

trial court dismissed a wrongful death lawsuit filed by 

the Brady Center against a Connecticut firearms retailer, 

Sportsmen's Outpost, on the grounds that the case was 

barred by the Protection of Lawful Commerce in Arms 

Act (PLCAA). A firearm and ammunition were stolen 

from the dealer in 2007 and used by the thief several 

weeks later to murder his ex-wife and commit suicide. 

The Brady Center unsuccessfully argued that the stolen 

firearm was somehow transferred by the dealer and that 

the dealer should have conducted a Brady background 

check on the thief when he walked into the store acting 

like a customer asking to see firearms. Of course, the 

Brady Center knows background checks can only be 

performed when a firearm is being transferred, not 

whenever any customer asks to look at a firearm. The 

U.S. Department of Justice intervened in the case to 

defend the constitutionality of the PLCAA. 

Representing Sportsmen's Outpost was the Renzulli 

Law Firm of White Plains, N.Y. 

 N.J. GOVERNOR NOMINATES FAMILIAR FACE 

TO STATE SUPREME COURT . . . Products liability 

attorney Anne Patterson, who once represented Colt in a 
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lawsuit brought by the city of Camden, N.J., has been 

nominated by Gov. Chris Christie to serve on the state's 

Supreme Court. The Camden lawsuit was brought about 

more than 10 years ago when the city tried to hold 

lawful firearms manufacturers responsible for criminal 

actions involving guns. The city voluntarily dropped its 

suit in July of 2003. Ms. Patterson, currently of Riker 

Danzig, is being opposed by several gun-control groups 

in the state. 

 

 

May 23, 2011 

Violent Crime Drops as Firearms Ownership Rises 

FBI RELEASES PRELIMINARY FIGURES FOR 2010 . . . 

The FBI today released its Preliminary Annual Uniform Crime 

Report for 2010, showing a decrease of 5.5 percent in the number 

of violent crimes brought to its attention in 2010 compared to the 

previous year. Violent crime, which includes murder, forcible 

rape, robbery and aggravated assault, decreased in all four 

regions of the country and in both cities and non-metropolitan 

areas. For decades, violent crime in the United States has been 

dropping. Final figures for 2009 showed violent crime at its 

lowest level since 1984. At the same time, firearms ownership 

and use has been increasing, putting the lie to anti-gun 

organizations' claims that more guns lead to more crime. The 

largest surge in firearms sales occurred from late 2008 into 2010, 

and, according to an NSSF report, an estimated 34.4 million 

people went target shooting in 2009, the largest number ever.  

 

FBI Releases Preliminary Annual Crime Statistics for 2010  

Washington, D.C. May 23, 2011  

FBI National Press Office (202) 324-3691  

According to the FBI‘s Preliminary Annual Uniform Crime 

Report released today, the nation experienced a 5.5 percent 

decrease in the number of violent crimes and a 2.8 percent 

decline in the number of property crimes in 2010 when compared 

with data from 2009. The report is based on information the FBI 

gathered from 13,007 law enforcement agencies that submitted 

six to 12 comparable months of data for both 2009 and 2010. 

Violent Crime 

In 2010, all four of the violent crime offense categories—

murder and non-negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, 

and aggravated assault—declined nationwide compared with data 

from 2009. Murder and non-negligent manslaughter declined 4.4 

percent, forcible rape decreased 4.2 percent, robbery declined 9.5 

percent, and aggravated assault was down 3.6 percent.  

Violent crime declined in all city groups. Cities with 

populations of 250,000 to 499,999 saw the greatest decline in 

violent crime (6.9 percent). Violent crime in non-metropolitan 

counties decreased 6.4 percent, and in metropolitan counties, it 

declined 6.0 percent. 

Murder and non-negligent manslaughter offenses dropped 

25.2 percent in the nation‘s smallest cities (under 10,000 in 

population). However, in cities with populations of 250,000 to 

499,999, murder and non-negligent manslaughter offenses 

increased 3.0 percent.  

All city and county groupings experienced a decline in 

forcible rapes except in cities with 500,000 to 999,999 

inhabitants, which showed the only rise in forcible rapes (1.9 

percent). 

Robbery offenses decreased in all city and county groupings, 

with the largest decrease (10.9 percent) reported in cities with 

500,000 to 999,999 inhabitants.  

Aggravated assaults decreased in all city groups. Cities with 

250,000 to 499,999 inhabitants experienced the greatest decrease 

(5.5 percent). Aggravated assaults declined in both county 

groups, with the largest decrease (5.8 percent) reported in non-

metropolitan counties.  

Violent crime decreased in all four regions of the country in 

2010. There was a 7.5 percent decrease in violent crime in the 

South, a 5.9 decline in the Midwest, a 5.8 percent decrease in the 

West, and a 0.4 percent decline in the Northeast.  

Property Crime 

All property crime offense categories—burglary, larceny-

theft, and motor vehicle theft—decreased in 2010 when 

compared with 2009 data. Motor vehicle theft showed the largest 

drop (7.2 percent), followed by larceny-theft, which decreased 

2.8 percent, and burglary, which declined 1.1 percent.  

Property crime decreased in all city groupings. Cities with 

500,000 to 999,999 inhabitants had the greatest decrease in 

property crime (4.0 percent). Property crime decreased 1.9 

percent in metropolitan counties but increased 2.0 percent in non-

metropolitan counties. 

Burglary offenses increased 1.3 percent in cities with 25,000 

to 49,999 persons. Burglaries also increased in nonmetropolitan 

counties by 1.2 percent.  

Larceny-theft offenses decreased in all city groupings. 

However, in non-metropolitan counties, larceny-thefts rose 3.2 

percent. 

Motor vehicle thefts declined in all population groupings. 

Cities with less than 10,000 inhabitants experienced the greatest 

decline (10.8 percent). Metropolitan counties reported a 6.9 

percent decrease in motor vehicle thefts.  

All four of the nation‘s regions had decreases in property 

crime in 2010 when compared with data from 2009. The greatest 

decrease in 2010 was in the South, where property crime was 

down 3.8 percent, followed by a 2.7 percent decline in the 

Midwest, a 2.5 percent decrease in the West, and a 0.5 percent 

decrease in the Northeast. 

Arson 

Arson offenses, tracked separately from other property 

crimes, decreased 8.3 percent nationwide. Arson offenses 

declined in all four regions in 2010, with the West experiencing 

the largest decrease (13.9 percent).  

The complete Preliminary Annual Uniform Crime Report is 

available exclusively at http://www.fbi.gov/about-

us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2010/preliminary-annual-ucr-jan-dec-

2010/. 

Government Relations 

 CALIFORNIA ANTI-GUN LEGISLATORS AT IT 

AGAIN . . . Many of the same ridiculous pieces of anti-

gun legislation are being debated again this year in both 

the California Assembly and the Senate. NSSF urges all 

firearms owners, retailers and sportsmen to contact their 

legislators to oppose these onerous bills that will only 

cost the state money and have no impact on increasing 

public safety. The first bill, Senate Bill 427, is an 

attempt to help resolve the unconstitutionally vague 

provisions of the current handgun ammunition 

registration law (AB 962) and also add new provisions 

impacting retailers. The second bill, Assembly Bill 809, 
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would once again require that firearms retailers report 

the same sale records for long guns that they currently 

collect for handguns. Please urge your legislators to 

oppose these bills. 

 PRODUCT LIABILITY PROTECTION UPHELD 

FOR FIREARM MANUFACTURER . . . The Fifth 

Circuit Court of Appeals found that Remington Arms 

Co. was not liable to the plaintiff under the Louisiana 

Products Liability Act for an injury sustained while 

firing one of Remington's rifles. The act requires 

"reasonable anticipation" by the manufacturer of an 

injury caused by an expected use of its product. The 

court found that when the plaintiff fired the rifle, a 

component part had been removed and not reinstalled 

prior to the use of the rifle, thereby causing the injury. 

The court determined that Remington could not have 

"reasonably anticipated," at the time of manufacture, 

that a user would fail to reinstall the critical part before 

attempting to fire the rifle. Read the Matthews v. 

Remington opinion.  

 THE MYTH OF BIG-TIME GUN TRAFFICKING . 

. . A piece in this weekend's Wall Street Journal is 

helping to put to rest the false claim that America's 

firearms industry plays a role in illegal firearms 

trafficking operations. The article, written by 

criminologist Gary Kleck, confirms Department of 

Justice and independent research dispelling gun control 

propaganda on the issue of trafficking into Mexico. 

Read NSSF's complete blog post on the topic. 

ATF 

ATF PROVIDES GUIDANCE TO FFLs AFFECTED BY 

FLOODING AND OTHER NATURAL DISASTERS . . . 

ATF has developed an informational brochure and a video 

designed to offer guidance to federal firearms licensees who will 

be or are affected by flooding and other natural disasters. The 

brochure, "Disaster Preparedness for Federal Firearms 

Licensees" (ATF publication 3317.7), can be found online at 

ATF's website. The video entitled, "Disaster Preparedness," can 

be found in ATF's Online Educational Seminars. If you have any 

questions concerning what you can do to prepare for a disaster, 

please contact your local ATF field office or call ATF's 24-hour 

hotline at 800-800-3855. Further information about ATF can be 

found at www.atf.gov. 

Education & Safety 

 AR STANDS FOR ARMALITE . . . NSSF continues 

its education campaign to correct confusion about AR-

style rifles -- modern sporting rifles -- by providing a 

graphic on the NSSF Blog that drives home the point 

that the AR prefix does not stand for "assault rifle" or 

"automatic rifle." The AR stands for ArmaLite, the 

company that in the 1950s developed this style rifle. 

Read the full post and download the graphic to use on 

your website or blog or in your magazine or TV show. 

 FIREARM SAFETY AND CONSERVATION 

VIDEOS FOR SCHOOLS . . . Less than a week after 

launching its annual free videos-to-schools campaign, 

NSSF reports more than 4,000 of its Firearm Safety and 

Conservation DVDs have been ordered by teachers and 

administrators. If you know an educator that might be 

interested in these videos, alert them to this NSSF 

webpage to preview and order the videos free of charge. 

The Firearm Safety DVD contains It's Your Call: 

Playing It Safe Around Guns, McGruff the Crime Dog 

on Gun Safety and Fireams Safety Depends on You. 

The Conservation DVD contains Wildlife for 

Tomorrow, Unendangered Species and What They Say 

About Hunting. 

 PROJECT CHILDSAFE . . . The Granville Police 

Department on Mon County, W.Va., is giving away 300 

Project ChildSafe firearm safety kits to gun owners free 

of charge. The giveaway is promoted in this 

WDTV.com video news segment. NSSF's Project 

ChildSafe program provides free safety kits that include 

a gun lock and firearm safety education material to law 

enforcement departments throughout the country. The 

program has distributed 35 million firearm safety kits. 
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Top News: 

Youth Hunting Efforts Underway Nationwide 

<http://www.ussportsmen.org/page.redir?target=http%3a%2f

%2fwww.ussportsmen.o 

rg%2fpage.aspx%3fpid%3d2756&srcid=5843&srctid=1&eri

d=9051056> 

Efforts to expand youth hunting opportunities are on the 

move throughout the country.  These bills, which are in-line with 

the Families Afield initiative, are designed to introduce more 

youth to hunting. 

New York Bills Threaten Sporting Dog Owners 

<http://www.ussportsmen.org/page.redir?target=http%3a%2f

%2fwww.ussportsmen.o 

rg%2fpage.aspx%3fpid%3d2757&srcid=5843&srctid=1&eri

d=9051056> 

Bills in New York would create new unnecessary regulations 

for sporting dog owners. 

As We Say, Not As We Do 

<http://www.ussportsmen.org/page.redir?target=http%3a%2f

%2fwww.ussportsmen.o 

rg%2fpage.aspx%3fpid%3d2758&srcid=5843&srctid=1&eri

d=9051056> 

While anti-hunting and animal rights groups were pushing the 

infamous puppy mill bill through in Texas, looks like it was a 

case of "do as I say, and not as I do" with one Austin, Texas 

group. 

  

 

On Target: USSA Director Testifies Before Congress 

 US Sportsmen's Alliance 

<http://www.ussportsmen.org/view.image?id=476> 
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 May 26, 2011 

  

Top News: 

USSA Director Testifies Before Congress 

<http://www.ussportsmen.org/page.redir?target=http%3a%2f%2f

www.ussportsmen.org%2fpage.aspx%3fpid%3d2750&srcid=578

4&srctid=1&erid=9003264> 

With growing concerns at the federal level about the backlog 

of maintenance problems within the National Wildlife Refuge 

system, the United States Congress summoned select experts to 

testify today in search of solutions to the problem. Those giving 

expert  testimony included Bill Horn, the USSA's director of 

federal affairs.  New York and Massachusetts Bills Create 

Unnecessary No Hunting Zones 

<http://www.ussportsmen.org/page.redir?target=http%3a%2f

%2fwww.ussportsmen.org%2fpage.aspx%3fpid%3d2749&srcid

=5784&srctid=1&erid=9003264> 

Bills in New York and Massachusetts would arbitrarily 

decrease land open for hunting. 

New Jersey Bill Looks to Expand Sunday Hunting 

<http://www.ussportsmen.org/page.redir?target=http%3a%2f

%2fwww.ussportsmen.org%2fpage.aspx%3fpid%3d2748&srcid

=5784&srctid=1&erid=9003264> 

Assembly Bill 4071, introduced by Assemblyman John J 

Burzichelli (D-Paulsboro), would allow hunting with firearms for 

deer on Sundays on private property. 

 

  

News  
California Gun Registry Bill Back Again 

5/20/11 

 Assembly Bill 809, introduced by Assemblyman Mike Feuer 

(D- Los Angeles), would require the state to keep registration 

information for all firearm transfers.  

Currently, California law requires persons who purchase or 

transfer a handgun to register the gun with the state.  These gun 

owners are required to provide personal information that 

includes: name, address, place of birth, telephone number, and 

occupation.  The law also requires gun owners to provide a 

detailed description of the handgun and the gun‘s serial number.  

Under AB 809, the handgun registration requirements would 

apply to all firearms, including rifles and shotguns commonly 

used by sportsmen for hunting and recreational shooting.  It‘s 

expected that a vote on AB 809 could come as soon May 27th 

during a hearing before the Assembly Appropriations 

Committee.  

―Not only is this bill unnecessary, it‘s a clear violation of 

individual privacy rights,‖ said Evan Heusinkveld, U.S. 

Sportsmen‘s Alliance director of state services.  ―California 

firearms owners and sportsmen need to contact their state 

assemblyman today in opposition to AB 809.‖ 

Similar legislation was introduced last session. The bill 

passed out of the Assembly before stalling in the Senate with the 

USSA, the California Outdoor Heritage Alliance and many other 

local, state and national groups opposing the effort. 

"AB 809 will do little to assist law enforcement in their crime 

fighting efforts," stated Jason Rhine with the California Outdoor 

Heritage Alliance.  "This misguided measure will likely result in 

more bureaucracy and additional fees for sportsmen and 

women." 

Take Action!  California sportsmen should call their 

assembly members today and ask them to oppose Assembly Bill 

809.  Tell them there is no justification for expanding the state‘s 

registry to include all firearm transfers by law abiding gun 

owners.  To find your state assembly member‘s contact 

information, visit the USSA Legislative Action Center at 

www.ussportsmen.org/LAC. 

 

Sportsmen and Conservation Protected As Missouri Bills 

Die 

5/20/11 

 As Missouri‘s legislative session comes to an end, two bills 

that would have harmed sportsmen and the state‘s conservation 

efforts died. 

House Bill 115, introduced by Rep. Rodney Schad (R- 

Versailles), and Senate Bill 299, introduced by Sen. Brian 

Munzlinger (D- Williamstown), would have held Missouri‘s 

Department of Conservation financially responsible for damages 

incurred by wild elk to a person or a person‘s property.   In 

reality, this would set a dangerous precedent holding sportsmen 

and sportswomen liable to pick up the tab for damage caused by 

any wild animal.  

Further, the bills would allow landowners to kill an unlimited 

number of elk by simply claiming damage to their property.  

Under the proposal, landowners would not have been required to 

provide proof of the damage or that elk were actually the cause 

of the purported damage.  Essentially, this would have stripped 

the Department‘s authority to manage wildlife despite already 

having an aggressive elk-conflict plan in place.  

 ―Sportsmen are already paying the freight when it comes to 

wildlife conservation and funding for state wildlife agencies,‖ 

said Jeremy Rine, U.S. Sportsmen‘s Alliance associate director 

of state services.  ―Sportsmen can rest assured, for now, that the 

state‘s wildlife management decisions will continue to be made 

by wildlife professionals.  Despite this victory, sportsmen must 

remain on alert for this issue to come up again in the future.‖ 

Proposed Fur-Free City Prompts PETA Call for Protests 

5/20/11 

With the recent news that California‘s West Hollywood city 

council is ordering the city‘s attorney to draft an ordinance 

prohibiting the sale of fur products within the city, PETA was 

quick to release news that it is encouraging its followers to create 

more Fur-Free cities by organizing protests around the US. The 

group encourages members to target outside of fur salons and 

other businesses that sell furs. Odd, but in the same news release 

seeking attention-of-the-outrageous kind, the group lashes out 

about laying chickens in cages, declawing cats, and calls for 

―banning the retail sale of dogs and cats in pet stores.‖ The group 

goes on to uphold West Hollywood as a place that‘s known for 

its kindness to animals. West Hollywooders shouldn‘t get too 

comfortable with their latest friend though.  It might soon see its 

steakhouses and other restaurants there that serve meat on the list 

of protest sites for PETA. 

 
USSA News Alerts (above): 

U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance 
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JPFO'S RABBI BENDORY TO SARAH BRADY 

 June 7th,  2011 

JPFO's Rabbinic Director, Rabbi Dovid Bendory, has a few 

choice comments for the Queen of "gun control" - 

http://jpfo.org/rabbi/rabbi-brady-letter.htm 

HTML for this alert - 

http://jpfo.org/alerts2011/alert20110607.htm 

  

 

An Open Letter to Sarah Brady from Rabbi Dovid Bendory, 

Rabbinic Director, 

Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership. 

Copyright 2011 JPFO 

Dear Mrs Brady: 

I well remember learning of the tragic shooting of your 

husband by lunatic ―lone gunman‖ John Hinckley in 1981. As a 

rabbi, I have deep sympathy for any family who suffers what you 

have suffered, and I have tremendous respect for anyone who 

transforms the sorrow of personal tragedy into an impetus to do 

good in the world. I have no doubt that this is what you set out to 

do when you first established the Brady Center.  

I am therefore writing to ask that you help the family of a 

U.S. Border Patrol agent who was killed in the line of duty, 

murdered by criminals with guns provided to them by one of the 

worst rings of gun smugglers in recent memory. According to 

CBS News, over the past five years or so, this smuggling ring 

purchased more than 2500 guns via ―straw purchases‖ near the 

Mexican border – with knowledge and intention that these guns 

would wind up in the hand of murderous drug cartels south of the 

border. And yet the Obama Justice Department has stonewalled 

on investigating this smuggling ring, even refusing to answer 

Congressional inquiries into the matter.  

There have been an unknown number of lives lost to such 

senseless violence. Why do I ask specifically that you help this 

family rather than any of the others impacted?  

I ask that you contact this family out of concern that the 

Brady Center has completely lost its moral compass – if it ever 

had one.  

During the last few years, the Brady Center to Prevent Gun 

Violence has shamelessly coddled up to what is perhaps the most 

corrupt and unlawful rogue Federal agency in this nation‘s recent 

history. I refer of course to the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 

Firearms, and Explosives (BATFE), an agency for whom you 

have lobbied for substantial budget increases. Let me refresh 

your memory regarding this brilliant gem of federal ―law 

enforcement‖ and its recent ―Project Gunrunner.‖  

BATFE deployed some 220 agents (not counting inspectors 

and support personnel) to our Mexican border to stem the 

smuggling of guns to the Mexican ―Drug Cartels‖. BATFE‘s 

clever technique? Work with legal gun shops near the border to 

allow (not intercept) ―straw sales‖ to known gun smugglers – 

some 2500 or more such sales, according to CBS News.  

When responsible gun dealers balked at selling weapons, 

including AK-47s and .50 caliber sniper rifles, to suspicious 

people, they were told by BATFE agents to go through with the 

sales. BATFE then let the guns ―walk‖ from the stores and 

purchasers across the border into Mexico, supposedly in an effort 

to track the gun traffickers and shut them down.  

There was just one minor problem with this clever little 

operation: the BATFE lost track of the guns. The guns then made 

their way into the hands of Mexican criminals and murderers. At 

least two of these guns were found at the scene of a shootout in 

which US border agent Brian Terry was killed – guns smuggled 

to the Mexican drug cartels by the BATFE‘s operatives and with 

the BATFE‘s blessings.  

Mrs. Brady, your stated goal at the Brady Center is that we 

have to keep guns out of the hands of people who would commit 

such crimes. From your website:  

 ―We believe it is too easy for dangerous people to obtain 

dangerous weapons in this country. There are things we can do. 

We should make it harder for convicted felons, the dangerously 

mentally ill, and others like them to get guns in the first place.  

We can do this by exposing corrupt gun dealers who feed the 

illegal gun market. Our Brady Center legal staff works to hold 

those dealers accountable in court and to protect common sense 

gun laws when they are attacked in court. We work to strengthen 

law enforcement‘s efforts to stop the illegal gun market. We also 

educate the public about gun violence through grassroots 

mobilization and outreach to affected communities.‖  

Since you have not officially come out against the blatant 

illegality and immorality of BATFE‘s ―Project Gunrunner‖, I 

can‘t help but wonder: what do these clichéd homilies, in reality, 

mean to you?  

Lest the world recognize – as I have – that you are drenched 

in hypocrisy, I suggest some prompt and serious directional 

changes in your public policy regarding the BATFE:  

The Brady Center says it is ―too easy for dangerous people to 

obtain dangerous weapons.‖ So therefore I expect that the Brady 

Center will condemn the BATFE for their foolish (and no doubt 

unlawful) Gunrunner operation – which has, under color of law, 

clearly enabled Mexican drug smugglers and murderers access to 

thousands of weapons. Agreed?  

The Brady Center aims to ―expose corrupt gun dealers who 

feed the illegal gun market.‖ I assume the BATFE Gunrunner 

program itself qualifies as a ―corrupt‖ means of ―feeding the 

illegal gun market‖ and that we‘ll hear the Brady Center‘s 

condemnation of BATFE imminently?  

Finally, the Brady Center can be expected to ―educate the 

public‖ about the outrageous behavior of BATFE and to ―hold 

[them] accountable in court.‖ How soon will you be pressing for 

criminal investigations into BATFE?  

BATFE now stands under an unblinking spotlight, revealed 

in all their authoritarian arrogance. Mrs. Brady, can you sleep at 

night knowing that your support for this utterly corrupt federal 

agency has created an illegal supply of guns into Mexico that is 

being used to murder the innocent and attack our U.S. border 

control personnel? Or are you so blinded by your anti-gun 

campaign that you can‘t understand that have lost your moral 

compass?  

Unfortunately, Mrs. Brady, none of us realistically expect 

you and your people to ever do the right thing regarding the lie 

you call ―gun control‖. For three decades you have amply 

demonstrated that what you want is not about guns, but control. 

You want to control the lives of the millions of innocent, law-

abiding gun owners who defy your foolish calls for self-imposed 

victim disarmament. You want to control those who recognize 

that your ―gun-free zones‖ are in fact ―disarmed victims here, 

criminals welcome‖ zones. You want to control those who 

uphold the G-d-given right to self-defense using the best modern 

defensive tool at our disposal, the handgun. The tactics of the 

Brady Center may be soaked in sentimentality and theatrical 
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empathy, but its ―gun control‖ strategies actually mimic the 

ruthless disarmament tactics of the Lenins, Stalins, Hitlers, Maos 

and Pol Pots of this world.  

 ―Gun control‖ is a horrific lie. Will you continue the lie? Or 

will we see you do the right thing and apply your supposed 

policies to the BATFE?  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Rabbi Dovid Bendory 

Rabbinic Director 

Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership 

(http://jpfo.org)  

Rabbi Bendory is an NRA Certified Firearms Instructor.  

 

 

June 3rd, 2011 

JPFO ALERT: JPFO'S RABBI BENDORY TO SPEAK AT 

MAJOR NJ SYNAGOGUE ...AND MORE! 

  

JPFO's Rabbinic Director, Rabbi Dovid Bendory, has been 

invited by a major synagogue in New Jersey to screen JPFO's 

"No Guns for Jews" and then answer questions after the film has 

been shown. 

The event will be on June 11, 2011 at 10 p.m. after the Jewish 

Sabbath has officially ended that day. 

Rabbi Stephen Pruzansky, the head rabbi of Bnai Yeshurun 

Synagogue, will introduce the program. 

Location: 641 West Englewood Avenue, Teaneck, New 

Jersey.  Phone: 201-836-8916 

Congregation Bnai Yeshurun is an Orthodox synagogue of 

approximately 800 member and affiliate families that just 

recently celebrated its 50th anniversary. 

And... on top of this good news, JPFO has just been informed 

that the film "No Guns for Jews" has won both a "Silver Telly 

Award" and a "Bronze Communicator Award"! So the Rabbi will 

be showing "an award winning film" at his presentation. Special 

thanks go out to all of your who financially supported the 

production of "No Guns for Jews" and are helping to fund its 

distribution to synagogues throughout America. 

   

HTML for this alert - 
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Armed and Jewish 

An interview with long time JPFO member Charles Heller of 

Arizona. 

Charles Heller is a self-defense civil rights activist in 

Arizona, and is state certified to teach the use of firearms and the 

laws of self defense for the CCW permit course. He is co-

founder, along with three others, of the Arizona Citizens Defense 

League, an organization which has twice in the last 6 years been 

recognized as the most successful grass roots civil rights (self-

defense) activism lobby in the United States. He is also a talk 

show host in Tucson with three programs, the free market ―Swap 

Shop,‖ ―Liberty Watch,‖ about government remaining servant, 

not master, and ―America Armed & Free,‖ about things with a 

muzzle or a blade. 

Charles is interviewed by JPFO‘s Kirby Ferris. 

 
KF: Charles, tell us something about your upbringing.  Where 

were you born and raised? 

CH: Chicago, North Side, in a somewhat Jewish 

neighborhood, West Rogers Park. I attended B‘nai Jacob Hebrew 

School, and graduated from Lane Tech High School there.  

KF: Chicago has a reputation as being something of a tough 

city. Was yours a rough neighborhood? Did you deal with bullies 

and school yard pecking orders? 

CH: Not so much. We had our share of theft, but fairly little 

violence. We did have a couple of school bullies that I had 

brushes with. But I didn‘t fight back. However, when the same 

bully who went after me tried to steal my pal Mike‘s lunch, Mike 

punched the kid real hard in the stomach. The bully always 

walked around Mike after that. After seeing this I changed my 

philosophy on the use of force.  

KF: Were you exposed to firearms in your youth?  

CH: I was shooting something or another from age six. When 

I was six I had a ―Man From U.N.C.L.E‖ gun that shot peas. 

Used to ride my bike with it and look for Cadillac hubcaps to 

―ping.‖ Today it would cause a Homeland Security Incident. 

In summer day camp, I Shot BB guns at various targets 

floating by in the Des Planes River. Killed a lot of tires and 

bottles. Deadly, I was. 

KF: Some parents these days would never think of allowing 

their children to handle ―images of violence‖. For example, toy 

guns are probably going to be illegal in Hawaii. How can you 

explain this radical cultural change? 

CH: Stupidity and ignorance. The gun was, and is, a 

necessary and proper part of our culture. It is one of the spokes in 

the wheel of the American Experience. Taking out one of those 

spokes, via editorial fiat, imbalances the wheel of our culture. 

KF: What was your first exposure to an actually ―goes bang,‖ 

firearm? 

CH: Also when I was six. My Dad took out his unassembled 

.45 he kept at Grandpa‘s house (we visited almost every Saturday 

for Shabbat). Dad assembled the 1911 Model, and showed me 

how to hold it. He told me not to point it at anything I did not 

want to shoot.  

Then he took it apart, pocketed the ammo, and told me that 

when I could demonstrate that I could put it together and take it 

apart again, I could shoot it. Over the next few years, he let me 

try the assembly more or less whenever I asked … if my grades 

and behavior were good, that is.  

Then, one Saturday, when I was ten, I did it! I then put it 

back, assembled, in its blue zipper bag, zipped it up, and said 

nothing. The next Saturday, I asked again. When he opened the 

bag, there was the assembled gun. He asked how that happened, 

and I just grinned. He asked me to show him how I‘d done it, so I 

did. Then he said, ―Okay, when do ya want to shoot it?‖ I told 

him for my birthday!  

So in late March, 1967, we went to Bell‘s Gun Shop, with its 

indoor range, on Manheim, near O‘Hare Field in Chicago. That 

1911 (actually made in 1911!) made music so sweet that I never 

lost the tune. 

Then, for my twelfth birthday I got an 1894 style Daisy BB gun, 

and installed a range for it in my Grandfather‘s basement. The 

target was an empty Danish cookie tin. I fired tens of thousands 
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of BB‘s at that tin. All that practice made me a decent marksman. 

(Not that a BB gun is that inherently accurate.) 

KF: Did other neighborhood kids have BB guns? Or was it 

politically incorrect, even back in those days? 

CH: It wasn‘t a matter of ―political correctness.‖ Nobody 

would have thought it remarkable then. It‘s just that no one had a 

place in the city to shoot one.  

KF: Your next exposure to firearms? 

CH: About my sixteenth birthday, I got into an Explorer 

Scouts Post that shot .22 rifles at the National Guard Armory on 

Foster and California in Chicago. I learned some better habits 

and rifle skills, there. 

KF: What made you decide to actually own a firearm? Was 

there a significant event in your life that was a ―tipping point‖ in 

the matter? What led you to make the decision to go from 

unarmed to armed? 

CH: Being willing to seriously defend myself developed in 

grade school, with the 2 bullies. That was the seed of the 

common sense idea of self defense. There‘s more than school 

yard bullies out there now. 

KF: Where did you buy your first firearm? 

CH: First one was at age 21, from JC Penney, when I moved 

to Phoenix, Arizona.  

KF: Hold on a second. You moved to Arizona from Chicago? 

That‘s a seriously big ―cultural‖ change, isn‘t it? What brought 

that on? 

CH: The right to keep and bear arms. Arizona embraces it. 

Illinois desecrates it. Why should I give the tin pan dictators in 

Illinois government one dollar of my money, if they don‘t respect 

my rights? 

KF: Twenty one years old and you‘re already pro Second 

Amendment? What brought that on? 

CH: Oh heck, I was libertarian oriented from about fifth 

grade. Judge for a Grandfather and a law enforcement guy for a 

Dad. Both very principled people, and I spent lots of time with 

both. I knew what certiorari was before I ever heard of the infield 

fly rule.  

KF: Okay. Now back to your first gun. 

CH: At Penney‘s I paid about $180 for a Ruger Super Red 

Hawk in .44 mag. Got some Hunter leather, a holster and belt, 

and wore it right out of the store. Boy, was I ―walking tall‖.  

KF: So you immediately exercised your ―open carry‖ right in 

Arizona, didn‘t you? 

CH: Yep. That‘s why I moved there. 

KF: Something tells me you didn‘t stop with the .44. Next 

guns? 

CH: I began my search for the perfect .22. I also picked up a 

12 gauge coach gun for about $80. Traded that for a Harrington 

and Richardson Model 949 in .22, with the brother of a girl I was 

dating. 

KF: Arizona truly is a ―gun culture‖ isn‘t it? 

CH: Yes! It has never stopped being one since territorial 

days. 

KF: After you got that first .44, what about learning to handle 

and shoot it safely? What did you do next? 

CH: Went shooting with my cousins, who taught me basic 

marksmanship, but not much about safety, such as ear plugs. I 

figured that one out for myself pretty quickly. A .44 is very loud. 

Of course we had always used muffs in Explorer Scouts. 

KF: To whom had you disclosed your ―Gun Owner‖ status at 

this point? 

CH: Heck, everyone. As you noted, we have lawful open 

carry in Arizona, so I wore it everywhere except bars and work. 

KF: How does the average Arizonan react to open carry? 

CH: They don‘t usually notice, as it‘s just not remarkable. 

Sometimes people ask you what model Glock it is. Friendly 

curiosity. No sense of worry or anything. 

KF: What was your initial reaction to that first Ruger in 

actual use? The noise, the kick, the potential lethality of the 

weapon? 

CH: I thought it was neat. It represented the four basic joys of 

shooting: noise, smoke, recoil, and muzzle flash! That Ruger 

Redhawk in .44 magnum is a serious handful. A lot of its 

velocity was up, not just back. However, the real recoil was from 

the price of that ammo, even in reloads.  

KF: After all these years, what is your single favorite gun? 

CH: Rifles are my tool of choice. I most enjoy my AR-10 in 

.308. The guns I have also enjoyed shooting the most are the 

Thompson sub-machine gun, and the Quigley Rifle (45-110 

Shiloh-Sharps. The ―buffalo‖ gun.)  

Today I carry an AR-15 in the rear vault (big steel box bolted 

into the back of my station wagon) in my car, and a Glock .40 cal 

on me. But can‘t say I really have a ―favorite‖. 

KF: Okay then, let me ask you the ―if you could only have 

one gun‖ question. 

CH: My Glock 23 with a threaded barrel for my suppressor, 

and a conversion kit for .22 with my second suppressor. 

KF: You have a silencer for your Glock? Aren‘t silencers 

illegal? 

CH: No! Of course not. You purchase a tax stamp for $200 

from the BATFE. It takes about 6 months for the paper work. 

Some states do ban them, but the majority do not. I use it for 

teaching the state certified concealed weapons class with the 

shooting portion in a one-lane shooting range in the basement of 

the gun shop in which it‘s held. It gets a little noisy in a 3‘ x 5‘ 

concrete tunnel without the silencer.  

KF: Did you eventually get a concealed carry permit?  

CH: Yes, in September, 1994. 

KF: Why did you even bother with concealed if you were so 

―outspoken‖ about open carry? 

CH: I did it to have to option when it became available in 

1994. ―Constitutional Carry,‖ only became the law in 2010. I 

carry at work, in radio sales. Open carry is not a legal problem, 

but sometimes meeting a person for the first time in sales might 

increase a prospect‘s reluctance to see me for the first time. Even 

in Arizona, the gun issue is becoming more polarized. 

KF: Tell me about what has recently been accomplished in 

Arizona regarding unlicensed concealed carry.  

CH: Licenses have never been required for open carry. That‘s 

tradition that has come down from the ―Old West‖ to today. 

However, I was part of the effort to make it unnecessary for 

licenses to be required for concealed carry. Now, after a terrific 

political victory, Arizona is one of only four states in which we 

have won back our freedom to carry, open or concealed, without 

a permit. Alaska, Wyoming, and Vermont are the other three.  

Some people call this ―Constitutional Carry‖. A carry permit 

is an infringement on the right to bear arms. That is simply, on its 

face, un-Constitutional. And Arizona legislators realized this. I 

salute them. 

I still have a concealed carry permit and intend to keep it. 

Doing so gives me reciprocity with 32 other states, and no wait 

to purchase from an FFL Dealer for a background check. I‘ve 
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already had all that done to get the permit in the first place.  

So last year, in Arizona, we won ―Constitutional Carry.‖ The 

moon and the stars aligned properly, it got through both houses 

and the governor signed it. I was very proud to be a part of that 

victorious effort.  

In truth, what constitutional carry was for us was more the 

relaxation of a dress code. If it‘s legal to carry a gun openly (or 

any other weapon) why should it be illegal to tuck your shirt over 

it? 

KF: Why did you choose to actually take your gun advocacy 

quite a few steps further and become a personal firearms 

instructor? 

CH: A number of reasons. It was a job I believed in, a place 

to take a stand to make civil rights arguments, a way to make 

money from something I enjoyed, and because of some of the 

dumb gun handling I‘d seen.  

KF: How does anyone, in his or her heart, come to the 

decision to take a human life to defend one‘s own life, or the life 

of an innocent? 

CH: I made that decision at eight or nine when talking to my 

Dad about his time in the military. He said that all life is 

precious, but if you are meeting an opponent in battle or a 

criminal who wants to hurt you or your family, he said ―shoot to 

kill and don‘t worry about it.‖ 

Of course today, as an instructor, I know better than to direct 

anyone to ―shoot to kill.‖ We shoot to ―stop the attack‖. 

―Shooting to kill,‖ is today defined as ―ratsach‖ (Hebrew for 

―murder‖). We shoot to stop the threat.  

KF: What do you say to people who tell you they could not 

kill anyone under any circumstances? 

CH: Either get a Nerf bat, so that your attacker will be 

laughing too hard to attack, or something that will stop someone 

without killing them. A Taser is not bad if it is legal where you 

live. I do not like pepper spray for outdoors, but if it is all you 

can legally do, do that. Do something. Carry a cane and learn 

―Cane-fu‖. You do not have to be a victim, unless you so choose.  

KF: When did you become aware that there was an 

organization called ―Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 

Ownership‖? 

CH: About 1991 or 92. I think I joined in about 94. 

KF: Why are Jews so anti-gun? They should be the most self 

defense focused ethnic group on Earth! 

CH: By a perversion of classical philosophy. By people 

misreading the original, ―ratsach,‖ to mean killing, instead of 

―murder‖ in the Sixth Commandment. 

Frankly, I think we either got lazy from having it too good in 

America, or by forgetting our roots. Do you think that the 

Macabees won through arbitration? 

We kicked touchas with swords, not Torah scrolls! There‘s a 

time to be cerebral (at which we excel) and there‘s a time to spit 

on your hands and pick up the modern version of the sword, a 

gun. 

There is also the ―last ditch‖, but heroic, mentality of the 

uprising in the Polish Ghetto in 1943. 9 Jews held off 1000 men 

of the SS for over a month with 9 guns. In the end, the Nazis 

could not face the threat of snipers and alley way attacks. The 

only way to overcome them was for the jackboots to burn down 

the ghetto. Why wait until it‘s at that point, be the threat crime or 

something worse? 

Be responsibly armed, trained, and mentally ready to use 

force righteously. History shows that before every genocide, the 

people were first disarmed. See - "Innocents Betrayed" and 

"Death by Gun Control"  

KF: What initiated your decision to become so politically 

active regarding gun rights? 

CH: I did so when I discovered the Chicago Scam. The scam 

is that it has always been legal to own a handgun there, as long as 

it was continuously registered since 1978. Buy a new gun and try 

to register that? ―Sorry, we don‘t accept those.‖ I voted with my 

feet in 1978. I left Illinois. 

Again, any government which does not respect my rights, 

does not get my tax money. That‘s why I moved when I was 21 

to Arizona, where free men and women carry guns if they so 

choose. 

KF: In closing, is there anything in particular you would like 

to say to your fellow Jews, and Americans in general? 

CH: Yes: Wake up! There is NO LAW which requires any 

part of government or law enforcement to protect you! Read 

―Dial 911 and Die,‖ by Richard Stevens from JFPO. For the 

morality aspect, read ―Self-Defense And The Torah,‖ by David 

Kopel, and also Rabbi Bendory of JPFO has his terrific ―Ten 

Commandments of Self Defense‖ on CD. 

I know that a lot of us are culturally biased towards 

professions which are not related to guns. Some of you just don‘t 

like them. I get it. NOW GET OVER IT! There‘s no law that 

says you have to own or carry a gun. But don‘t step on my 

unalienable right to do so! 

And, especially if you are a believing Jew, you have a 

direction from G-d, a moral duty, to protect yourself and your 

family, and those who cannot defend themselves. Do your moral 

duty! If you don‘t own one good rifle, one good pistol, one good 

shotgun, and at least one .22 with which to practice (less noise 

and cheaper ammo), and a good deal of ammo for all, you are not 

performing your civic duty as an honest and free American. 

KF: Thank you, Charles Heller from Arizona. May you never 

be forced to actually use what you have learned and teach.  

CH: Amen. You too.  

© Copyright Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 

Ownership. 

Original material on JPFO is copyright, and so it cannot be 

used or plagiarized as the work of another. JPFO does however 

encourage article reproduction and sharing, providing full 

attribution is given and a link back to the original page on JPFO 

is included. 

 

 

JPFO ALERT: WHAT MAKES RABBI BENDORY 

"VERY, VERY NERVOUS"? 

May 23rd, 2011 

 

JPFO's Rabbinic Director, Rabbi Dovid Bendory, at the New 

Jersey Second Amendment Society meeting, May 11, 2011. This 

is a portion of his speech - watch the video on the JPFO 

homepage http://jpfo.org/ currently, or on the dedicated page - 

http://jpfo.org/rabbi/rabbi-nervous.htm 

JPFO's Rabbinic Director, Rabbi Dovid Bendory, spoke at 

the New Jersey Second Amendment Society on May 11, 2011. 

The subject was dealing with many aspects of the Second 

Amendment but in this excerpt he talks specifically about the 

dangers of gun registration, and in particular how that relates to 

history. 
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Here's the bottom line when it comes to "reasonable gun 

control" arguments. 

   

HTML for this alert - 

http://jpfo.org/alerts2011/alert20110523.htm 

 

JPFO ALERT: REMEMBERING JOHN LEVERON 

 May 20, 2011 

JPFO is privileged to have many life members, and a lot of 

those work tirelessly in the background to help the site's mission 

to protect our rights. 

Not many days ago we learned of the passing of John 

Leveron, a man with great IT skills who has helped us with many 

very technical aspects, giving tirelessly of his time for almost no 

reward, simply to help expand our function and stability.  To 

honor his memory we have placed a short remembrance - 

http://jpfo.org/articles-assd02/john-leveron.htm 

So often it is the unseen heroes to whom we owe such a debt. 

HTML for this alert - 

http://jpfo.org/alerts2011/alert20110520.htm 

 

JPFO ALERT:  CAN WE PREVENT A SECOND CIVIL 

WAR? 

 April 27th, 2011 

This nation's Second Amendment freedoms have too long 

been burdened with the lethargic and tunnel vision behavior of 

the gun owners known as "Elmer Fudds", or, as Aaron Zelman 

used to call them "quackers". 

This is the "good ole' boy" type who simply doesn't care 

about gun registrations, permits, regulations, or even 

confiscations, as long as he can keep his deer rifle or shotgun and 

exercise his "sportin' rights".... read more - 

http://jpfo.org/kirby/kirby-2nd-civil-war.htm 

 HTML for this alert - 

http://jpfo.org/alerts2011/alert20110427.htm 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

~~~~~~ 

Can We Prevent a Second Civil War? 

By Kirby Ferris 

Copyright 2011, Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 

Ownership 

There are three issues that could presently trigger a Civil War 

in America:  

Illegal aliens. A government that refuses to protect our 

borders, the methodical structure of citizenship, and the rule of 

law, will only be tolerated for so long. America is reaching a 

tipping point on this issue.  

Abortion. Irreconcilable differences here. This may likely 

become as potent an issue as slavery was in the 1860s.  

The right to keep and bear arms - see "2A Today for The 

USA" 

No other significant present day problems could potentially 

result in the ―brother against brother‖ tragedy of a Second 

American Civil War.  

Sooner or later, the massive invasion of America by illegal 

aliens will be confronted, if not by the rule of law then by either 

armed police officers and soldiers … or armed citizens. There are 

twenty million or more illegal aliens entrenched in this nation 

now. How many tens of millions more will it take to reach a 

tipping point? At what point will law enforcement agencies 

and/or the military begin to do the job they were sworn to do? At 

what point will citizens themselves be forced, by government 

inactivity, to confront this invasion by force of arms?  

Will the liberal politicians actually allow this showdown? Is 

this actually the sort of crisis opportunism that Obama‘s Rahm 

Immanuel, and other leftist cultural Marxists, relish?  

As an American, and a gun owner, would you take to the 

street to confront this illegal alien invasion? Do you have a 

personal breaking point on this issue?  

I won‘t deal with abortion here, except to note that the anti-

abortion forces have the same moral intensity and personal 

commitment that was demonstrated by the slavery abolitionists 

of the nineteenth century. We saw where that led in America.  

However, there is a third possible cause of a Second 

American Civil War: infringement of the right to keep and bear 

arms.  

This nation‘s Second Amendment freedoms have too long 

been burdened with the lethargic, tunnel vision behavior of the 

gun owners known as ―Elmer Fudds‖, or, as Aaron Zelman used 

to call them ―quackers‖. This is the ―good ole‘ boy‖ type who 

simply doesn‘t care about gun registrations, permits, regulations, 

or even confiscations, as long as he can keep his deer rifle or 

shotgun and exercise his ―sportin‘ rights‖. This myopic fellow 

can be bought off for the price of a buck tag or duck license. 

Even Senator Chuck Schumer is a ―Fudd‖! ―I ain‘t gonna take 

your shotguns away, fellas!‖  

On the other side of the room from the Fudds is the ―Cold 

Dead Fingers‖ crowd. A lot of tough talk over in that camp. A lot 

of arm chair patriotism and rhetorical heat. A lot of ―let‗em try to 

take my guns!‖ chest puffing. But somewhere at the core of this 

quite large group of gun owners is a determined minority that 

does really mean it.  

I would assert that every single one of these very determined 

armed Americans has some idea, deep in his or her heart, as to 

what their personal ―line in the sand‖ actually is. When it comes 

to this amorphous, mostly low profile, group, the hammer is 

cocked. These folks are getting to be known as the ―Three 

Percenters‖. 

What the cultural Marxists, elitists, and authoritarians who 

advocate ―gun control‖ (read "Know Thine Enemy") don‘t seem 

to be able to grasp is the strange fact that a significant minority 

of human beings are willing to fight ferociously to preserve their 

freedoms. This irascible minority has yet to be awakened to 

action. But they‘re sleeping with one eye open.  

The attacks on the Second Amendment have, since 1934, 

been so gradual and incremental that the victim disarmament 

forces have prevailed to an amazing degree. They hear the loud 

complaints of gun owners, then make strategic ―compromises‖ 

with other compromisers, and then, sure as day, there‘s another 

gun regulation, permit process, limitation, restriction, tax burden, 

or license needed for each of us to exercise an unalienable right 

that, according to the American Bill of Rights, ―shall not be 

infringed‖.  

Makes me think of the laughs I got as a kid when, in the Bugs 

Bunny cartoons, Elmer Fudd‘s head turned into a big 

―SUCKER‖ when Bugs had tricked him once again. What also 

comes to mind is Charlie Brown and Lucy with her football, the 

football, that, to my knowledge, Charlie Brown was never able to 

kick. Only, unlike the comics, few of us are smiling about this. 

This could become deadly serious. Because the sneaking vermin 

cannot be allowed to win.  

http://jpfo.org/alerts2011/alert20110523.htm
http://jpfo.org/articles-assd02/john-leveron.htm
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http://jpfo.org/alerts2011/alert20110427.htm
http://jpfo.org/filegen-a-m/2a-today-download.htm
http://jpfo.org/filegen-a-m/2a-today-download.htm
http://sipseystreetirregulars.blogspot.com/
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What must be obvious to any truly concerned American gun 

owner is that we absolutely must take EVERY action afforded us 

to prevent a Second American Civil War. This means that gun 

owners must become far more personally involved. Gun owners 

have to really grow fangs and learn to ―snarl‖ in a societal and 

political sense. Wake up! You are the ―gun lobby‖ these 

insidious liars and manipulators complain about! Remind them of 

that in every lawful way that you can.  

Do you want to remain completely anonymous, but still help? 

A blank postal money order sent to GOA, SAF or JPFO works 

just fine, thanks.  

We have to learn how to warn these gun prohibitionists off 

with unrelenting determination. When we gain a political victory 

or legal victory like the Heller or McDonald cases, we must be 

willing to dig into our own pockets and financially support those 

who truly won those victories, so that they may drive forward 

and win another, and another, with relentless momentum.  

Political activism doesn‘t need to cost much at all, especially 

in this day and age of email and unlimited phone calling plans. If 

you can‘t afford to donate money to a Second Amendment 

organization, write the letters, send the emails, and make the 

phone calls in support of our gun rights. Talk to your gun owner 

friends and neighbors. Don‘t let them remain Fudds or Quackers!  

Or, when you hear ―They ain‘t gonna get my guns!‖, ask that 

person how he or she is going to stop them. Don‘t let this kind of 

chest puffing go unquestioned. Ask the arm chair warrior what 

he or she is doing now, today, to PREVENT that horror. If the 

question makes them uncomfortable it should! It won‘t be Chuck 

Norris, Sly Stallone or Arnold coming through with minor flesh 

wounds, friends. A Second American Civil War will not be 

played out on a Hollywood set. You won‘t be able to get up and 

leave the theater. 

We need to prevent that war before it happens. How can we 

best do so? By preserving our right to keep and bear arms. 

Contribute to JPFO today and help us to protect that right. So 

called ―gun control‖ must be completely destroyed. We must 

restore the pre-1934 state of affairs to America. Join JPFO today. 

 
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. 

See all of Kirby Ferris' articles. 

 

============================================

=============================== 

JPFO ALERT: FINDING OTHER JPFO PEOPLE 

 May 19,  2011 

Sometimes we get asked "Where is my nearest JPFO 

Chapter?", or "Where can I find local JPFO people?"  There are 

no Chapters and JPFO does not publish a member list for privacy 

reasons but, realizes a few people may wish to liaise with others 

in their area. 

To answer this we have been kindly given a small forum area 

of the GunLink.info site.  It is somewhat of an experiment but 

having had inquiries over time, it seems this could prove useful 

to help a few interested members and supporters.  Registration 

will be needed to participate and is very easily done. 

Please first read an introduction post - 

http://gunlink.info/forums/index.php?topic=45.0 - which 

explains the rules and approach.  It must be stressed, this is NOT 

a discussion forum - it is intended solely to help folks meet and 

coordinate regional pro 2A activities, and perhaps too help in 

promoting JPFO at gun shows and shooting clubs etc.  It will be 

moderated. 

The direct link is - 

http://gunlink.info/forums/index.php?board=23.0  

HTML for this alert - 

http://jpfo.org/alerts2011/alert20110519.htm 

 

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 

=======================

========= 
***News Links 

 
11-06-08 Police Investigate Attempted Robbery At Gun 

Store 

SOUTH FAYETTE TOWNSHIP (KDKA) — The search for 

a suspect continues this afternoon following an attempted 

robbery and shooting at a gun store in South Fayette. 

The incident happened around 10 a.m. at the Federal 

Firearms gun store in the 5000-block of Thoms Run Road. 

Officials say they believe a man walked into the store this 

morning and attempted to rob it 

According to authorities, someone working in the store was shot 

in the arm and chest during the incident. 

The employee was taken to Allegheny General Hospital. 

Officials say he was alert and is talking to detectives there. 

The suspect is described as a white male in his 50‘s, between 

five-feet-six-inches and five-feet-seven-inches tall and 150 to 

160 pounds. He reportedly has gray hair and a gray goatee and 

was wearing a cap. 

Authorities say they believe he got away in a tan ‗88 

Oldsmobile with square headlights. 

A number of police departments were called to the scene 

including Allegheny County police, South Fayette police and 

state police along with officials from the Bureau of Alcohol, 

Tobacco and Firearms. Police have also brought in K9 units as 

the search continues. 

http://pittsburgh.cbslocal.com/2011/...-at-gun-store/ 

 

11-06-08 Dept. of Education breaks down Stockton man's 

door 

STOCKTON, CA - Kenneth Wright does not have a criminal 

record and he had no reason to believe a S.W.A.T team would be 

breaking down his door at 6 a.m. on Tuesday.  

http://jpfo.org/kirby/filegen-a-m/member.htm
http://jpfo.org/kirby/kirby-archive.htm
http://gunlink.info/forums/index.php?topic=45.0
http://gunlink.info/forums/index.php?board=23.0
http://jpfo.org/alerts2011/alert20110519.htm
http://jpfo.org/filegen-a-m/freebies.htm
http://jpfo.org/filegen-a-m/movies.htm
http://shop.jpfo.org/
http://jpfo.org/pdf02/memb-form.pdf
http://shop.jpfo.org/cart.php?m=product_list&amp;c=4
http://jpfo.org/alerts.htm
http://pittsburgh.cbslocal.com/2011/06/08/police-investigate-attempted-robbery-at-gun-store/
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"I look out of my window and I see 15 police officers," 

Wright said. 

Wright came downstairs in his boxer shorts as a S.W.A.T 

team barged through his front door. Wright said an officer 

grabbed him by the neck and led him outside on his front lawn.  

"He had his knee on my back and I had no idea why they 

were there," Wright said.  

According to Wright, officers also woke his three young 

children ages 3, 7, and 11 and put them in a Stockton police 

patrol car with him. Officers then searched his house.  

As it turned out, the person law enforcement was looking for 

was not there - Wright's estranged wife.  

"They put me in handcuffs in that hot patrol car for six hours, 

traumatizing my kids," Wright said. 

Wright said he later went to the mayor and Stockton Police 

Department, but the City of Stockton had nothing to do with 

Wright's search warrant.  

The U.S. Department of Education issued the search and 

called in the S.W.A.T for his wife's defaulted student loans.  

"They busted down my door for this," Wright said. "It wasn't 

even me." 

According to the Department of Education's Office of the 

Inspector General, the case can't be discussed publicly until it is 

closed, but a spokesperson did confirm that the department did 

issue the search warrant at Wright's home.  

The Office of the Inspector General has a law enforcement 

branch of federal agents that carry out search warrants and 

investigations.  

Stockton Police Department said it was asked by federal 

agents to provide one officer and one patrol car just for a police 

presence when carrying out the search warrant.  

Stockton police did not participate in breaking Wright's door, 

handcuffing him, or searching his home.  

"All I want is an apology for me and my kids and for them to 

get me a new door," Wright said.  

http://www.news10.net/news/article/141072/2/Dept-of-

Education-breaks-down-Stockton-mans-

door%20t=Dept.%20of%20Education%20breaks%20down%20S

tockton%20man%27s%20door%20%7C%20news10.net 

 

11-06-07 Eyewitness to Miami Beach shooting alleges 

police misconduct 

CNN) -- An eyewitness to a fatal police shooting in Miami 

Beach last week claims police officers attempted to confiscate 

the video he filmed of the incident, and even crushed his phone 

underfoot in an attempt to destroy the recording. 

Narces Benoit says he just happened to be in the area driving 

with his girlfriend when police fatally shot an erratic driver early 

Memorial Day morning.  

He said after the disturbance started, he pulled over his truck, 

and started recording with his cell phone camera capturing the 

shooting. 

"When he noticed me recording, one of the officers jumped in 

the truck, put a pistol to my head," he said. "My phone was 

smashed - he stepped on it, handcuffed me." 

Juan Sanchez a detective with Miami Beach Police 

Department said he could not comment on how officers that 

night handled eyewitnesses who may have filmed the incident, 

because the matter could become the subject of an internal 

investigation or a civil lawsuit. 

But Sanchez added that after the shooting, the site was an 

active crime scene and the police were looking for additional 

suspects. 

Benoit's girlfriend, Ericka Davis, was also in the truck at the 

time. 

"They handled us like we were criminals," she said. "The 

officer came over to the driver's side, on my left, and just put the 

gun to my head." 

"They took everyone's phones and smashed them," she said. 

Benoit says the only reason he still has the footage is because 

it was saved on a tiny memory card, which he removed and hid 

from the officers, despite being told to hand over his video. 

"I took the chip out and put it in my mouth," he said, and kept 

it there the whole time he was interviewed by police at a nearby 

mobile command post. 

His video shows an officer on a bike approaching his truck 

and pointing a gun directly into the camera; giving an 

indecipherable command; and then backing away. 

Another officer orders them to stop filming and get out of the 

truck, and then the video ends. 

Benoit charged CNN a fee to license his video and air it in a 

news report. He has since given police a copy, he said, but is 

considering suing them over his treatment. 

Miami Beach police say they are still investigating the fatal 

shooting of the driver, that Benoit captured on tape. 

Police say at around 4 a.m. on Memorial Day, officers 

stopped Raymond Herisse in his car, but after an altercation, he 

sped off. 

Miami Beach Police Chief Carlos Noriega said that Herisse 

drove recklessly, striking other cars, "driving on sidewalks, and 

you name it." 

"One of the officers was struck," he told reporters. Luckily 

the officer was not seriously injured, he said, but the suspect 

posed a threat to the officers and the public, "as a situation 

involving deadly force." 

A video posted on YouTube, which CNN cannot 

independently confirm, shows a commotion on a wide boulevard, 

as an erratically driven car comes to a stop at an intersection. 

Bystanders scatter as officers surround the car, with guns drawn. 

Then gunfire breaks out. In Benoit's video, it looks like there are 

muzzle flashes from the pistols of as many as a dozen officers. 

Herisse was killed, and four bystanders were injured by 

gunfire, according to Noriega. 

Benoit and Davis criticized the police for the number of shots 

they fired, in the presence of numerous bystanders. 

"We could have been killed," said Davis. "They were 

shooting so long, you could hear their guns clicking on empty, 

but they kept pulling the trigger," she said. "I think that's 

excessive." 

Noriega said it was unclear whether the suspect shot at the 

officers, but police later recovered a gun from his car. 

http://www.cnn.com/2011/CRIME/06/07/florida.shooting.wit

ness/index.html?hpt=hp_p1&iref=NS1 

 

11-06-06 Time to target illegal firearms  

IT WAS in Austin, Texas, that I once visited a gun fair 

displaying sufficient weaponry to stage a medium-sized war 

and all for sale to those citizens claiming their constitutional 

right to bear arms.  

The fair epitomised the US gun culture and laws, laws 

frequently lampooned by commentators for their laxity, the all-

http://www.news10.net/news/article/141072/2/Dept-of-Education-breaks-down-Stockton-mans-door%20t=Dept.%20of%20Education%20breaks%20down%20Stockton%20man%27s%20door%20%7C%20news10.net
http://www.news10.net/news/article/141072/2/Dept-of-Education-breaks-down-Stockton-mans-door%20t=Dept.%20of%20Education%20breaks%20down%20Stockton%20man%27s%20door%20%7C%20news10.net
http://www.news10.net/news/article/141072/2/Dept-of-Education-breaks-down-Stockton-mans-door%20t=Dept.%20of%20Education%20breaks%20down%20Stockton%20man%27s%20door%20%7C%20news10.net
http://www.news10.net/news/article/141072/2/Dept-of-Education-breaks-down-Stockton-mans-door%20t=Dept.%20of%20Education%20breaks%20down%20Stockton%20man%27s%20door%20%7C%20news10.net
http://www.cnn.com/2011/CRIME/06/07/florida.shooting.witness/index.html?hpt=hp_p1&iref=NS1
http://www.cnn.com/2011/CRIME/06/07/florida.shooting.witness/index.html?hpt=hp_p1&iref=NS1
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too-frequent random, multiple shootings hailed as proof that 

liberal gun ownership endangers the lives it is designed to 

protect. 

Perhaps, but in Australia, where the Port Arthur killings 

caused then prime minister John Howard to introduce some of 

the world's toughest gun laws, a curious situation has arisen. 

That guns have been controlled is beyond dispute. 

In Queensland, weapons licensing is administered by the 

police and stringent conditions are attached to the issue of a 

licence. 

You are banned from owning a gun, for example, if you have 

been convicted or discharged from custody within five years of 

applying for a licence for an offence involving the misuse of 

drugs, the use or threatened use of violence, or possession of a 

weapon. 

You also have to be able to prove a genuine need to own a 

gun - such as taking part in recreational shooting, sports or target 

shooting, or primary production. 

The majority of people, then, would not be able to satisfy the 

criteria for gun ownership and are not able to walk into a sporting 

goods store, point to a shotgun and say: "I'll have that one." 

What the wave of gun-related crime that has swept through 

the Gold Coast in recent months has made plain, however, is that 

criminals have absolutely no trouble getting their hands on a 

firearm. 

We have some of the toughest gun ownership laws in the 

world but the only people they prevent from owning them are 

those who have no intention of using them to commit crimes. 

How hard is it to get a gun in Queensland? 

Let it be said that those convicted of gun-related offences are 

unlikely to be Rhodes scholars and that an IQ matching your 

shoe size would appear to be no impediment to gaining a gun. 

The gun laws, then, while a shining example of parliamentary 

legislation, have failed. 

What other conclusion can you draw when amateur criminals 

wander the Gold Coast with firearms? These are not criminal 

masterminds. 

They are so dumb that they risk a lengthy jail term and 

getting killed in a shoot-out with police for a few hundred dollars 

from a servo cash register and a carton of cigarettes - and they 

commit the offences in front of security cameras. 

They are, however, able to source weapons as easily as you 

or I might buy a new toaster. 

The tragic death of police officer Damian Leeding on the 

Gold Coast underlines the crisis. 

He was shot with a sawn-off shotgun, not one obtained, it 

would be reasonable to presume, in accordance with the 

provisions of the Queensland Weapons Act 1990. 

What is the source of these guns? 

Hundreds are stolen each year despite requirements that 

licensed holders store them securely. 

The rest, you would have to presume, are smuggled into the 

country. 

Some of these, paradoxically, could be courtesy of our very 

own Queensland Police Service which, in 2000, traded in 3674 

Smith & Wesson revolvers on the international secondhand gun 

market rather than destroy them. 

It did this to save about $1 million on supplying officers with 

8600 Glock semi-automatic pistols. 

Since then, Victoria and South Australia have struck deals to 

export about 10,000 used handguns. 

The Defence Export Control Office in Canberra, which 

regulates such shipments, says it does not impose conditions on 

the ultimate end use of the guns. 

Philip Alpers, a specialist in firearm injury prevention from 

the University of Sydney's School of Public Health, has said 

police departments in other countries, including the US, have a 

policy of destroying surplus weapons. 

The knee-jerk reaction, one of the most popular forms of 

political exercise in the country, is to thunder about the need for 

tougher gun laws, thus making it all the more difficult for non-

criminals to own a weapon. 

What no one is willing to confront is the glaring truth that the 

only way to cut gun-related crime is to crush the black market in 

weapons. 

The death of Damian Leeding guarantees there will be a 

massive crackdown on crime on the Gold Coast now it has 

become a political problem. 

Before it was, as Police Minister Neil Roberts so neatly 

described it, an "operational" matter. 

Now it's damaging the Bligh Government's ever-fading re-

election prospects; so the game plan has changed. 

But unless a determined effort is made by state and federal 

police to shut down the gun trade, people will continue to be 

shot. 

This is proof that our much-vaunted gun laws are little more 

than political window dress 

http://www.couriermail.com.au/news/opinion/ban-illegal-

firearms/story-e6frerdf-1226069792003 

 

11-06-06 Iowa Event lets patrons trade guns for gas 

WATERLOO, Iowa --- Drivers can get more bang for their 

buck by turning in unwanted firearms during a local gas station's 

Gas For Guns event Saturday. 

Jim Lind, who operates Jim Lind Shell on Ridgeway Ave., 

got the idea after reading about a similar promotion in a trade 

magazine. 

"I thought it was a good thing to do for our community, and 

everybody needs gas," Lind said. 

Here's how it works: Starting at 10 a.m. residents bring their 

weapons to the parking lot south of Waterloo Fire Station No. 1 

at the corner of Mulberry and East Third streets. 

Officers with the Waterloo Police Department will take the 

gun and check it over. Functioning handguns are good for a $150 

gift card to Jim Lind Shell. A functioning rifle or shotgun nets a 

$100 card. 

Muzzle loaders, air guns and ammunition will also be 

accepted, but without the gift card trade. 

All exchanges are on a "no questions asked" basis. 

Lind put up $5,000 for the event, and the deal runs until 2 

p.m. or until the gift cards run out. 

Lind envisions the project taking unwanted firearms that are 

part of estates before they fall into the wrong hands. 

"We're hoping people who found a gun, aren't familiar with 

guns --- don't want it --- are going to bring them in," said Sgt. 

Rob Camarata with the Waterloo Police Department. 

For safety reasons, police ask residents who drive in to have 

weapons in a trunk or, in the case of pickups, sealed in a 

container. They should open the trunk in an officer's presence 

and allow the officer to remove the gun and ammunition. 

People arriving on foot should bring guns in sealed 

containers. 

http://www.couriermail.com.au/news/opinion/ban-illegal-firearms/story-e6frerdf-1226069792003
http://www.couriermail.com.au/news/opinion/ban-illegal-firearms/story-e6frerdf-1226069792003
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In 2001, the Waterloo Police Department took part in a gun 

buyback sponsored by a U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development grant. Waterloo police had $5,000 for the program 

and offered $50 per weapon. It ran out of money after about half 

an hour and netted 100 guns. 

http://wcfcourier.com/news/local/article_7593e0f1-2539-

5d17-8abf-5e1997a1c7d7.html 

 

11-06-05 NYPD Collects Hundreds Of Guns, Including 

This Uzi, At Bronx Gun Buyback 

Yesterday, the NYPD held a gun buyback at three locations 

in the Bronx, offering $200 (for handguns) or $20 (for rifles and 

shotguns) bank cards in exchange for weapons, and collected 

hundreds of guns. Including an Uzi submachine gun. 

The Post has a field day with that tidbit, with the headline, 

"Uzi does it at a Bx. gun buyback," and an article that begins, "A 

gun owner said goodbye to his little friend. An example of Tony 

Montana's weapon of choice was taken off the streets yesterday 

when the owner of an Uzi machine gun exchanged it for $200 at 

a Bronx gun buyback, a source said." Bronx Borough President 

Ruben Diaz Jr. offered a positive quote, "Any day that you get an 

Uzi off the streets of The Bronx is a good day." 

A retired MTA conductor who turned in a handgun explained 

to the Daily News he had it from when he took it from a gun-

toting man on the subway 35 years ago and then put it in his 

closet, "God knows I don't need the money; I just need to get rid 

of the handgun...We're away from home a lot, and you never 

know if somebody is going to come and break into your house 

[and steal it]. I'm too old to deal with guns." 

http://gothamist.com/2011/06/05/nypd_collects_hundreds_of

_guns_incl.php 

 

11-06-05  Hundreds of guns turned over to NYPD during 

gun buyback drive in Bronx 

Hundreds of firearms were turned over to the NYPD during a 

gun buyback drive held Saturday in churches throughout the 

Bronx. 

The police program allows gun owners to confidentially turn 

over their weapons for $200 each - no questions asked. 

"God knows I don't need the money; I just need to get rid of 

the handgun," said Richard Yarrell, 68, a retired MTA conductor 

who disarmed a gun-toting man on the subway 35 years ago and 

stashed the weapon in his closet. 

"We're away from home a lot, and you never know if 

somebody is going to come and break into your house [and steal 

it]," said Yarrell, who lives in Co-Op City. "I'm too old to deal 

with guns." 

The firearms - as well as rifles and BB guns - were turned in 

at three Bronx churches. No one who hands over a gun is subject 

to arrest, law enforcement officials stressed. 

"Each year we do it, it's more believable to the public," said 

Rocco Galasso, from the Bronx district attorney's office. "It helps 

us take these guns off the streets." 

The NYPD has held gun buyback drives in every borough 

since 2008, and netted 6,185 guns before yesterday's Bronx 

program. 

 

11-06-05  America safer today than it has been for past 40 

years 

Violent crime has fallen to its lowest level in 40 years. 

America is a safer place. According to The New York Times, 

―the odds of being murdered or robbed [in the United States] are 

now less than half of what they were in the early 1990s.‖ 

The FBI‘s Preliminary Annual Uniform Crime Report for 

2010 is based on data collected from more than 13,000 law-

enforcement agencies nationwide. The report found a significant 

5.5 percent decline in violent crime. 

The continued decline in crime seems to fly in the face of 

accepted theories of criminality. Many legal observers suggested 

that the recession and high unemployment would usher in higher 

crime rates — that did not happen. Some suggested that lowering 

the incarceration rate (in 2010 the number of people in prison fell 

for the first time in 38 years) would impact crime — it did not. 

Some said that police lay-offs and law enforcement cut backs 

would increase crime rates — it has not. 

There is one constant, the fear of crime and the lengths that 

citizens will go to avoid being victimized. According to Gallup, 

nearly 4 in 10 Americans say they are afraid to walk alone at 

night within a mile of their home.  

Fear persists 

The number of Americans afraid to venture out alone at night 

is lower today than when crime rates were soaring in the 1990s. 

However, fear has not decreased as sharply as the drop in violent 

crime. In fact, while violent crime is at a record low, the 

percentage afraid to walk alone at night has crept up; suggesting 

the fear of crime is not always dictated by reality.  

Ironically, the unrealistic fear of crime has had an enormous 

impact on crime. Experts may not say it and the average 

American may not admit it, but decreasing crime rates have 

come at a precious cost — the sacrifice of personal liberty. John 

Q. Wilson, a renowned criminologist at Boston College recently 

wrote in The Wall Street Journal, ―Another possible reason for 

reduced crime is that potential victims may have become better at 

protecting themselves by equipping their homes with burglar 

alarms, putting extra locks on their cars and moving into safer 

buildings or even safer neighborhoods.‖  

Homes and businesses across the country have taken 

measures to become more secure. What was once considered 

extreme is now common place — security systems, spot lights, 

motion detectors, metal gates over front doors, video 

surveillance, car alarms, mace, pepper spray, stun guns, hand 

guns, personal self-defense training, even architectural design 

with crime prevention in mind.  

Window shopping 

Driving around rather than through some neighborhoods, 

avoiding a dimly lit parking lot or spacious parking garage may 

be accepted as prudent. But it has nonetheless altered the 

freedom to live and travel as one chooses. A stroll through the 

park, window shopping or a trip to the ball park involve not only 

the thought of being entertained but also being safe. 

Subconsciously most Americans use a mental ―safety‖ check list 

everyday to keep themselves out of harm‘s way.  

Most citizens are not even aware that some fundamental 

constitutional rights have begun to erode in the name of crime 

fighting. The Supreme Court of the United States has chiseled 

away at the Sixth Amendment guarantee of ―effective‖ counsel. 

The High Court recently ruled that a suspect‘s request for an 

attorney does not go on indefinitely and that a police officer does 

not need to use specific language to inform a suspect of his 

Miranda rights. In 2009, the court restricted the use of the 

exclusionary rule as a remedy for state conduct violating the 

Fourth Amendment. Last month, it narrowed the Fourth 

http://wcfcourier.com/news/local/article_7593e0f1-2539-5d17-8abf-5e1997a1c7d7.html
http://wcfcourier.com/news/local/article_7593e0f1-2539-5d17-8abf-5e1997a1c7d7.html
http://gothamist.com/2011/06/05/nypd_collects_hundreds_of_guns_incl.php
http://gothamist.com/2011/06/05/nypd_collects_hundreds_of_guns_incl.php
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Amendment‘s protection against unreasonable searches and 

seizures — making it easier for police to barge into a home 

without a warrant. 

Way of life 

Americans have slowly reinvented their way of life to protect 

themselves from the threat of violence and that evolution may be 

driving down crime rates in the process. More research is 

warranted, but it appears that the key to falling crime rates is not 

so much a matter of what we do, but rather what we don‘t do.  

Matthew T. Mangino is the former district attorney of 

Lawrence County. He is a featured columnist for the 

Pennsylvania Law Weekly. Visit his blog at 

www.mattmangino.com. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/ny_local/2011/06/05/2011-06-

05_great_guns_hundreds_of_weapons_turned_in.html 
 

11-06-05  We can’t ignore source of weapons 

Figuring out complicated problems with only a few bits of 

information maddens some people. 

My baldhead may need to be examined because while others 

cringed at those long mathematics word problems, I viewed them 

as a fun challenge. 

Once upon a time I even enjoyed reading mystery novels to 

see if I could figure out the crime before the author let me in on 

the secret. 

If only the problems facing our community were as easy as a 

math test problem or a Sherlock Holmes tale to solve. 

Instead, some of the problems facing our area are far more 

complicated and far more frightening than anything Sherlock 

Holmes‘ creator Sir Arthur Conan Doyle could imagine. 

The headlines from our community provide clues to some of 

the problems. 

In the last six or eight months we‘ve seen some pretty awful 

things happen in our community. 

Shootings, thefts and even arson, apparently committed by 

minors, have been more commonplace lately 

Most recently a teenager‘s body is found — apparently 

executed by multiple gunshots — dumped at the Natchez City 

Cemetery. 

Natchez Police investigators quickly identified and arrested 

three suspects. Obviously, we do not know all the evidence yet 

and the young men are innocent in our system until proven 

guilty. 

But one bit of information the police did release is troubling. 

Detectives confiscated six firearms as part of the process. None 

of the suspects are over 21 years old, meaning that none of them 

can legally purchase a handgun. 

If the handguns were theirs the question is: How did they get 

the guns? 

Were they stolen? 

Did an adult give them to the youths? 

Our nation has lax firearms laws — which is mostly a good 

thing. The Second Amendment is important. 

However, the laws we have need to be enforced. Our nation 

prohibits people under age 21 from purchasing or owning a 

handgun for a good reason. As a group, people under 21 lack the 

maturity to make wise, safe decisions with handguns. 

Although some adults also make dumb decisions when 

holding a deadly firearm, the thinking is the likelihood of that is 

lessened with age. 

Arresting and prosecuting people who commit crimes is the 

first solution to the problem of crime. 

But another problem, and one that our community seems to 

struggle with resolving, is preventing the illegal gun possession 

in the first place. 

When the initial crime is solved, the judicial systems should 

push to get to the bottom of how the guns fell into the hands of 

youth in the first place. 

If we, as a society, continue to simply ignore the source of 

these problems, we‘re partially to blame if the violence 

continues. 

It‘s not unlike the type of battle drug interdiction specialists 

have waged for years. Rather than just arresting the drug users, 

the source of the drugs is their ultimate goal. The same principle 

should go for gun crimes committed by underage people, too. 

http://www.natchezdemocrat.com/2011/06/05/we-

can%E2%80%99t-ignore-source-of-weapons/ 

 

11-06-05  Congress Rep. Issa - Gunwalker 'not a rogue 

operation' 

"Darrell Issa, in an exclusive interview with FOX News 

today, promised more subpoenas in short order," Mike 

Vanderboegh is reporting today on the Sipsey Street Irregulars 

blog. 

The first hearing will focus on the victims of the murderous 

Gunwalker policy. He said that the Gunwalker scandal came 

from the "highest levels" of the administration. 

Vanderboegh foresaw today's outcome on May 27 based on a 

tip that he "spent the morning verifying." 

While the story does not appear on the Fox News website at 

the time of this writing, John Richardson of the No Lawyers-

Only Guns and Money blog found the Issa interview via the 

Media Research Center.  Richardson summarizes that there will 

be a series of hearings to determine how high up in the 

administration the scandal will reach, noting Issa claimed "This 

was not a rogue operation" and that per the agents, orders came 

from above. 

http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/issa-gunwalker-

no-rogue-operation 

 

11-06-04 Guest view: Stamp of disapproval 

Proposed law for gunmakers misses target 

When I travel throughout Upstate New York, I routinely visit 

businesses — some of which had been founded near the dawn of 

the Industrial Revolution. 

In Herkimer County, Remington Arms is one of those 

institutions. Remington is the nation‘s oldest gunmaker and has 

manufactured its product in Ilion for nearly 200 years. It is the 

largest U.S. manufacturer of shotguns and rifles — the only 

American company to produce both firearms and ammunition 

domestically. 

But legislators in Albany are considering a new law that 

could jeopardize jobs at Remington‘s plant and increase costs on 

consumers. 

Each year, it is more difficult for businesses in New York 

state to survive: growing taxes, increased regulations, high 

energy costs, and the list goes on. Look around your cities, towns 

and villages and think about the industry that once thrived here. 

Over-legislating has given many a business good reason to 

relocate elsewhere. That means fewer jobs for our residents, and 

it eliminates the positive economic impact good companies have 

on our communities. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/ny_local/2011/06/05/2011-06-05_great_guns_hundreds_of_weapons_turned_in.html
http://www.nydailynews.com/ny_local/2011/06/05/2011-06-05_great_guns_hundreds_of_weapons_turned_in.html
http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/issa-gunwalker-no-rogue-operation
http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/issa-gunwalker-no-rogue-operation
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That would be the case if the state Legislature passes a law to 

implement ―microstamping‖ in New York. 

Microstamping is a patented, sole-source concept that would 

micro-laser engrave the firearm‘s make, model and serial number 

on the tip of a gun‘s firing pin. In theory, that information would 

then be imprinted on to the discharged cartridge casing when the 

gun was fired. Proponents of the law say it would help law 

enforcement solve gun crimes. 

But there are many flaws with this idea. Among them: 

* The concept is unproven.  

Research, including a study by the National Academy of 

Sciences, shows that microstamping doesn‘t function reliably. 

The shallow markings on tip of the firing pin could be easily 

removed in mere seconds with an object as simple as a nail file. 

And, criminals could easily and quickly remove the marked 

firing pins inside the gun with widely available unmarked spare 

parts. 

Studies have concluded that states should not mandate 

microstamping for implementation because the concept has not 

been perfected to the point that it is dependable, and at times the 

microstamped characters were not clear enough to be read. 

* It causes increased costs and burdens on manufacturers 

and consumers.  

Companies such as Remington Arms would need to invest 

considerable funds toward implementing a questionable patented 

sole-source ―technology‖ that experts have demonstrated will not 

reliably produce results that would aid law enforcement. In fact, 

forensic firearms examiners who work with ballistics evidence 

recovered at crime scenes have expressed concern that 

microstamping could interfere with their ability to successfully 

examine ballistic evidence. The professional association of 

firearms examiners has called for further study of 

microstamping. 

The costs associated with this are an unnecessary burden to 

put on manufacturers, law-abiding gun owners, and taxpayers. 

The complexities involved and the costs associated with 

microstamping, according to the National Shooting Sports 

Foundation, could easily exceed $200 per firearm. Hunters, 

sportsmen, pistol license holders could all expect to pay perhaps 

at least $200 more for a firearm. 

* Lawful gun owners, not criminals, will be affected.  

Criminals are not purchasing guns legally in New York state 

because they can‘t. New York has some of the most stringent 

laws on the books in relation to purchasing firearms and 

obtaining permits. Most firearms misused by criminals in New 

York are stolen or obtained illegally on the black market. 

But it is not only manufacturers and law abiding gun owners 

who would shoulder increased costs if Albany mandates 

microstamping, taxpayers in our state will also be forced to pay 

for increased cost to for the state‘s crime labs to purchase 

expensive scanning electron microscopes required to attempt to 

read the faint and oftentimes illegible markings, as well as 

specialized bar and gear code readers to read the contemplated 

secondary microstamped markings. Interestingly, the patents for 

the bar and gear codes are held by the same company that holds 

the microstamping patents. Given New York‘s current budget 

crisis, taxpayers can ill-afford to purchase an unproven and 

unreliable technology. 

* This legislation will be particularly punitive to New York, 

especially Upstate New York.  

While the goal to reduce gun crime is admirable, our monies 

would be better spent on traditional crime fighting and crime-

solving efforts. 

I support gun owners‘ rights and those of manufacturers, like 

Remington Arms. We shouldn‘t pass laws that would completely 

redesign the manufacturing process in New York state — unless 

we want to see manufacturers shutter their plants and their 

employees in unemployment lines. 

Criminals who purchase guns on the street won‘t be deterred 

by this legislative effort. But it will hurt gun manufacturers, law 

abiding gun owners, and the taxpayer. 

Let‘s not push more industry out of New York based on 

flawed technology. We can‘t afford it. 

Rep. Richard Hanna, R-Barneveld, represents the 24th U.S. 

Congressional District. 

http://www.uticaod.com/guest/x907622491/Guest-view-

Stamp-of-disapproval 

 

11-06-02 Soldier home on leave thwarts Fla. bank robbery  

Army staff sergeant says he sprang into action when his two 

young sons were threatened  

SARASOTA, Fla. — An Army staff sergeant home on leave 

in southwest Florida chased down a suspected bank robber and 

held him until authorities arrived.  

Eddie Peoples was at a Bank of America branch in Sarasota 

with his two young sons Tuesday when a man walked in with a 

handgun and demanded cash from the tellers, officials said.  

Peoples told the Sarasota Herald-Tribune he sprang into 

action after the man, identified as 34-year-old Matthew Rogers, 

threatened his sons.  

"The only thing that went through my mind was, 'Don't let 

them get hurt,'" Peoples told the paper.  

Rogers went to each of the four bank tellers at the branch and 

instructed them to put money in a recycled grocery bag, and told 

them to leave out dye packs or any other trackers, according to 

the Herald-Tribune.  

He waved his gun toward Peoples, who is black, and warned 

that "the big black guy" shouldn't try to stop him. Before fleeing 

the bank, he pointed the gun at Peoples' kids, Ikaika and Kioni. 

"The kid will get it" if anyone messed with him, Rogers said, 

according to the Herald-Tribune.  

"I could not let that pass," Peoples said.  

As the robber tried to make his getaway, Peoples left his sons 

inside the bank and ran to his rented van, which he used to block 

Rogers' car in the parking lot. Rogers drove his Honda into the 

van, trying to bust through it. When that didn't work, he got out 

and pointed his gun at Peoples, who twisted the man's arm, 

stripped away the gun and slammed him to the ground.  

Army Staff Sgt. Eddie Peoples, smiles at his son, Ikaika 

Peoples, 6, after receiving recognition for his actions.  

"I've been through five deployments. I've fought the Muqtada 

militia, everybody you can think of, so weapons getting pointed 

at me, it doesn't really bother me anymore," Peoples told FOX 

News in Tampa Bay. "I took the weapon away from him and put 

him on the ground and the rest was history."  

Sarasota Sheriff's deputies arrived and arrested Rogers, who 

is charged with armed robbery. The gun turned out to be a 

realistic toy.  

"Every time I get deployed, I always tell my children I'm 

going to fight the bad men. When I walked back in the bank, my 

http://www.uticaod.com/guest/x907622491/Guest-view-Stamp-of-disapproval
http://www.uticaod.com/guest/x907622491/Guest-view-Stamp-of-disapproval
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oldest boy said 'Did you get the bad men?' and I said 'Yep, I got 

the bad men' and everyone applauded," Peoples told FOX.  

'Piece of cake,' soldier says  

The sergeant is home on leave because his father-in-law is ill, 

reported the Herald-Tribune. He will return to work later this 

month.  

Compared to being in a war zone in the Middle East, 

thwarting the bank robber was "a piece of cake," Peoples said. 

Sarasota County Sheriff Tom Knight presented Peoples with 

a certificate of recognition at a press conference on Wednesday. 

"For Staff Sgt. Peoples to not only be on leave, hopefully 

relaxing, but with his two young children — to still take action to 

protect everyone in that bank is commendable," said Sarasota 

County Sheriff's office spokesperson Wendy Rose.  

She said that while the sheriff "certainly does not recommend 

the average citizen spring into action like [Peoples] did, it was 

clear that he had this situation under control." 

Sheriff Knight was so impressed with Peoples, he offered him 

a job.  

"The sheriff asked him what his future plans were, and said 

please contact us when you're exploring coming back to this 

area," Rose told msnbc.com. 

County commissioners as well as other staff members from 

the sheriff's office, mostly former military members themselves, 

came to the press conference to express their gratitude to 

Peoples, Rose said 

http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/43249972/ns/us_news-

crime_and_courts/?GT1=43001# 

 

11-06-02 National organization fumbles ball in 2nd 

Amendment battle 

The people of New Hampshire did not get a constitutional 

carry (no permit required) bill passed this year, and a state grass-

roots group called Pro-Gun New Hampshire is putting the blame 

for this on the local National Rifle Association legislative liaison 

and the state affiliate group who they say effectively killed the 

bill as it was poised for passage.  

The core of the allegation is that the NRA liaison did not 

participate in the process as the legislation (H.B. 330) was being 

developed and moved through the committee process in the New 

Hampshire House – including several public hearings – but then 

in the eleventh hour submitted an all-encompassing, replacement 

amendment that included what some see as anti-rights 

provisions.  

The House Criminal Justice & Public Safety Committee rejected 

the NRA amendment, suggesting that it should be offered as a 

stand-alone bill in the next session, and the full House 

overwhelmingly passed H.B. 330, sending it on to the Senate. In 

the Senate, the NRA liaison again offered the replacement 

amendment and made a deal with a friendly senator to slip it in 

through a side door. This immediately caused confusion and 

conflict among the pro-rights senators and the opposition was 

quick to exploit this. In short order the original bill and the 

amendment were tabled and dead for this session – until the gun-

rights guys can find a bill they can agree on.  

This whole debacle lands squarely on the shoulders of a 

fellow named John Hohenwarter, the NRA legislative liaison for 

New Hampshire.  

When outraged grass-roots leaders in New Hampshire began 

loudly complaining about Hohenwarter's actions, NRA put out a 

statement claiming that the NRA bashers were making 

misleading statements and misconstruing the facts.  

That statement was answered in an open letter to NRA from 

gun rights-advocate and Chairman of the New Hampshire House 

Criminal Justice & Public Safety Committee Elaine Swinford, 

who lambasted the NRA statement as patently false and 

misleading. She cut NRA headquarters a huge amount of slack 

by suggesting that they were being duped and mislead by 

Hohenwarter and then laid out the facts of the case as described 

above.  

This is not a case of reasonable people disagreeing about 

policy or practice. This is a case of respected political leaders and 

activists being called liars by an NRA employee, whom these 

same leaders say singlehandedly scuttled their carefully crafted 

rights legislation. There can be no middle ground in a situation 

like this. If New Hampshire is ever to get its activists working 

together on needed reform legislation, some serious changes 

must be made. Hopefully that will happen before the next 

legislative session 

The situation in New Hampshire is unfortunately not unusual. 

There is a long history of such damaging conflicts between state 

grass-roots groups and the NRA representatives sent into their 

states.  

Perhaps this history, and a desire to stop repeating it, is 

behind some recent rearranging within the NRA's Institute for 

Legislative Action (their lobbying division), which included the 

reassignment of both the director of Federal Affairs and the 

director of State & Local Affairs.  

Randy Kozuch, long-time head of NRA-ILA State & Local, 

moved to new duties with the NRA Foundation – the 

education/charity wing of NRA. To fill the vacancy, State & 

Local was taken over by Chuck Cunningham, who has been 

heading up Federal Affairs for the past several years. Former 

NRA-ILA Executive Director James J. Baker was then installed 

as Director of Federal Affairs.  

Baker has been pulling down a couple of hundred thousand 

dollars a year as a consultant for NRA-ILA for the past several 

years, but that has probably at least doubled with his return to the 

official family. Chris Cox remains at the top of the ILA food 

chain as executive director – overseeing all ILA operations for 

about three quarters of a million dollars per year (roughly half 

what his boss, Wayne LaPierre, takes home).  

Don't expect to see much change in philosophy or 

effectiveness on the Federal Affairs front, as this area is actually 

dominated by Cox and LaPierre with the director of Federal 

Affairs being more of a high-level functionary than a 

policymaker.  

State & Local could be a different story. Cunningham is 

much more politically conservative than Kozuch and has a very 

different management style. He got his start with NRA as a state 

legislative liaison, so he is well aware of the challenges of the 

job; but whether he will effectively push his liaisons and state 

affiliates in the right direction is yet to be seen.  

Cunningham has had his own difficulties working with 

groups beyond NRA, or with ideas that originate from outside 

the organization. The situation in New Hampshire, along with 

similar problems in Oklahoma and an even trickier situation in 

Texas, will really put him through a trial by fire. Here's hoping 

that he is up to the challenge and we will see a more cooperative 

NRA working together with grass-roots groups around the 

country rather than more turf wars and lost opportunities.  

http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/43249972/ns/us_news-crime_and_courts/?GT1=43001
http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/43249972/ns/us_news-crime_and_courts/?GT1=43001
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One thing that is important for everyone concerned about 

Second Amendment rights to understand is that it's a bad idea to 

ever put all our eggs in one basket – especially a basket that has 

proven to be as unreliable as the NRA. We must always be 

vigilant and personally involved to keep the politicians – and the 

NRA – in line and on point.  

Participation by knowledgeable grass-roots activists in a 

strong and principled local rights organization is critical. Strong 

local activism always trumps outside interference and, if it's 

strong enough, it can also force cooperation that might not 

otherwise be possible.  

The best legislation at the state and local level almost always 

originates, and is driven by, committed local activists. Are you 

one of them? 

http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=30

5561 

 

11-06-02 Seized .50 cal. rifle, Mexican chopper downing 

linked to Gunrunner? 
The downing of a Mexican military helicopter and a shoot-out in 

the Mexican state of Jalisco that left 11 people dead and dozens 

of weapons seized could be linked to the controversial Project 

Gunrunner and Operation Fast and Furious, according to 

congressional sources who spoke to this column late yesterday 

on condition of anonymity. 

    One source said the weapons seizure is ―causing a panic‖ 

at the headquarters of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms 

and Explosives. That appears to be confirmed by an entry on 

CleanUpATF.org, a website that has been discussing the 

Gunrunner/Fast and Furious case for the past five months. 

   Independent blogger Mike Vanderboegh also discusses this 

new development this morning. He, along with National Gun 

Rights Examiner David Codrea, originally uncovered the 

Gunrunner controversy in January. 

   The Jalisco gun battle resulted in the slayings of 11 

members of the La Familia drug cartel last week. Thirty-six more 

people were reportedly arrested. More than 80 rifles and 

handguns were seized along with an estimated 20,000 rounds of 

ammunition. Two officers aboard the downed military helicopter 

were wounded, according to published reports. 

Along with the 36 La Familia members, police seized over 70 

rifles, 20,000 weapon cartridges, three grenades and 14 handguns 

in an air and land raid that left two officers injured.—CBS News  

   The problem, sources say, is that Mexican authorities have 

not yet provided any trace data on the seized guns. At least one 

of the firearms is reportedly a .50-caliber rifle. One source 

observed in frustration, ―Who knows if we can get trace data to 

trace (the rifle) back?‖ 

   Sources say Mexican authorities have been reluctant to talk 

about the case with U.S. authorities, apparently because of the 

helicopter downing. Mexican authorities have been insisting that 

the helicopter was not downed by gunfire, but came down 

because of mechanical problems.  

   But the possibility that these guns are linked to Fast and 

Furious is apparently causing concerns at ATF headquarters, 

where both former Phoenix, AZ Special Agent in Charge 

William Newell and Assistant Special Agent in Charge George 

Gillett – the latter who has been cooperating with the Gunrunner 

investigations and has retained legal counsel – have been 

reassigned. The Phoenix field office has gone through a major 

shuffle with new personnel taking charge, as this column 

reported. 

   The shoot-out is also being discussed on the 

CleanUpATF.org website, where a poster using the identity 

―Simple Man‖ has sent an open letter to Congressman Darrell 

Issa and Senator Charles Grassley, urging them to probe deeply 

into the Gunrunner/Fast and Furious case and hold ATF officials 

accountable. Here is part of what ―Simple Man‖ said: 

―Our management needs to learn a lesson on government 

service and examples need to be made… If they are allowed to 

survive this with a hand-slap or a stern lecture then the message 

will be sent that you can create a catastrophe like Gunrunner and 

come out the other end of it OK… 

―ATF needs to be made an example of and those named must be 

dealt with swiftly and severely. The field workers are resiliant 

(sic) and we will come back to work for American if you are able 

to cut out our cancers. You have been lied to, stonewalled and 

victimized yourselves by coverup.—―Simple Man‖ 

@CleanUpATF.org 

   Sources say Congressman Darrell Issa‘s House Committee 

on Oversight and Government Reform will likely hold a hearing 

on the Gunrunner controversy in mid-June, but that the list of 

invited witnesses has not yet been finalized. 

   Meanwhile, debate is still raging about the origin of most 

firearms being recovered in Mexico. Bloomberg News has once 

again reported that 85 percent of the guns seized over the past 

five years by Mexican authorities originated in the United States. 

However, rebutting that claim is a report on the Mexidata.info 

website explaining in detail where that figure comes from and 

why it is bogus. 

   Here‘s the Bloomberg perspective: 

Authorities have seized more than 100,000 weapons in the 

past four years, 85 percent of which came from the U.S., 

(Mexican President Filipe) Calderon said during an interview 

earlier at Bloomberg‘s headquarters in New York. Sixty percent 

of the guns seized were assault weapons, including AR-15 and 

AK-47 rifles, he added.—Bloomberg News 

   Here is the Mexidata text that refutes the 85 percent claim: 

Whence the famous 90% figure?  From 2007 to 2008 

Mexican authorities confiscated 29,000 guns.  Of that total, 

11,000 guns were sent to the U.S. in hopes that they could be 

traced, but only 6,000 of them could be traced.  Of those 6,000 

traceable weapons, 90% could be traced to the U.S.  This 90% 

figure was transformed to the charge that 90% of the cartel 

weapons are from the U.S., and was used to attack American gun 

dealers.—Allan Wall, Mexidata.info 

http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-seattle/seized-50-cal-

rifle-mexican-chopper-downing-linked-to-gunrunner 

 

11-06-02 Coalition to Stop Gun Violence: The return of 

McCarthyism? 

No--not the McCarthyism of Carolyn "What's a Barrel 

Shroud?" McCarthy, although the Coalition to Stop Gun 

Violence (CSGV) is of course also fully on board with that kind.  

What we're talking about here, though, is the McCarthyism of 

Senator Joseph "Tail-Gunner Joe" McCarthy, who during the 

early days of the Cold War, achieved a kind of notoriety, after 

accusing the U.S. State Department of knowingly harboring 

scores or hundreds (the number varies, depending on which 

account one uses) of suspected communist infiltrators. 

http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=305561
http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageId=305561
http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-seattle/seized-50-cal-rifle-mexican-chopper-downing-linked-to-gunrunner
http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-seattle/seized-50-cal-rifle-mexican-chopper-downing-linked-to-gunrunner
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From there, McCarthy graduated to wild-eyed tales of 

widespread communist infiltration of the media, and even the 

Truman administration and the Army.  "Treason" was a word he 

liked to use a great deal, accusing, for example, the Democrats of 

"twenty years of treason," for diplomatic concessions made to the 

Soviet Union, dating back to the Yalta and Potsdam conferences 

in World War II. 

What does this have to do with the Coalition to Stop Gun 

Violence (CSGV), an organization that likes to think of itself as 

representing "progressive" thought, and which would therefore 

generally be considered strongly opposed to the kind of "right 

wing" thinking generally associated with the Red Scare? 

CSGV uses the word "treason" with amazing frequency, as 

well--with, in fact, this correspondent personally frequently 

charged by CSGV with their . . . interesting definition of 

"treason."  As has been pointed out before, the U.S. Constitution 

must, by strong necessity, define "treason" very narrowly, and so 

it does: 

Treason against the United States, shall consist only in 

levying War against them, or in adhering to their Enemies, giving 

them Aid and Comfort. No Person shall be convicted of Treason 

unless on the Testimony of two Witnesses to the same overt Act, 

or on Confession in open Court. 

The Congress shall have power to declare the Punishment of 

Treason, but no Attainder of Treason shall work Corruption of 

Blood, or Forfeiture except during the Life of the Person 

attainted. 

CSGV's response to numerous requests for specific examples 

of I or others they have accused of "treason," committing any of 

the above acts has sounded much like this.  That, perhaps not 

coincidentally, was pretty much the sound heard from Sen. 

McCarthy, when pressed for details and evidence of the "treason" 

supposedly running rampant at the time. 

One more word about McCarthy.  One of his most famous 

adversaries was Edward R. Murrow, who once gave people 

everywhere the gift of this bright gem of wisdom: 

A nation of sheep will beget a government of wolves. 

A nation of people who meekly accept the notion that they 

commit "treason," merely by stating the obvious fact that the 

Second Amendment exists to guarantee their ability to resist 

government tyranny, is indeed a nation of sheep.  That's the 

nation the CSGV would like to see the U.S. become. 

http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-st-louis/coalition-to-

stop-gun-violence-the-return-of-

mccarthyism?CID=examiner_alerts_article 

 

11-06-02 Challenge set for Fla. gun bill signed by Scott 

TALLAHASSEE, Fla. (AP) — Physician and gun control 

groups say they will sue to block a new Florida law signed 

Thursday by Gov. Rick Scott that prevents doctors from asking 

patients about gun ownership. 

It was one of 48 bills Scott signed into law, including two 

historic Medicaid measures. Subject to federal waivers, they will 

put the health care of nearly 3 million low-income and disabled 

Floridian into the hands of for-profit companies and 

hospital networks. 

Other bills Scott signed include a rollback of the state's 

ability to control growth, a ban on wearing saggy pants in school 

and a public records exemption for photos, video and audio 

recordings of deaths. 

Just hours before Scott's office announced the bill signings, 

the Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence and three Florida 

physician groups announced they would challenge the gun gag 

law if the governor approved the measure pushed by the National 

Rifle Association. 

"Gov. Rick Scott should realize the risks to public health and 

safety that he would be sanctioning by giving into the gun 

lobby's agenda," the groups said in a joint statement. 

Other organizations planning to take part in the legal 

challenge are the Florida chapters of the American Academy of 

Pediatrics, American Academy of Family Physicians and 

American College of Physicians. 

Pediatricians often ask parents if they have guns, swimming 

pools or other potential hazards at home. 

The law (HB 155) sets up a clash with the First Amendment 

right of free speech. Sponsors said it's designed to protect 

patients' privacy as well as their Second Amendment right to 

bear arms. 

It was inspired by a pediatrician who told a mother to find 

another doctor if she refused to answer questions about guns in 

her home. The final version was billed as a compromise between 

the NRA and Florida Medical Association, which is not among 

the groups threatening to sue. 

The final version deleted fines for doctors who violated 

the ban. 

Scott also signed another gun bill (HB 45) that prohibits cities 

and counties from regulating firearms and ammunition, leaving 

that solely to the state. 

The Florida Constitution, though, still will let counties 

require a background check and a waiting period of up to five 

days for gun purchases. 

Another bill (HB 1193) Scott signed that may have legal 

problems would prohibit Floridians from being required to 

purchase health insurance. That conflicts with the federal health 

care overhaul, which will require most people eventually to 

obtain insurance if they don't already have it. Many legal experts 

say federal law prevails over state measures. The federal law is 

being litigated. 

The growth management law (HB 7207) gives local 

governments primary control over development, eliminating state 

oversight in most instances. 

It helps Scott keep a campaign promise to eliminate 

regulations he says are holding back development and job 

creation. Environmentalists opposed the measure, fearing it will 

lead to more pollution, urban sprawl and the destruction of 

natural areas. 

The public records exemption for images and sounds of 

deaths (HB 411) allows them to be viewed or heard only by 

family members of the deceased without a court order. 

Critics say it would have prevented the release in 2006 of 

video showing juvenile boot-camp guards in Panama City 

beating 14-year-old Martin Lee Anderson, who later died. The 

video helped bring national attention to conditions at Florida's 

boot camps, which have since been closed. 

The droopy drawers bill (SB 228) will require school districts 

to adopt dress codes that prohibit students from wearing clothing 

in a revealing or disruptive manner. Penalties will range from a 

verbal warning and parental notice to in-school suspension. 

http://www.timesunion.com/news/article/Challenge-set-for-Fla-

gun-bill-signed-by-Scott-1407546.php#ixzz1Oc4MYYZp 
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11-05-01 Ron Arnold: Obamacrat gunrunners are 

supplying Mexican cartels 

What would happen to Obama administration law 

enforcement agents if they recruited legitimate firearms dealers 

to sell guns to border-crossing smugglers as bait to snag high-

level Mexican drug cartel leaders, and then lost track of the guns 

in Mexico?  

Nothing. What would happen if this inept Bureau of Alcohol, 

Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives sting operation, named 

Project Gunrunner, passed so many bait guns to violent criminals 

-- instead of intercepting them as intended -- that one was used to 

murder U.S. Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry last December? 

Nothing. Project Gunrunner had been whitewashed by a 152-

page Justice Department Inspector General Review in November 

2010, before the Terry murder. 

But what would happen if National Gun Rights Examiner 

David Codrea and fellow bloggers publicly exposed the ATF's 

Project Gunrunner and its offshoot, Operation Fast and Furious? 

A surprise: Immediately, a half-dozen veteran Phoenix-based 

agents came forward and revealed that the ATF had indeed 

directed the sale of hundreds of high-powered rifles and 

handguns to suspects -- despite the objections of gun shop 

owners. 

Two members of Congress with watchdog reputations -- Iowa 

Republican Sen. Charles Grassley, ranking minority member of 

the Senate Judiciary Committee, and California Republican Rep. 

Darrell Issa, chairman of the House Oversight and Government 

Reform Committee -- were appalled at the whistleblower 

evidence they received, grabbed the issue last year, and haven't 

let go since. 

In late January, Grassley fired off a letter to acting ATF 

Director Kenneth Melson, seeking a response to the allegations. 

To his shock, the reply letter came not from Melson, but a 

superior in the Justice Department, claiming all the 

whistleblower allegations were false. 

Bad timing: CBS News soon broadcast a whistleblower 

saying, "There were over 2,500 guns on that case, including 

some .50-calibers they let walk away." 

Issa wrote a mid-March letter to the ATF's Melson requesting 

specific gunrunner documents and records related to the death of 

Terry. No response.  

But the elephant in the room was becoming harder to ignore. 

President Obama said that neither he nor Attorney General 

Holder authorized this operation -- odd, since the White House 

had requested a nearly $12 million appropriation for the project's 

2011 budget. 

Holder, an anti-gun ideologue, kept stony silence as evidence 

mounted that his department was lying, including arrests of gun 

smugglers and the discovery of specific guns that went to Mexico 

and came back. 

Grassley told reporters, "I'm still asking questions and we're 

still getting the runaround from the Justice Department. They're 

stonewalling." 

Issa was steamed. He issued a subpoena to the ATF for the 

documents, with an "our-cops-are-crooks" remark that moving 

guns into Mexico "may have contributed to the deaths of 

hundreds on both sides of the border, including federal law 

enforcement agents." 

The ATF missed the subpoena deadline, more evidence piled 

up, and Issa threatened to issue a contempt order against Melson. 

Then Holder gave evasive testimony before the House and 

Senate Judiciary committees early last month, further poisoning 

congressional trust in him. 

As a result, this border war story is now so clouded and 

convoluted that even reporters need help, so Codrea and other 

investigators prepared a three-part "Journalist's Guide to Project 

Gunrunner." 

Seattle Gun Rights Examiner Dave Workman has sniffed out 

a gunrunner hearing to be held by Issa's committee about mid-

June. Staffers acknowledge Workman's finding, but remain 

cagey about the exact date and who might be on the witness list. 

Melson and Holder, perhaps? 

Are our cops the crooks 

http://washingtonexaminer.com/opinion/columnists/2011/06/r

on-arnold-obamacrat-gunrunners-are-supplying-mexican-cartels 

 

11-06-01 TV Executives Admit in Taped Interviews That 

Hollywood Pushes a Liberal Agenda 

Some of TV's top executives from the past four decades may 

have gotten more than they bargained for when they agreed to be 

interviewed for a politically charged book that was released 

Tuesday, because video of their controversial remarks will soon 

be hitting the Internet. 

The book makes the case that TV industry executives, writers 

and producers use their clout to advance a liberal political 

agenda. The author bases his thesis on, among other things, 39 

taped interviews that he'll roll out piecemeal during the next 

three weeks. 

The Hollywood Reporter obtained several of the not-yet-

released clips. Each contains a snippet of an interview, usually 

some historical footage of the TV shows the interviewee was 

responsible for and, naturally, a plea to purchase the book, 

"Primetime Propaganda" by Ben Shapiro and published by Broad 

Side, an imprint of HarperCollins. 

In one video, "Friends" co-creator Marta Kauffman says that 

when she cast Candace Gingrich-Jones, half-sister of Republican 

former House Speaker Newt Gingrich, as the minister of a 

lesbian wedding, "There was a bit of [a middle finger] in it to the 

right wing." 

Kauffman also acknowledges she "put together a staff of 

mostly liberal people," which is another major point of Shapiro's 

book: that conservatives aren't welcome in Hollywood. 

[Related: Jane Lynch Skewers Glenn Beck, Sarah Palin, Glee 

at News Corp. Event] 

Maybe that's because they're "idiots" and have "medieval 

minds." At least that's what "Soap" and "Golden Girls" creator 

Susan Harris thinks of TV's conservative critics. 

However, the ranks of dumb right-wingers has dwindled, 

according to Harris, whose video has her saying: "At least, you 

know, we put Obama in office, and so people, I think, are getting 

— have gotten — a little bit smarter." 

Some of the videos have executives making rather obvious 

revelations, like when Larry Gelbart and Gene Reynolds talk 

about pacifist messages in "M*A*S*H" or when "MacGyver" 

producer Vin Di Bona says anti-gun messages were a recurring 

theme in that show. 

But an additional video has Di Bona, who also created 

"America's Funniest Home Videos," becoming remarkably blunt 

about his approval of a lack of political diversity in Hollywood. 

When Shapiro asks what he thinks of conservative critics who 

say everyone in Hollywood is liberal, Di Bona responds: "I think 

it's probably accurate, and I'm happy about it." 

http://washingtonexaminer.com/opinion/columnists/2011/06/ron-arnold-obamacrat-gunrunners-are-supplying-mexican-cartels
http://washingtonexaminer.com/opinion/columnists/2011/06/ron-arnold-obamacrat-gunrunners-are-supplying-mexican-cartels
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Another video has Leonard Goldberg — who executive 

produces "Blue Bloods" for CBS and a few decades ago exec 

produced such hits as "Fantasy Island," "Charlie's Angels" and 

"Starsky and Hutch" — saying that liberalism in the TV industry 

is "100 percent dominant, and anyone who denies it is kidding, or 

not telling the truth." 

Shapiro asks if politics are a barrier to entry. "Absolutely," 

Goldberg says. 

Hear an exceprt from the Goldberg interview: 

When Shapiro tells Fred Pierce, the president of ABC in the 

1980s who was instrumental in Disney's acquisition of ESPN, 

that "It's very difficult for people who are politically conservative 

to break in" to television, he responds: "I can't argue that point." 

Those who don't lean left, he says, "don't promote it. It stays 

underground." 

Another video rolling out soon has "House" creator David 

Shore acknowledging that "there is an assumption in this town 

that everybody is on the left side of the spectrum, and that the 

few people on the right side, I think people look at them 

somewhat aghast, and I'm sure it doesn't help them." 

In the book, subtitled "The true Hollywood story of how the 

left took over your TV," Shapiro also tells anecdotes of bias 

against conservatives. One example is Dwight Schultz, best 

known for his roles as Murdock in "The A-Team" and Barclay in 

"Star Trek: The Next Generation." 

The late Bruce Paltrow knew that Schultz was a fan of 

President Ronald Reagan. When Schultz showed up to audition 

for "St. Elsewhere," a show Paltrow produced, to read for the 

part of Fiscus, Paltrow told him: "There's not going to be a 

Reagan [expletive] on this show!" The part went to Howie 

Mandel. 

"Most nepotism in Hollywood isn't familial, it's ideological," 

Shapiro writes in the book. "Friends hire friends. And those 

friends just happen to share their politics." 

Another video Shapiro will release shortly has producer-

director Nicholas Meyer being asked point-blank whether 

conservatives are discriminated against in Hollywood. "Well, I 

hope so," he answers. Meyer also admits his political agenda for 

"The Day After," a TV movie he directed for ABC that was seen 

by 100 million people when it aired in 1983. 

"My private, grandiose notion was that this movie would 

unseat Ronald Reagan when he ran for re-election," Meyer says. 

Even seemingly harmless shows like "Happy Days" and 

"Sesame Street" have been used to advance a progressive agenda, 

according to Shapiro. 

For example, William Bickley, a writer on "The Partridge 

Family" and a producer on "Happy Days," says he infused 

Vietnam War protest messages into the latter. "I was into all 

that," he says in a soon-to-be-released video. 

"Television has been perhaps the most impressive weapon in 

the left's political arsenal," Shapiro argues in the book. 

Other upcoming videos include: "Family Ties" creator Gary 

David Goldberg explaining how he tried to make Republican 

character Alex Keaton the bad guy but that actor Michael J. Fox 

was too darn lovable; and president of MTV Networks 

Entertainment Group Doug Herzog talking about his network 

having "superpowers" when it comes to its influence over young 

people. 

The advancement of a gay and lesbian political agenda is 

mentioned by multiple executives, including Marcy Carsey, a 

producer of "Soap" and "Roseanne," and "Desperate 

Housewives" producer Marc Cherry, who is a rarity in 

Hollywood: a gay Republican. 

In her video, Carsey also says she insisted on portraying 

characters smoking marijuana in "That '70s Show." "If this is a 

problem for you, we certainly understand, and we just won't do 

the show," she told executives at Fox. 

Shapiro released two videos Tuesday, one featuring "COPS" 

creator John Langley saying he's partial to segments where white 

people are the criminals, and the other has Fred Silverman, the 

former head of ABC and later NBC, saying "there's only one 

perspective, and it's a very progressive perspective" in TV 

comedy today. 

Shapiro said the executives felt comfortable talking about 

politics with him because they assumed, incorrectly, that he is on 

the left. 

"Most of them didn't Google me. If they had, they would 

have realized where I am politically," he said. "I played on their 

stereotypes. When I showed up for the interviews, I wore my 

Harvard Law baseball cap — my name is Ben Shapiro and I 

attended Harvard, so there's a 98.7 percent chance I'm a liberal. 

Except I happen not to be." 

Shapiro said he'll time the debut of certain videos for 

maximum effect. One that slams Sean Hannity, for example, is 

reserved for his scheduled appearance on Hannity's show on the 

Fox News Channel. 

And conservative pundit Ann Coulter has a new book out 

June 7. "I have two people ripping her by name, so I'll release 

those the day Ann's book is released," Shapiro said. 

One of those slamming Coulter is George Schlatter, who 

directed and produced "Rowan & Martin's Laugh-In" in the 

1970s, using the show to knock Republicans and the Vietnam 

War. "The fact we [ticked] the Pentagon off, that pleased me 

enormously," he says before calling Coulter a vulgar word. 

In his video, Schlatter also goes off on right-wing radio hosts 

Rush Limbaugh and Laura Ingraham. 

Shapiro says he didn't disclose that he'd be releasing the 

tapes, but that his subjects have no reason to complain. 

"I asked them for permission to tape, and there's no 

reasonable expectation of privacy when you're being interviewed 

for a book," he said. 

"If they're going to be shocked at something, it should be 

themselves, not me," Shapiro said. "They should be shocked that 

opinion is so one-sided in Hollywood that it's OK to say, 'I'm fine 

with discrimination.'" 

"My whole book is a plea for openness in the industry," he 

added. "Hire people from the other side of the aisle once in a 

while, or at least stop mocking them." 

http://tv.yahoo.com/blog/tv-executives-admit-in-taped-

interviews-that-hollywood-pushes-a-liberal-agenda--3086 

 

11-05-31 Boys, 7, told: Playing guns is 'too threatening'  

Boys, 7, told: Playing guns is 'too threatening'  

The lads were spotted making gun shapes with their hands.  

Staff also told the pupils' parents to reprimand them. The dad 

of one of the boys said: "This is ridiculous. How can you tell a 

seven-year-old boy he can't play guns and armies with his 

friends.  

"We were told to tell our son he cannot play 'guns' anymore.  

"The teacher said the boys should be reprimanded for 

threatening behaviour, which would not be tolerated at the 

http://tv.yahoo.com/blog/tv-executives-admit-in-taped-interviews-that-hollywood-pushes-a-liberal-agenda--3086
http://tv.yahoo.com/blog/tv-executives-admit-in-taped-interviews-that-hollywood-pushes-a-liberal-agenda--3086
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school." The boys attend Nathaniel Newton Infants in Nuneaton, 

Warwicks.  

Local Tory MP Marcus Jones said: "It is quite apparent the 

boys would be playing an innocent game.  

"This is political correctness gone mad. When I was that age 

that type of game was commonplace and I don't remember 

anyone coming to any harm from it." The school defended its 

actions. It said the boys indulged in "unacceptable behaviour" by 

making gun gestures to members of staff.  

A spokesman said: "Far from stopping children from playing 

we actively encourage it.  

"However a judgment call has to be made if playing turns 

into unacceptable behaviour."  

http://www.thesun.co.uk/sol/homepage/news/3609208/Boys-7-

told-army-game-threatens.html#ixzz1Oc7JAZcU 

 

11-05-31 New Mexico Supreme Court Lets Cops Grab 

Guns During Stops 

Supreme Court allows police to take all firearms from law-

abiding motorists during traffic stops. 

Police officers in New Mexico can take guns away from drivers 

who pose no threat. The state supreme court ruled on May 20 

that "officer safety" is more important than any constitutional 

rights a gun-owning motorist might have. The ruling was handed 

down in deciding the fate of Gregory Ketelson who was a 

passenger in a vehicle pulled over on November 13, 2008. 

During the stop, Hobbs Police Officer Miroslava Bleau saw a 

9mm handgun on the back seat floorboard. Ketelson and the 

driver of the car were ordered out and away from the car while 

Officer Shane Blevins grabbed the gun. The officers later learned 

that Ketelson, as a convicted felon, could not legally possess a 

firearm. The court, however, only considered whether the 

officers acted properly in taking the gun before they had any 

reason to suspect Ketelson, who was entirely cooperative during 

the encounter, of committing a crime. 

Ketelson and the National Rifle Association argued that even 

a brief seizure of a firearm without cause violates fundamental, 

constitutionally protected rights. Ketelson also argued the gun 

could not have been taken without a search warrant, consent or 

exigent circumstances. A district court and the court of appeals 

agreed with this reasoning. State prosecutors countered that 

anyone with a gun ought to be considered "armed and 

dangerous" and thus the gun could be seized at any time. The 

high court agreed with this line of reasoning. 

"Neither the defendant nor the driver was restrained, and thus 

the risk that one of them would access the firearm was especially 

potent," Justice Petra Jimenez Maes wrote for the court. "Under 

such circumstances, Officer Blevins could constitutionally 

remove the firearm from the vehicle because he possessed a 

reasonable belief based on specific and articulable facts which 

warranted him in believing that defendant was armed and thus 

posed a serious and present danger to his safety." 

Because a gun would only taken for the duration of the traffic 

stop, the court decided such seizures were reasonable. 

"The retrieval of the gun from the vehicle during the limited 

context of the traffic stop was at most a minimal interference 

with the suspect's possessory interest," Maes wrote. "Our 

decision in this case, which addresses a temporary separation of a 

firearm from the occupants of a car during the duration of a 

traffic stop, does not depend on any requirement of particularized 

suspicion that an occupant is inclined to use the firearm 

improperly." 

The decision overturned statements made in a previous 

ruling, New Mexico v. Garcia.  

"It would be anomalous to treat the mere presence of a firearm in 

an automobile as supporting a reasonable suspicion that the 

occupants are inclined to harm an officer in the course of a 

routine traffic stop," the court held in 2005. 

A copy of the decision is available in a 140k PDF file at the 

source link below 

http://www.thenewspaper.com/news/34/3494.asp 

 

11-05-31 Easy Way To Comment On ATF's 
Power Grab  

Thanks to reader P.T. we have our own form-letter generator 

to submit comments to the Office of Management and Budget on 

the ATF's proposed multiple rifle sale reporting requirement for 

the Southwest border states. There is a pre-written letter in the 

generator which you can modify as you wish. 

Please forward this to all your friends, family, and others you 

know who believe in preserving our gun rights and freedoms. 

This really is an "Army of Davids" approach to use the 

Instapundit's term. Unlike the Brady Campaign and Mayor 

Bloomberg's Illegal Mayors, this is a totally grassroots effort 

done in less than 24 hours. We didn't need a grant from the Joyce 

Foundation to put this together! 

UPDATE: I have taken down the letter generator as the 

comment period has now closed. I will check with P.T. to find 

out the final numbers of submissions. 

I want to thank everyone who helped with this little project. 

First, to P.T. for setting up the account and writing the code. 

Without this, it couldn't have been done. Second, to all the 

bloggers, forums, and organizations that posted a link or put the 

code up on their own site. Finally, and most importantly, to 

everyone who submitted comments. Taking the time to submit a 

comment is what citizen democracy is all about. This was a true 

grassroots effort for gun rights. 

UPDATE II: The final numbers are in. P.T. reports that we 

had 3,203 submissions to the Office of Management and Budget. 

We will have to wait until the ATF releases the public comments 

to see how this number impacts the final count. That said, it had 

to help counteract the Brady Campaign's letter generator. 

http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-

to-comment-on-atfs-power-grab.html 

 

11-05-31 7 killed in attacks in Mexican resort of Acapulco 

ACAPULCO, Mexico—Shootings and attacks in Mexico's 

Pacific coast resort of Acapulco left two police officers, three 

suspected drug cartel gunmen and two other men dead, police 

said Monday.  

The confrontations on Sunday began when gunmen traveling 

in a convoy of eight vehicles opened fire on an Acapulco 

municipal police patrol car Sunday, killing two officers.  

Federal officers responding to the reports of gunfire later 

located the convoy; in the ensuing gunfight, three suspects were 

killed.  

Police in Guerrero state, where Acapulco is located, said in 

statement said that the three dead assailants were found with 

assault rifles, military-style uniforms and bulletproof vests.  

The mutilated body of a man was found inside the trunk of a 

vehicle along a federal highway, police said on Monday. 

http://www.thesun.co.uk/sol/homepage/news/3609208/Boys-7-told-army-game-threatens.html#ixzz1Oc7JAZcU
http://www.thesun.co.uk/sol/homepage/news/3609208/Boys-7-told-army-game-threatens.html#ixzz1Oc7JAZcU
http://www.thenewspaper.com/news/34/3494.asp
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-power-grab.html
http://onlygunsandmoney.blogspot.com/2011/05/easy-way-to-comment-on-atfs-power-grab.html
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Officials also reported finding the bullet-riddled body of a 20-

year-old man with his feet and hands tied in a residential 

neighborhood. Police gave no motives or identities of the men 

killed.  

Ramon Almonte, the Guerrero state police chief, said on 

Monday he will ask the federal congress to make it easier for 

common citizens to get permits for weapons to defend 

themselves.  

Almonte's brother was killed on Jan. 1 in a rural town in 

Guerrero by unidentified gunmen. The state has been plagued by 

such executions.  

"When you fight someone and at least you have a 'piece,' the 

person who is attacking you might think twice," Almonte said. 

"We cannot go on the way we are."  

At present, Mexico's constitution allows citizens to have one 

or two low-caliber guns in their homes, but they must get a 

permit from the Defense Department and the process is 

complicated. Almonte did not give specifics on how he would 

make it easier.  

"Having a weapon should be a right, because the bad guys are 

few and we, the good guys, are many, so we can't allow 

ourselves to be held hostage by the few," Almonte said.  

Federal police also reported Monday that the bodies of four 

more attackers had been found near the scene of a gun battle that 

occurred last week in the western Mexico states of Jalisco.  

The discovery of the four bodies brings the total number of 

assailants killed in the confrontation Friday to 15. Federal police 

had earlier reported finding the bodies of 11 victims.  

Federal police raided the area Friday after one of their 

helicopters was fired on May 24; two officers aboard the craft 

were injured. Police also arrested 39 members of the La Familia 

drug cartel in the raids. 

http://www.denverpost.com/breakingnews/ci_18174599 

 

11-05-30 Parkside council continues debate on weapons 

ordinance 

PARKSIDE — Borough officials are once again wrestling 

with a proposed ordinance that would prohibit the discharge of 

guns in the residential community and allow police officers to 

confiscate the weapons used by offenders. 

Borough Solicitor John Wills characterized the proposed 

firearms restriction as a ―blanket prohibition.‖ 

The new law was discussed at length by borough council and 

defeated by a 5-2 vote last September, but the proposal has been 

resurrected by council President Shirley Purcival. 

At council‘s May 25 session, the firearms ordinance was again 

debated, with police Chief John Egan explaining why he backed 

the prohibition. 

It soon became clear, however, that council was still divided 

over the issue. A subsequent vote to table the controversial 

proposal until the June 22 meeting passed by a 6-1 margin, with 

Purcival alone in dissent. 

At the heart of the matter is how to protect a residents‘ right 

to bear arms, while also protecting his neighbors from 

accidentally getting shot. 

Purcival insists that the proposed gun ban is not about 

ownership of weapons, but discharging them on the borough‘s 

small residential lots. 

Under Parkside‘s proposed firearms law, it will ―be unlawful 

... except in defense of person or property, to discharge any 

shotgun, rifle, gun, pistol, revolver, pellet gun, BB-gun, or other 

firearms in the pursuit of game, target practice, or for the purpose 

of amusement.‖ 

Since the ordinance covers a ―firearm or other such weapon,‖ 

the restriction would also apply to shooting arrows, according to 

Wills. 

The law also provides a $600 fine for each violation 

Councilman William Howell opposes the new ordinance, 

noting that several state laws govern the use and misuse of 

firearms in Parkside. 

Pennsylvania gun restrictions ban hunting within 150 yards of 

a dwelling, unless specifically permitted by the property owner, 

said Howell. 

Egan noted that an activity such as target practice is not 

addressed under state law. Existing gun laws only cover reckless 

behavior that injures someone, and are only applicable ―after the 

fact,‖ said Egan. 

The borough‘s firearms ordinance was initially proposed by 

Egan last year, in the wake of neighbors‘ complaints about a 

West Roland Road homeowner, who enjoys target practice in his 

backyard, using both a BB-gun and a compound bow. 

Egan described the firing range set-up, where the resident 

uses a solid wooden fence as the backstop for his BBs and 

arrows. The chief, who is an experienced bow hunter himself, 

noted that the pulleys on a compound bow would allow even a 

weakling to launch an arrow with deadly force. 

―If he makes a mistake or a bug gets in his eye, he turns and lets 

go of the bow inadvertently, and now (the arrow) is in someone 

else‘s yard,‖ Egan said. 

Beyond theoretical dangers, neighbors have complained 

about being chased from their rear porches by ricocheting BBs. 

―It serves no safe purpose to do this type of act in a 

residential community, where the buildings are close together 

and there are people moving about at any given time, walking, 

driving, on skateboards, or whatever,‖ stated Egan. 

Egan wants the firearms ordinance adopted to give his 

officers a legal foundation to address safety complaints. 

―There are other municipalities that have this legislation in 

place,‖ Egan told council. ―We would use this as a safety net for 

the citizens of the town.‖ 

Despite Egan‘s plea, several council members felt there must 

be an existing law that can be applied to resolve the situation, 

without embroiling the borough in a battle over constitutional 

rights. 

―I don‘t see much difference,‖ council Vice President Frank 

McCollum said of current state laws and the proposed borough 

ordinance. 

The debate will resume on June 22 

http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/30/news/doc4de

2dbce46cb5570227175.txt 

 

11-05-30 Gun-control group calls Kansas laws 'craziest' in 

US 

WICHITA | A national gun-control group has named Kansas as 

one of four states to receive its "Craziest Gun Laws" award 

because of a new measure the organization says allows guns in 

the state's schools. 

The Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence issued its 

annual ranking of gun laws earlier this month. Kansas, Virginia, 

Utah and Florida received the group's "Craziest Gun Laws" 

award. 

http://www.denverpost.com/breakingnews/ci_18174599
http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/30/news/doc4de2dbce46cb5570227175.txt
http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/30/news/doc4de2dbce46cb5570227175.txt
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The Wichita Eagle reports state and local officials say a bill 

signed by Gov. Sam Brownback last month clarifies Kansas law, 

but doesn't change it. 

The new measure prevents concealed-carry permit holders 

from taking guns into any building that posts no-gun signs on its 

doors. 

The Brady group says that might allow guns inside schools 

that don't post the signs 

http://www.kansascity.com/2011/05/30/2913971/gun-control-

group-calls-kansas.html#ixzz1Oci2vYxn 

 

11-05-30 Will new self-defense laws increase safety? 

Experts not sure expanding 'Castle Doctrine' will reduce 

crime, some believe it could do the opposite 

HARRISBURG — When Florida lawmakers in 2005 made 

their state one of the first to significantly expand its citizens' self-

defense rights, they hoped doing so would deter criminals and 

ultimately reduce violent crime. 

What they got instead was two years worth of increasing gun 

violence. By mid-2007, the incidence of murders, armed 

robberies and assaults had increased statewide by 42 percent, 

according to the Florida Department of Law Enforcement 

website. 

While few lawmakers, police or prosecutors argue that the 

expansion of self-defense rights played a direct role in that 

increase, those figures have caused some observers to question 

whether expanding such rights can reduce violent crime, as 

supporters claim. 

The issue is a relevant one these days in Pennsylvania. A 

"stand-your-ground" provision — which does away with a 

citizen's "duty to retreat" in the face of violent assault — could 

be written into law here this summer, opening up heated debate 

between pro- and anti-gun groups and across the state. 

The issue is familiarly known as the "Castle Doctrine." 

"This is certainly a discussion that has been going on around the 

country for several years now," Scott Burns, executive director of 

the National District Attorneys Association in Alexandria, Va., 

said of the push by a number of states to expand self-defense 

rights, which allow U.S. citizens, under certain circumstances, to 

use deadly force to repel an assault. 

As many as 15 states, including Florida and Kentucky, currently 

have stand-your-ground provisions on the books. 

"Right now states and laws vary quite widely on how far they 

extend self-defense, and there is not a whole lot of indication 

either way about how successful those laws are at reducing 

crime, or whether expanding the doctrine makes a community 

safer or has an impact on particular criminal actions," Burns said. 

"There is a real lack of empirical evidence." 

Bills now before the Pennsylvania House and Senate would 

expand self-defense rights by allowing for the use of deadly force 

in public spaces — not just in homes or vehicles, as is the case 

with current laws. The bills would also do away with "duty to 

retreat," the requirement to back away before using deadly force 

outside the home. 

Gov. Tom Corbett has signaled that he will sign a bill that 

reaches his desk, and supporters have taken up the call that 

expanding self-defense rights is necessary to make Pennsylvania 

a safer place. 

Rep. Scott Perry, R-York, penned the House's version of the 

legislation, which could face a Senate vote as soon as June and 

hit the governor's desk soon after. 

"This bill is meant to tip the scales of justice back in favor of the 

law-abiding citizen, where currently it leans slightly in favor of 

the criminal element, and that seems un-American to me," Perry 

said during a recent interview. 

He was unable to cite any specific reports or studies to back up 

that opinion, but he went on to say that reducing crime isn't the 

sole purpose of his legislation. 

"It's sad that we have to advocate for what is God-given and 

constitutionally given," Perry said. "We must be able not only to 

hunt but to protect ourselves from an overbearing government 

that does not do the will of the people. We would like to see 

crime diminish, and anything that empowers people to defend 

themselves is going to do that." 

Max Nacheman, of the Philadelphia activist group CeaseFirePA, 

says the new legislation is misleading and will dramatically 

increase gun violence in the state. 

"Adequate self-defense rights are already a part of Pennsylvania 

law," he said. "These bills … expand [those rights] dangerously 

and free up the use of deadly force even in places where you 

could easily flee from violence." 

That's close to the position of the Pennsylvania District Attorneys 

Association. Rich Long, the association's executive director, said 

his organization at first opposed Perry's legislation. 

"We felt all along that the current laws in Pennsylvania 

adequately provide for self-defense for law-abiding citizens," 

Long said. "We've always seen this kind of move as a solution in 

search of a problem. We haven't seen law-abiding citizens 

exercising legitimate self-defense and then being prosecuted for 

doing so. That seldom happens." 

Long said the district attorneys association raised concerns that 

the bills as first drafted would increase, not decrease, violent and 

criminal activity in the state. Perry and his allies amended the 

bills to address those concerns, and the district attorneys 

association has dropped its opposition, but still has doubts. 

"We would still prefer for the law to remain as it is, but we have 

dropped our outright opposition. We're kind of on the middle 

ground," Long said. "We don't support the change, but if the 

change is going to happen, we're more comfortable with the bill 

in its current form." 

One other expert observer, George Washington University law 

professor Jonathan Turley, is not so sure the amended bills won't 

turn into "a defense lawyer's dream." 

"These are laws that can increase the likelihood of shootings and 

put bystanders and police officers at risk," he said. "They also 

offer no small measure of protection for offenders in boilerplate 

assaults and make defensible a lot of behaviors we don't typically 

find acceptable in society." 

"There is not a serious legal need for castle doctrine laws," he 

added, "only a political need." 

http://www.mcall.com/news/nationworld/pennsylvania/mc-

pa-castle-doctrine-print-20110530,0,1477279.story 

 

11-05-30 Group protests SWAT death of Tucson Marine 

TUCSON, Ariz. – The death of a former Marine near Tucson 

continues to stir controversy.  

A group spent this Memorial Day protesting the SWAT raid 

which led to his death. Investigation documents reveal officers 

seized guns, banking documents and other items from the home 

but did not find drugs or cash.  

The original search warrants, along with other documents 

relating to the investigation, remain sealed. 

http://www.kansascity.com/2011/05/30/2913971/gun-control-group-calls-kansas.html#ixzz1Oci2vYxn
http://www.kansascity.com/2011/05/30/2913971/gun-control-group-calls-kansas.html#ixzz1Oci2vYxn
http://www.mcall.com/news/nationworld/pennsylvania/mc-pa-castle-doctrine-print-20110530,0,1477279.story
http://www.mcall.com/news/nationworld/pennsylvania/mc-pa-castle-doctrine-print-20110530,0,1477279.story
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Jose Guerena, 26, had no history of violent crime but was listed 

as a possible suspect in a complex drug investigation.  

On May 5, officers raided four homes around Tucson including 

Guerena's in connection with the drug case. 

When they arrived to serve the search warrant, Guerena 

reportedly grabbed a gun. He didn't aim it at officers but they 

opened fire, shooting him 60 times.   

The Pima County Sheriff's Office maintains the officers followed 

protocol during the raid. 

A group called the Oath-keepers, made of former officers and 

service members, led a protest of the raid Monday. 

"The SWAT team never should have been there. It's a problem to 

put trained individuals against each other. Having officers come 

face-to-face with a veteran Marine in his home is unnecessary," 

said Stewart Rhodes, the head of the Oath-keepers group. 

http://www.azfamily.com/news/Group-protests-SWAT-

death-of-Tucson-Marine-122846839.html 

 

11-05-30 WI Both sides fire off on self-defense bill 

The Assembly Judiciary Committee is considering a bill that 

would automatically let someone off-the-hook for killing a home 

invader, if they feel their life is in danger. 

―When an individual is faced with a potential life threatening 

situation in their home or dwelling they shouldn‘t have to weigh 

civil liability concerns with defending themselves or loved ones,‖ 

Senate sponsor Van Wanggaard (R-Racine) testified. 

The State Bar of Wisconsin‘s Criminal Law Section 

unanimously opposes to the bill. Their representative Greg 

O‘Meara testified that granting this automatic immunity opens 

the door for someone who wants to kill within the home in a pre-

meditated fashion. The former prosecutor says such ―bad actors‖ 

capable of murder wouldn‘t hesitate to commit perjury in hiding 

behind the proposed self-defense law. 

Others testified in support, saying currently those acting in 

self-defense may not be able to afford proper legal fees to 

counter a lawsuit or criminal prosecution. 

http://www.wrn.com/2011/05/both-sides-fire-off-on-self-

defense-bill/ 

 

11-05-30 TX Guns at work could soon be law 

AMARILLO---Keeping a gun with your belongings, even 

when you are at work could soon be legal in Texas. 

The Texas house and senate just passed their final versions of 

a bill which allows licensed carriers to keep guns locked in their 

cars while on the job. The proposed law would not apply to 

federal and school property. 

Cowboy Gelato owner Jim Anderson tells NewsChannel 

10, twice, he's had to pull out a gun for his protection and the 

safety of his employees at his shop on Sixth Street. One of the 

workers there is his 16 year old granddaughter.  That's why he's 

for the proposed law. 

"We have had our share of problems from time to time with 

people, but once they understand, we aren't going to be 

threatened, they leave." said Jim Anderson 

 His co-owner and wife, Ann, is not so sure. Even though the 

bill is for those who have gone through an extensive background 

check to carry, she's still apprehensive. 

"I worry about the responsibility of other people to make sure 

nothing happens." said Ann Anderson. 

Concealed gun license instructor, Ryan Neusch does have 

faith in those who are licensed and thinks the bill is vital to 

public safety. 

"Those who would be keeping the guns inside their vehicles, 

there going to be your law abiding citizens." said Neusch. 

A similar version of the bill failed to pass in the Texas house 

in 2007 and 2009. 

State representative Warren Chisum of Pampa did not vote 

for the legislation in the past, but this year,he gave the bill a 

green light.  Telling NewsChannel 10, the second amendment 

allows residents to bear arms and there should be no reason to 

give up that right. 

A right, Jim Anderson feels is pertinent. 

"A cop is sometimes 10,15 minutes away, what's happening 

is now." said Anderson. 

The bill now heads to Governor Rick Perry to be signed. 

http://www.newschannel10.com/story/14743345/guns-at-

work-could-soon-be-law 

 

11-05-30 Two privacy rulings hit us right where we live 

A few years ago, two police officers were chasing a crack 

dealer at a Lexington, Ky., apartment complex when they lost 

sight of him as he ducked into one of two units at the end of a 

breezeway. Detecting ―a very strong odor of burnt marijuana‖ 

coming from the apartment on the left, they figured that must be 

the one, so they banged on the door and shouted, ―Police!‖ 

Hearing ―the sound of persons moving,‖ the officers later 

reported, they feared evidence was being destroyed, so they 

kicked in the door. 

It turned out to be the wrong apartment, but inside the cops 

discovered a guest smoking pot and, during a ―protective sweep‖ 

of the apartment, saw marijuana and cocaine powder ―in plain 

view.‖ A more thorough search turned up crack, cash and drug 

paraphernalia. 

So much for the alleged destruction of evidence. So much, 

too, for the doctrine that a man‘s home is his castle, not to be 

forcibly entered by government agents on a whim or a hunch. 

Last week, the U.S. Supreme Court said the ―exigent 

circumstances‖ that exist when someone might be flushing drugs 

down a toilet allow police to enter a home without a warrant, 

even if their own actions create those circumstances. 

As the lone dissenting justice, Ruth Bader Ginsburg, noted, 

this decision ―arms the police with a way routinely to dishonor 

the Fourth Amendment‘s warrant requirement in drug cases.‖ 

Instead of ―presenting their evidence to a neutral magistrate,‖ 

they can retroactively validate their decision to break into 

someone‘s home by claiming they smelled something funny and 

heard something suspicious. 

While the U.S. Supreme Court said police may force their 

way into a home to prevent the destruction of evidence, the 

Indiana Supreme Court, in a less-noticed decision issued the 

week before, said police may force their way into a home for any 

reason or no reason at all. Although the victim of an illegal 

search can challenge it in court after the fact, three of the five 

justices agreed that ―there is no right to reasonably resist 

unlawful entry by police officers.‖ They thereby nullified a 

principle of common law that is centuries old, arguably dating 

back to the Magna Carta. 

The case involved Richard Barnes, whose wife called 911 in 

November 2007 to report that he was throwing things around 

their apartment. When police encountered Barnes outside, he 

http://www.azfamily.com/news/Group-protests-SWAT-death-of-Tucson-Marine-122846839.html
http://www.azfamily.com/news/Group-protests-SWAT-death-of-Tucson-Marine-122846839.html
http://www.wrn.com/2011/05/both-sides-fire-off-on-self-defense-bill/
http://www.wrn.com/2011/05/both-sides-fire-off-on-self-defense-bill/
http://www.newschannel10.com/story/14743345/guns-at-work-could-soon-be-law
http://www.newschannel10.com/story/14743345/guns-at-work-could-soon-be-law
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shouted that they were not needed because he was in the process 

of moving out. His wife emerged, threw a duffle bag in his 

direction and told him to collect the rest of his belongings. When 

two officers tried to follow the couple back into the apartment, 

Barnes blocked the way, while his wife said ―don‘t do this‖ and 

―just let them in.‖ Barnes shoved one officer against a wall, and a 

scuffle ensued. 

After he was convicted of battery on a police officer, resisting 

law enforcement, and disorderly conduct, Barnes appealed, 

arguing that the jury should have been instructed about ―the right 

of a citizen to reasonably resist unlawful entry into the citizen‘s 

home.‖ The Indiana Supreme Court could have ruled that the 

officers‘ entry into the apartment was lawful given the possibility 

of violence, especially since Barnes‘ wife had called 911 and 

arguably invited them in. The majority suggested as much but 

inexplicably decided a far broader question. ―Because we decline 

to recognize the right to reasonably resist an unlawful police 

entry,‖ the court said, ―we need not decide the legality of the 

officers‘ entry into Barnes‘s apartment.‖ 

This backward approach suggests the justices were eager to 

repudiate a straightforward extension of self-defense that struck 

them as an outmoded impediment to law enforcement. Like the 

―sniff, knock, listen and kick‖ rule endorsed by the U.S. Supreme 

Court, the decision illustrates the steady erosion of security in the 

name of security, even in the setting where our right to be left 

alone is supposed to be strongest 

http://www.desertdispatch.com/opinion/ago-10961-police-

lexington.html 

 

11-05-29 Nevada Senate Passes Bill Allowing Campus 

Weapons  

The Nevada Senate has voted 15-6 to allow anyone who has a 

permit to carry concealed weapons to bring them on college 

campuses. 

http://www.kolotv.com/home/headlines/Nevada_Senate_Pass

es_Bill_Allowing_Campus_Guns_122777479.html?storySection

=comments 

 

11-05-29 Justifiable killings rise in Virginia and the nation 

The number of justifiable killings committed by police and 

private citizens has been trending upward over the past decade, 

rising in 2009 to their highest levels in more than a dozen years 

in both Virginia and the nation. 

There are no definitive answers to what is causing more law-

enforcement officers and individuals to use deadly force in 

dealing with crime. But some criminologists say changing 

attitudes about the circumstances in which lethal force can be 

used in self-defense situations might be a driving factor. 

Changes in self-defense laws in numerous states have made it 

more permissible to use deadly force in defense of oneself and 

others, crime and law-enforcement analysts say. And 

increasingly permissive gun laws have made it more likely that 

people are armed while in public and they might be more willing 

to use such weapons as a result, they say. 

"It's never been easier to be armed, and the laws of self-

defense have never favored private individuals as much as they 

do now," said Jay Albanese, a criminologist and a professor of 

criminal justice studies at Virginia Commonwealth University. 

"So if you combine those two, you're likely to get more people 

shooting in self-defense, or at least believing they're in self-

defense. 

The uptick in killings by police may also reflect changing 

attitudes on the streets, where officers have felt more threatened 

by well-armed offenders, analysts say. The number of officers 

killed in the line of duty rose 26 percent from 2002 to 2007, then 

fell two consecutive years before rising again in 2010. The 2011 

count is up 4 percent through May 1. 

The 413 killings by police nationwide that were ruled 

justifiable in 2009 were the most since 1994, FBI statistics show. 

And the 262 killings by private individuals ruled self-defense 

were the most since 1997. National numbers for 2010 are not yet 

available. 

With some variations, the numbers for both categories have 

been trending upward since about 2000. 

Interestingly, the national rise in justifiable homicides has 

occurred as violent crime levels have dropped. The estimated 

U.S. violent crime level total in 2009 was 5.2 percent below the 

2005 level and 7.5 percent below the 2000 level, according to the 

FBI. 

A similar trend can be seen in Virginia, where 117 people 

have died in justifiable killings by police and 95 by private 

individuals between 1990 and 2010, according to an analysis of 

state and federal crime statistics by the Richmond Times-

Dispatch. Guns were used in 94 percent of the deaths. 

The 10 killings by police in 2009 that were ruled justifiable in 

Virginia were the most since 1996, the data show, and the 11 

killings by private individuals in 2009 were the highest since at 

least 1990. 

Preliminary state data for 2010 show decreases in both 

categories, but the five police killings and the eight citizen 

killings for that year remain above the historic average for the 

past decade. 

Richmond has recorded the highest number of justifiable 

killings by private citizens in Virginia since 1990 — 15. Six of 

those occurred in the past two years. 

Behind Richmond, the cities of Norfolk, Hampton, Newport 

News and Virginia Beach rank second through fourth in self-

defense killings by citizens over the past 20 years. Newport 

News and Virginia Beach tied for fourth place with seven each. 

Richmond ranks third statewide in justifiable killings by 

police, with nine. Norfolk had the most, with 14, followed by 

Virginia State Police with at least 12. 

Chesterfield County police are tied with Fairfax and Prince 

William counties with six killings each over the past 20 years, 

while Henrico County police had four killings during that period, 

the data show. 

* * * * * 

A number of high-profile killings by police and individuals in 

recent years has helped raise awareness of these often-

controversial deaths in central Virginia. 

A Baskin-Robbins manager who pursued and fatally shot an 

armed man who robbed the South Richmond store in 2007 

galvanized public opinion that year about what constituted a 

justifiable and excusable form of self-defense. 

Several other notable cases have followed: 

•The July 11, 2009, fatal wounding of a would-be robber in a 

South Richmond convenience store by an armed friend of the 

owner, who drew from his holster a six-shot, .45-caliber 

Western-style revolver and shot James Grooms II, mortally 

wounding him, after Grooms shot and wounded the store owner. 

The two men exchanged fire and engaged in a hand-to-hand 

struggle after the suspect ran out of bullets. 

http://www.desertdispatch.com/opinion/ago-10961-police-lexington.html
http://www.desertdispatch.com/opinion/ago-10961-police-lexington.html
http://www.kolotv.com/home/headlines/Nevada_Senate_Passes_Bill_Allowing_Campus_Guns_122777479.html?storySection=comments
http://www.kolotv.com/home/headlines/Nevada_Senate_Passes_Bill_Allowing_Campus_Guns_122777479.html?storySection=comments
http://www.kolotv.com/home/headlines/Nevada_Senate_Passes_Bill_Allowing_Campus_Guns_122777479.html?storySection=comments
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•The Nov. 11, 2009, killing in Petersburg of Harry Stevenson, 

25, who was shot as he and an accomplice tried to break into a 

house in the city. A Petersburg grand jury declined to indict the 

shooter, Jurell Sykes, deciding that he essentially acted in self-

defense when he fired three shots through a door of the home as 

the intruders tried to enter. Sykes was related to the homeowner, 

who had acquired a gun for protection after her home had been 

burglarized a week earlier. Police said it was unclear whether the 

suspects were armed. Stevenson was found dead about two hours 

later less than a block from the attempted burglary, and his 

accomplice, Shamondray Chavis, 20, showed up at Southside 

Regional Medical Center for treatment of gunshot wounds to his 

leg. He was later convicted of attempted burglary and sentenced 

to three months in jail. 

•The Oct. 6, 2009, killing of James M. "Jimbo" Hicks Jr., 45, 

who was fatally shot after authorities said he twice refused an 

order to drop a shotgun as state and federal officers forced their 

way into his Dinwiddie County home as part of a federal 

investigation of the Outlaws and Pagans motorcycle clubs. Hicks, 

one of several Richmond-area Pagans under investigation, 

pointed his shotgun at officers and had his finger on the trigger 

when officers burst inside about 6 a.m. Police knocked and 

waited 25 seconds before entering, but family members said 

officers didn't give Hicks time to put down his weapon before 

they fired. 

•The Jan. 28, 2011, killing of Chesterfield County lawyer 

Richard C. Ferris II, 45, who was fatally shot by Chesterfield 

police after authorities said he twice engaged SWAT team 

members with two guns from the garage of his home after an 

eight-hour standoff. Ferris, who apparently was suicidal, had 

taken an excessive amount of anti-anxiety medication that 

evening and had dozens of firearms at his disposal, including 

three automatic weapons that were placed in a position to be 

used, authorities said. Ferris was a federally licensed gun dealer 

and a collector with more than 170 firearms. 

Ferris was the third county resident in 20 months to be killed 

by Chesterfield police in volatile encounters that threatened the 

lives of officers. Those killings followed the deaths in 2003 and 

2006 of two Chesterfield police officers in shootouts with armed 

suspects. 

In the Baskin-Robbins and Petersburg killings, Albanese said 

it appears "jury nullification" was at work in both cases. 

Richmond's and Petersburg's commonwealth's attorneys 

presented evidence to grand juries in both localities, but the 

panels opted not to indict the shooters. 

"Even though the shootings were technically illegal, the 

grand jury refused to indict," Albanese said. "It's very unusual for 

a jury to refuse to apply the law as it's written. Those would be 

concrete examples of not only an increased willingness for 

private citizens to shoot, but an increased attitude by people who 

weren't there to say, it's OK." 

In the Baskin-Robbins case, Richmond Commonwealth's 

Attorney Michael N. Herring presented evidence to the grand 

jury for a charge of reckless discharge of a firearm. But the five-

member panel concluded that manager David Fielding's actions 

were justifiable. 

"I thought the Baskin-Robbins employee reacted excessively 

by chasing the robber out into the parking lot and firing eight 

times, after the clerk had already fired three shots inside the 

store," Herring said recently. "My concern is that an innocent, 

unintended person will be struck if this happens more frequently. 

"I firmly believe that a person has the right to defend himself 

or others from imminent harm, but the response must be 

reasonable and proportionate," Herring added. 

In the Petersburg case, Commonwealth's Attorney Cassandra 

Conover said she was comfortable with the grand jury's decision 

in that there didn't seem to be enough evidence to raise a 

presumption of fact for an indictment. "So if it couldn't rise 

beyond that level, then I was confident that it definitely wouldn't 

rise to the level I would need for a conviction," she said. 

* * * * * 

John D. Reitzel, an assistant professor of criminal-justice 

studies at VCU, said changing public and even prosecutorial 

perceptions about what necessarily constitutes justifiable killings 

might be playing a role in the rising numbers. "And I think it's 

tied to those changes in laws in a number of states across the 

country." 

Reitzel cited so-called "stand your ground" laws in Florida 

and more than a dozen other states that allow residents to legally 

use defensive force, including deadly force, in a growing range 

of circumstances if they believe such force is necessary to 

prevent serious bodily injury or death. 

"You used to have to flee if you were in danger," Reitzel said. 

"Now you can fight back, and that's not even necessarily on your 

own property. We're talking about being out in public." 

In Virginia, gun owners can openly carry their weapons into 

state parks, libraries, grocery stores and even into the General 

Assembly Building. Last year, lawmakers allowed gun owners to 

carry loaded, concealed weapons into restaurants that serve 

alcohol, as long as they don't drink. 

Those kinds of laws have an effect on public perception, 

Reitzel said. "To a certain degree, if you're allowing people to 

carry (weapons) in these places, essentially you're almost 

expecting them to use it." 

Reitzel said a segment of the public might now feel that 

carrying and using guns in certain circumstances is more 

acceptable than it once was. "They're looking at the specific facts 

of the case and saying, 'Let's not be so quick to punish somebody 

who was rightly defending themselves, or rightly defending 

somebody else — at least in their mind.'" 

Said VCU's Albanese: The self-defense laws "encourage 

citizens to resolve criminal situations, rather than relying on 

police. These laws and court decisions have extended one's 

"castle" to stores and offices — further expanding a citizen's 

ability to shoot at crime suspects." 

Albanese said the rise in justifiable killings by citizens is 

more troubling than a similar rise in such killings by police — 

namely because police shootings are, for the most part, closely 

scrutinized and the officers are well-trained. 

But with citizen-initiated shootings, "I just get worried about 

people being their own police officers," Albanese said. "It tends 

to result in some unfortunate accidents and bad judgments. The 

percentage of these people who have an idea of when they are 

lawfully allowed to use that thing would blow your mind." 

Alfred Blumstein, a Carnegie Mellon University 

criminologist, said a greater availability of guns in the hands of 

people who shouldn't have them — "people who are 

irresponsible and troublesome, particularly the mentally ill" — 

may be causing more law-abiding citizens to respond with 

firepower. 

Blumstein cited the shooter in the Virginia Tech massacre 

and the gunman charged with killing six people and wounding 14 
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others, including U.S. Rep. Gabrielle Giffords, D-Ariz., in 

Tucson. 

"I suspect that it's a greater presence of people who represent 

a serious threat to people who have guns themselves, and 

respond with that," Blumstein said. "You're seeing more people 

with guns who are going to deal with a situation with firepower, 

than that they might have otherwise dealt with by talking the guy 

down." 

Police may be responding similarly, he said. 

"Police see the guy doing crazy things and they may have a 

quick reaction because the other guy has demonstrated he's got a 

gun — or is a greater risk because he has a gun — so they may 

act with more lethal force than they might otherwise have used." 

http://www2.timesdispatch.com/news/state-

news/2011/may/29/tdmain01-justifiable-killings-rise-in-virginia-

and-ar-1071536/ 

 

11-05-29 Ohio gun violence costs lives, millions of dollars 

COLUMBUS, Ohio — Gun violence in Ohio is costing 

scores of lives and millions of dollars annually across the state, 

though much of it happens in the largest cities, according to a 

newspaper analysis published Sunday. 

The Columbus Dispatch analyzed state records and data from 

2009, which offer the most recent statewide statistics available. It 

found guns were present in more than 12,500 incidents 

investigated by authorities, an average of 34 per day. Four-fifths 

of those happened in seven of Ohio‘s largest cities: Akron, 

Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, Dayton, Toledo and 

Youngstown. 

The numbers illustrate the scope of gun violence, but it‘s an 

incomplete picture because the crime data was submitted 

voluntarily by agencies that cover only about 70 percent of 

Ohio‘s population 

Ohio had 502 reported slayings in 2009 and 62 percent 

involved guns, according to the FBI. Firearms also were used in 

41 percent of robberies and 24 percent of aggravated assaults. 

"If the citizens knew what we know, they‘d never leave their 

house," a Columbus officer recently told the newspaper at the 

scene of a gun crime. 

In addition to the loss of life, gun violence can lead to huge 

medical expenses, some of which is paid by taxpayers through 

government programs. A report last year by the Center for Injury 

Research and Policy at Nationwide Children‘s Hospital 

determined firearm injuries in Ohio lead to an average of about 

$37 million annually in inpatient hospital charges, the newspaper 

reported. Some of those expenses are for suspected criminals 

injured in the violence 

"We‘re going to deal with them one way or another," said 

Gregory Jefferson, president and CEO of Community for New 

Direction, a Columbus urban-outreach organization. "We‘re 

either going to pay for them in prison, or we‘re going to pay for 

them for the hospitalization of the injuries. All of those costs get 

passed on to us." 

But the injured are not always the ones committing crimes. 

The thousands of gun-violence victims across Ohio include 

people like 26-year-old Alix Reese, whose spine was severed by 

a bullet when she slowed for a speed bump while driving in 

Columbus and got caught in a gang shootout that remains 

unsolved. 

"This really opened my eyes to how much things like that 

happen in Columbus every day," she said. "Not all the shootings 

are gang-on-gang violence. Innocent people get hurt, too." 

Such crimes have prompted Deanna Wilkinson, an Ohio State 

University associate professor who studies youth violence, to 

seek a federal grant to start a Columbus version of the CeaseFire 

gun violence reduction program, which uses former offenders to 

help keep conflicts from escalating into violence. 

"This exposure (to gun violence), whether you‘re involved or 

not involved, it‘s having a negative impact on the quality of life 

for the whole entire city," Wilkinson said. 

Columbus public safety director Mitchell Brown said he 

supports the proposal. 

"We‘ve got to try something different," Brown said. "We 

can‘t have police officers on every corner. We all know that. It‘s 

a societal issue." 

http://www.bostonherald.com/news/national/midwest/view/2

0110529ohio_gun_violence_costs_lives_millions_of_dollars/srv

c=home&position=recent 

 

11-05-28 Some gun permit holders will receive small 

refund 

WILKES-BARRE - Luzerne County Sheriff John Gilligan 

has approved refunds to residents who paid $31 for a permit to 

carry a concealed gun after the fee dropped to $20 on May 10. 

Gilligan reduced the cost of the permit after learning the 

office was overcharging by $6 and can no longer impose a $5 

surcharge to fund a statewide initiative on license technology. 

Payment to apply for the gun permit is made by certified check 

or money order. 

The state has implemented uniform standards on issuing gun 

permit licenses. Gilligan said he changed the permit fee after 

receiving an email from the Pennsylvania Sheriffs' Association, 

informing him the fee should be $20. 

Controller Walter L. Griffith Jr. said his office has received 

about 20 requests to issue an $11 refund payment to applicants 

for gun permits. Refunds will be given to people who applied 

after the fee change went into effect on May 10, Gilligan said. 

Gilligan said the permit fee was $31 when he became sheriff 

last year and did not know why the office was charging that 

amount or for how long. 

The state authorized an additional $5 surcharge for gun 

permits in 2007, and authorization for it expired May 9. Money 

from the $5 surcharge went to the Pennsylvania Commission on 

Crime and Delinquency, which then distributed grants to 

counties to purchase new equipment to produce uniform licenses 

across the state. 

This year's county budget includes $72,000 in revenue from 

the permit fee. The county now will keep $6 less for each permit 

issued. The sheriff's office issues about 240 permits a month, so 

the county could lose $1,440 a month in revenue. 

Records show more than 26,000 people in Luzerne County 

have permits to carry concealed guns, which officials say allow 

them to carry their firearms concealed at most places open to the 

public, with some exceptions, such as court buildings, schools, 

prisons, casinos and airports. 

Gilligan became sheriff last June to fill a vacancy left when 

Michael Savokinas resigned as sheriff in 2009. Former Gov. Ed 

Rendell nominated Gilligan, and the state Senate confirmed the 

appointment 

http://www2.timesdispatch.com/news/state-news/2011/may/29/tdmain01-justifiable-killings-rise-in-virginia-and-ar-1071536/
http://www2.timesdispatch.com/news/state-news/2011/may/29/tdmain01-justifiable-killings-rise-in-virginia-and-ar-1071536/
http://www2.timesdispatch.com/news/state-news/2011/may/29/tdmain01-justifiable-killings-rise-in-virginia-and-ar-1071536/
http://www.bostonherald.com/news/national/midwest/view/20110529ohio_gun_violence_costs_lives_millions_of_dollars/srvc=home&position=recent
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http://citizensvoice.com/news/some-gun-permit-holders-will-

receive-small-refund-1.1153556#ixzz1O7qNb8Q7 

 

11-05-27 Will gun owner apathy enable ATF’s 

‘emergency’ long gun registration scheme? 

The comment period for the ATF‘s proposed ―temporary,‖ 

emergency regulation requiring firearms dealers to file reports 

every time someone purchases more than one semi-auto long gun 

was reopened, but that comment period closes this Tuesday, May 

31. 

They share some disturbing, inexcusable news: 

During the last comment period on this gun owners were 

outnumbered by the prohibitionists. That should NEVER 

happen! We outnumber them 10 to one and our response to 

outrageous proposals like this should reflect that numbers 

advantage. 

―Profiles in apathy.‖  You know, inaction by gun owners that 

enables ―gun control," derails valiant efforts and disheartens 

those who continually find themselves carrying an inordinate 

share of the burden? 

Those who‘ve done nothing to date: What excuse do you 

have? 

Particularly in light of this reminder: 

The ATF claims the reporting is necessary to combat the flow 

of firearms across the border into Mexico, but in light of the 

―Gunwalker‖ scandal currently being investigated in Congress 

and by the Justice Department Inspector General‘s office, it looks 

like ATF is the problem, not the solution. 

Read the rest of Knox‘s analysis, but don‘t stop there.  Use 

his sample comment or create one of your own, and send it in. 

Now. And copy your senators and representatives. Now. 

Here: 

oira_submission@omb.eop.gov 

Here: 

http://www.senate.gov/ 

Here: 

http://www.house.gov/ 

Could it possibly be made any easier? 

And then tell every one of your gun-owning friends.  And 

bug the hell out of them to follow suit. 

Or do nothing, and embolden and enable the opposition.  It‘s 

up to you. 

UPDATE: I am advised the antis got that superior ratio by 

using an automated form emailer.  Activists on our side are 

fighting fire with fire and could not have made things any easier 

for us. 

http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/will-gun-

owner-apathy-enable-atf-s-emergency-long-gun-registration-

scheme#ixzz1OhBZP7S3 

 

11-05-27 Pima County SWAT: Guerena wearing ‘boxer 

briefs’ when shot 

Are these indications of cover-up, or just poor reporting? 

Earlier this week, Pima County Sheriff‘s Department 

acknowledged a SWAT raid where Tucson resident Jose Guerena 

was shot and killed during a multi-residence search warrant 

executed for an alleged home invasion ring. 

Sergeant Bob Krygier, SWAT supervisor, said no SWAT 

entered the house, but that shooting commenced ―about two or 

three seconds‖ after breaching the front door. [Page 3, line 39 of 

PDF document] Officers didn‘t enter Guerena‘s house until after 

sending in a robot to determine he was dead. 

Reportedly, ―about $100,000 in cash, marijuana and firearms 

were seized that morning from the four homes that were 

searched‖ that day. 

However, in Guerena‘s house, they recovered ―a Colt .38-

caliber handgun, paperwork, tax returns, insurance papers, bank 

statements and a bank card.‖ There‘s no indication if these 

documents were Guerena‘s or a robbery victim‘s. 

Krygier says they also found body armor [page 9, line 4] and 

―an AR15 type rifle.‖ [Page 8, line 32] Owning body armor is 

legal in Arizona. 

When asked what Guerena was wearing when SWAT fired 

―80 to 100 rounds‖ [page 4, line 6] into the house, Krygier said: 

―he basically had a pair of boxer briefs on and that was it.‖ [Page 

9, line 13] 

Earlier, the Sheriff‘s Department claimed to have found ―a 

portion of a law-enforcement uniform inside the house.‖ 

Krygier testified there was ―a US Border Patrol hat in the 

garage.‖ [Page 9, line 8] 

You can buy Border Patrol hats at Amazon. 

The Sheriff‘s Department ―determined that Guerena did not 

fire at officers.‖ 

http://pajamasmedia.com/tatler/2011/05/27/pima-county-

swat-guerena-wearing-%E2%80%98boxer-briefs-when-shot/ 

 

11-05-27 Guns don’t belong in public places 

As I entered Walmart, I heard a man say to the greeter that 

his gun, holstered on his side, always sets off the alarm. She 

asked, ―Why are you carrying a gun?‖  

He responded, ―I love my family and will do anything to 

protect them.‖  

I was shocked and quickly hurried my daughter farther into 

the store, watched the man leave and went to see the 

management. I love my family and will protect them.  

Civilians carrying handguns in public endanger my family. Is 

he the next Jared Loughner? Was this Arizona all over again?  

Handguns have no place in a public setting. I acknowledge 

the Second Amendment and the right to own a gun, but I also 

have rights. If you want to strap on your six shooter and wander 

around your house like Sheriff Dillon, feel free, but not in public.  

Gun ownership demands responsibility and reasonableness. 

This man was neither; he was a threat.  

http://www.centredaily.com/2011/05/27/2740306/guns-dont-

belong-in-public-places.html#ixzz1OhUjbymL 

 

11-05-27 NRA Sells Out Second Amendment on Patriot 

Act 

The NRA sold out the Second Amendment during the Patriot 

Act fight, criticizing Senator Rand Paul's amendment to exempt 

gun purchases from search provisions of the Patriot Act in e-

mails to Congress while sitting on information showing the need 

for Paul's amendment. The information shows that the FBI and 

the federal government's Joint Terrorism Task Force have 

already begun trolling the records of law-abiding gun owners, 

using the excuse of terrorism surveillance. 

The NRA published information May 27 — the day after the 

vote — indicating that Rand Paul (R-Ky.) was right in warning 

that Patriot Act provisions threatened law-abiding gun owners. In 

fact, the NRA proved that Patriot Act surveillance of law-abiding 

gun owners as terrorists was already occurring. 

http://citizensvoice.com/news/some-gun-permit-holders-will-receive-small-refund-1.1153556#ixzz1O7qNb8Q7
http://citizensvoice.com/news/some-gun-permit-holders-will-receive-small-refund-1.1153556#ixzz1O7qNb8Q7
mailto:oira_submission@omb.eop.gov
http://www.senate.gov/
http://www.house.gov/
http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/will-gun-owner-apathy-enable-atf-s-emergency-long-gun-registration-scheme#ixzz1OhBZP7S3
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The NRA sent at least two e-mails to Congress during the 

Patriot Act debate this week calling Rand Paul's amendment to 

exempt gun purchases from the provisions of the Patriot Act a 

"poorly drafted amendment" and stating that "the NRA could not 

support this." The Senate rejected the Paul amendment by an 85-

10 vote May 26. And the NRA e-mail, according to Reason 

magazine, claimed: 

There have been no reports of the current PATRIOT Act 

being abused with respect to firearms records, however 

supporters suggested a far-fetched scenario in which every 

firearms sales record in the country — tens or hundreds of 

millions of documents dating back to 1968 — could be sought. 

Again, we nor anyone else is aware of any case in which this 

authority has been used to abuse gun owners. (In fact, published 

reports indicate that few of these orders are ever sought for any 

reason.) 

Senate leadership may have relied upon the NRA's advice, 

according to Redstate.com, citing a letter from Senate Minority 

Whip Jon Kyl that echoed the NRA letter: "it is extremely 

unlikely that this authority will ever be used to harass lawful gun 

owners." 

But on May 27, the very day after the Paul Amendment vote, 

the NRA's own Institute for Legislative Analysis released a press 

release that proved Senator Paul's warnings prescient. The 

NRA/ILA claimed: 

Since the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosives is responsible for enforcing federal gun laws, dealers 

and other federal firearm licensees typically contact that agency 

(or state or local police) when they encounter suspicious 

customers. So, it raised eyebrows when the FBI began circulating 

flyers in gun shops and ranges, encouraging owners of those 

businesses to report suspicious customers to ―your local Joint 

Terrorism Task Force‖ instead. The flyers first appeared in 

Connecticut, with a revised version appearing more recently in 

Utah. 

But the flyers, which the NRA had received from gun shops 

and gun ranges in the Salt Lake City, Utah and New Haven, 

Connecticut, areas, contained demands that gun clubs and 

gun shops submit law-abiding gun owners information to the 

federal government. The flyers demanded that gun information 

be proffered up to the FBI's Terrorism Joint Task Force if a gun 

buyer had an "altered appearance from visit to visit (beard 

shaved off, hair color changed, etc.)" or "insists upon paying 

with cash" or had made "racist" or "extreme religious statements" 

or issued "vague or cryptic warnings." 

In short, if an American buys a gun and gets a haircut, dyes 

his gray hair, or shaves his beard, his gun records will be sent to 

the FBI's Joint Terrorist Task Force for a terrorism investigation. 

Other "suspicious" activities also raise questions: If a person says 

homosexuality is a sin, is that an extreme religious statement that 

would lead to the FBI investigating him as a terrorist? If a person 

is against affirmative action, is that a racist sentiment that fingers 

him as a terrorist? 

The FBI flyer was clear that the fact that the gun buyer was 

an innocent, law-abiding citizen was no excuse for a gun shop 

not to send the gun records to the FBI: "Some of the activities, 

taken individually, could be innocent and must be examined by 

law enforcement professionals," the flyer demanded. 

Investigating law-abiding gun owners as terrorists may be 

just what President Obama reportedly told Jim and Sarah Brady 

back on March 30. "I just want you to know that we are working 

on it," Brady recalled Obama telling the anti-Second Amendment 

activist organization. "We have to go through a few processes, 

but under the radar." 

While the NRA did not say when it obtained information 

about the FBI/Joint Terrorism Task Force flyers sent to gun 

shops, the phrasing on the press release does suggest they 

possessed them before the Patriot Act vote: "The flyers first 

appeared in Connecticut, with a revised version appearing more 

recently in Utah." 

By way of contrast, Gun Owners of America enthusiastically 

supported the Paul Amendment: "Without Paul‘s exemption, it is 

possible that the BATFE could go to a secret (FISA) court, and, 

in a one-party (ex parte) proceeding, obtain an order to produce 

every 4473 in the country, ostensibly because a 'terrorism 

investigation' requires it. If such an action were taken, the 

government would have a list of every gun buyer in the country 

going back decades." 

http://www.thenewamerican.com/usnews/politics/7662-nra-

sells-out-second-amendment-on-patriot-act 

 

11-05-26 Oklahoma Gov. Mary Fallin signs CareerTech 

gun bill  

The measure requires guns to be kept secured in vehicles on 

technology center parking lots. Persons must have a concealed-

carry permit.  

Despite objections from the director of the CareerTech 

system, Gov. Mary Fallin signed a bill Wednesday that allows 

students, teachers and visitors with a valid concealed-carry 

permit to store a handgun in their vehicles on the technology 

center's parking lots. 

House Bill 1652 takes effect Nov. 1. 

The provisions in the bill are similar to existing law covering 

colleges and universities.  

Gun owners who have concealed-carry permits must leave 

their handguns secured in their vehicles on college and university 

parking lots; written permission from the college or university 

president is required for the gun owner to carry the gun on 

campus. 

A CareerTech administrator would have to give similar 

written permission before the gun owner could carry the gun on 

other parts of the campus. 

HB 1652 easily won passage in both the House of 

Representatives and the Senate.  

It passed the House, 75-5, and the Senate, 35-12. A similar 

bill last year died in the House. 

―I believe, as does our Legislature, that it is reasonable to 

allow a gun owner with a concealed-weapons permit to leave his 

or her gun locked in the car while visiting a career technology 

center,‖ Fallin said. 

―Permit holders already have that right at most locations in 

Oklahoma.  

―This is a logical policy for those who support Second 

Amendment rights, as I do,‖ she said. 

CareerTech Director Phil Berkenbile said allowing guns on 

campus will not help provide a safe and secure environment. The 

CareerTech system provides education and training for adults 

and high school students, he said. 

―I'm disappointed this is being signed into law,‖ Berkenbile 

said. ―This does nothing to improve education in our state.‖ 

Pat McGregor, executive director of the Oklahoma 

Association of CareerTech Education, said all 29 CareerTech 

http://www.thenewamerican.com/usnews/politics/7662-nra-sells-out-second-amendment-on-patriot-act
http://www.thenewamerican.com/usnews/politics/7662-nra-sells-out-second-amendment-on-patriot-act
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superintendents are against the measure. The main concern is 

safety of students on CareerTech's 54 campuses, he said. 

During a House committee debate on the bill earlier this 

month, Rep. Fred Jordan, R-Jenks, argued for changing the bill 

so that each CareerTech superintendent could decide whether to 

allow guns on campus. He said he is concerned that many of the 

students are high school students. 

―This bill is about allowing weapons to be brought on what is 

essentially ... a high school campus,‖ Jordan said. 

Rep. George Faught, R-Muskogee, who supported the 

measure, said Oklahomans who have concealed gun permits are 

authorized by the state to carry the weapons, but commit a crime 

when they leave their gun inside their vehicle on a CareerTech 

campus. 

―It's reasonable that you should be able to carry that weapon 

on your property,‖ he said. ―That vehicle is your property.‖ 

http://newsok.com/gov.-mary-fallin-signs-careertech-gun-

bill/article/3571341#ixzz1O3LBirPk 

 

11-05-26 FBI Stats: More Guns, Less Crime? 

There‘s something strange going on in America. The FBI‘s 

2010 Preliminary Annual Uniform Crime Report tells of a a 5.5 

percent drop in violent crime and a 2.8 percent decline in 

property crime. [NSF bullet points after the jump.] With the 

economy in the tank, you‘d think that crime would be on the 

upswing. Well, you might, if you were one of those Patrick 

Kennedy-types who blames bad behavior on society. 

You know: less opportunity to succeed through gainful 

employment, more desire to take what ain‘t yours. Gun rights 

supporters reckon the falling crime rate is down to surging 

firearms sales. You know: deterrence by Ruger. Me, I‘m going 

with technology . . . 

Smart phones help catch dumb people. And maybe the wired 

world decreases the rage and frustration that under and 

unemployed folk feel when they‘re disconnected from their 

fellow man. Nah. I‘m sticking with techno-busts. Or something. 

But rising gun sales? As much as I‘d like to believe it, I‘m 

not feeling it. Connecting the two trends is false synchronicity, 

which is nowhere near as good as what the Police did. 

Violent Crime 

In 2010, all four of the violent crime offense categories—

murder and non-negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, 

and aggravated assault—declined nationwide compared with data 

from 2009. Murder and non-negligent manslaughter declined 4.4 

percent, forcible rape decreased 4.2 percent, robbery declined 9.5 

percent, and aggravated assault was down 3.6 percent. 

Violent crime declined in all city groups. Cities with 

populations of 250,000 to 499,999 saw the greatest decline in 

violent crime (6.9 percent). Violent crime in non-metropolitan 

counties decreased 6.4 percent, and in metropolitan counties, it 

declined 6.0 percent. 

Murder and non-negligent manslaughter offenses dropped 

25.2 percent in the nation‘s smallest cities (under 10,000 in 

population). However, in cities with populations of 250,000 to 

499,999, murder and non-negligent manslaughter offenses 

increased 3.0 percent. 

All city and county groupings experienced a decline in 

forcible rapes except in cities with 500,000 to 999,999 

inhabitants, which showed the only rise in forcible rapes (1.9 

percent). 

Robbery offenses decreased in all city and county groupings, 

with the largest decrease (10.9 percent) reported in cities with 

500,000 to 999,999 inhabitants. 

Aggravated assaults decreased in all city groups. Cities with 

250,000 to 499,999 inhabitants experienced the greatest decrease 

(5.5 percent). Aggravated assaults declined in both county 

groups, with the largest decrease (5.8 percent) reported in non-

metropolitan counties. 

Violent crime decreased in all four regions of the country in 

2010. There was a 7.5 percent decrease in violent crime in the 

South, a 5.9 decline in the Midwest, a 5.8 percent decrease in the 

West, and a 0.4 percent decline in the Northeast. 

http://thetruthaboutguns.com/2011/05/robert-farago/fbi-stats-

more-guns-less-crime/ 

 

11-05-25 Megan's Flaw: When a Sexual Predator Isn't 

One in the Eyes of the Law 

Two and a half years after Derrick Cook almost killed 

Katrina Mansfield, she sits quietly in a courtroom, alone, 

awaiting what the justice system considers fair trade for what she 

calls her life sentence. 

Mansfield, 47, knew the then-15-year-old Cook from the 

neighborhood and had hired him to do odd jobs. So when Cook 

knocked on her door on Nov. 23, 2008, and told her that he was 

locked out, Mansfield let ―the kid‖ she knew into her house. He 

told her he had a headache. She turned to get him a glass of water 

and Tylenol when she felt the first blow. 

He grabbed a knife and stabbed her over and over, leaving a 

four-inch exit wound in the back of her neck. He hit her face so 

hard that shards of her skull pierced her eyes. He broke her neck 

and sexually assaulted her. 

Here‘s what Mansfield had no way of knowing: Earlier that 

same year, Cook was arrested for possession of a firearm. Then, 

on Aug. 11, 2008, Cook grabbed a 23-year-old woman walking 

near the 800 block of Orkney Street, dragged her into a nearby 

lot, raped her multiple times at gunpoint and slammed her skull 

and face against jagged rocks. On Sept. 18, he attacked another 

woman walking on Girard Avenue—she escaped—and Cook 

was arrested as a juvenile for indecent exposure, open lewdness 

and harassment and given an electronic monitoring bracelet. A 

month later, he strategically cut it off before showing up at 

Mansfield‘s house to attack her. 

Derrick Cook‘s rampage was stopped only because Mansfield 

(barely) survived. DNA linked him to the first victim. He pleaded 

guilty to both attacks. 

Though technically tried as an adult, Cook‘s sentence—20 to 

45 years—reflects the court‘s view of him as a minor. At 

sentencing, Judge Benjamin Lerner even addressed his lack of 

parental guidance. 

After being told Cook‘s guilty plea ―spared her the pain‖ of a 

trial, Mansfield isn‘t so sure the reduced charges and sentence 

was worth it. 

―I was dismayed when Judge Lerner sentenced Derrick Cook, 

who brutally ... attacked me in my home and left me for dead,‖ 

Mansfield says. ―It includes jail time for his crimes against me 

and [the first] victim. Rather than punish Cook for each attack, 

most of his sentences will be served concurrently. Kind of like a 

two-for-one deal.‖ 

Though sex offenders usually serve more than their minimum 

sentence, Mansfield has doubts. 

http://newsok.com/gov.-mary-fallin-signs-careertech-gun-bill/article/3571341#ixzz1O3LBirPk
http://newsok.com/gov.-mary-fallin-signs-careertech-gun-bill/article/3571341#ixzz1O3LBirPk
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―He will always be seen as a 15-year-old offender,‖ she says. 

―In sentencing he was seen as such and God knows what‘s going 

to happen in 20 years when we still have [prison] overcrowding 

and someone will say, ‗Oh, he was 15.‘‖ 

In all, counting time served, Cook could be released 17 and a 

half years from now, a free man at 35 years old—making 

classification as a ―sexually violent predator‖ (SVP) under 

Megan‘s Law the last resort at shielding society from further 

damage. 

Offenders classified as SVPs must register their address with 

state police every three months; communities are notified when a 

sexually violent predator moves in next door. SVP status also 

mandates psychological counseling for the offender. 

While every other level in Megan‘s Law tiered classification 

system is automatic and based on conviction, SVP status can 

only be applied to a convict after a special hearing. 

By any reasonable definition, Cook is a violent sexual 

predator—except, after a drawn-out and botched hearing to 

determine the status, in the eyes of the law. 

According to the Pennsylvania code, ―A sexually violent 

predator is a person who is convicted of a sexually violent 

offense and is determined to be a sexually violent predator due to 

a mental abnormality or personality disorder that makes the 

person likely to engage in predatory sexually violent offenses.‖ 

Dr. Barry Zakireh is a member of the Sexual Offenders 

Assessment Board and director of the adult offender and forensic 

program at the Joseph J. Peters Institute in Center City. Under 

the Megan‘s Law statute, he was assigned to evaluate Cook. 

According to court documents, ―Dr. Zakerih found the 

defendant‘s behavior to fit diagnostic criteria for the mental 

abnormality Paraphilia NOS [Not Otherwise Specified] with the 

particular stimuli being nonconsenting persons.‖ 

The phrase mental abnormality is key—evidently, actually 

committing predatory sexually violent acts is not enough for 

classification. Instead of relying on facts and behavior, the 

burden is on the prosecution to diagnostically ―prove‖ a mental 

abnormality or personality disorder. Zakireh argued Cook was a 

SVP; the defense‘s hired-gun expert argued he couldn‘t be sure. 

―The Court found that the Commonwealth failed to show by 

clear and convincing evidence that the defendant had a mental 

abnormality.‖ 

Mansfield was pissed. ―It‘s psychobabble,‖ she says. ―The 

are trying to split hairs and labels on something that is not very 

easily quantifiable.‖ 

Mansfield‘s lawyer, Assistant District Attorney Namratha 

Ravikant, formally requested that the court reconsider the 

verdict. A new hearing was granted and scheduled for Oct. 1, 

2010. In the interim, Cook‘s sentence was vacated pending the 

result of the new SVP hearing. 

Zakireh arrived in the courtroom that October morning, files 

in hand, seemingly ready to testify once again that Cook should 

be classified as an SVP. But the video equipment wasn‘t working 

properly and the hearing was postponed, then postponed twice 

more due to Zakireh calling out with conflicting appointments 

and/or medical problems. The last hearing was rescheduled for 

May 13. 

But about a week before the hearing, out of the blue, Zakireh 

called Ravikant and told her that he could no longer support his 

diagnosis. Ravikant was shocked. 

―The expert had not informed the Commonwealth prior to … 

the hearing that he could no longer support the diagnosis and 

appeared ready to testify,‖ she says. 

Zakireh‘s withdrawal of support means the case is over. In 

the eyes of the law, Cook will not be classified as a sexually 

violent predator and as a result Northern Liberties—or whatever 

neighborhood he decides to move to upon his release—will not 

be notified if Cook moves in, even though the prosecution argued 

that Cook displayed ―at least 14 applicable risk factors for sexual 

reoffending.‖ 

―It‘s so galling,‖ says Mansfield, who called Zakireh and 

asked for an explanation. ―He said to me that my own testimony 

worked against me.‖ She says he told her that he didn‘t think 

Cook met the criteria of having a sexual disorder. 

Aside from the fact that Cook is obviously sexually violent 

and obviously a predator, the diagnostic criteria plays out as a 

high-stakes forensic chess game. And something else doesn‘t add 

up: If the reason Zakireh withdrew his support for his own 

diagnosis was, as Mansfield says he told her, rooted in a detail of 

her original testimony, then how could he have shown up ready 

to testify for Cook‘s classification as an SVP at the 

reconsideration hearing in October? Did he get new information 

that changed his mind (that the prosecution isn‘t aware of) some 

time after October? Would Cook be classified a SVP if the 

October hearing was not postponed? No one seems to know. 

―I don‘t think he realizes the impact that his words had,‖ says 

Mansfield. ―We were really worked over. Violence is there, and 

[Cook] wanted sex, so what‘s the disconnect?‖ 

Zakireh did not return requests for comment. 

With the SVP status dead in the water, the final leg of 

Mansfield‘s legal journey is the re-sentencing of Cook. 

In the courtroom, a flat-screen television blinks to life and 

Cook‘s face appears, piped in via video feed from a cell in SCI-

Pine Grove. His back is slumped against a cinderblock wall, and 

he dons sunglasses. 

Sitting alone, Mansfield stares at Cook through the double 

vision she will suffer the rest of her life as a result of his attack. 

―Due to the injuries Cook inflicted on me, I am in constant 

pain ... The insecurity of living as a disabled person receiving a 

tiny monthly check is scary,‖ says Mansfield, who worked as a 

graphic designer before the attack. 

Lerner announces that the new sentence remains the same as 

the old sentence: 20 to 45 years. 

The only time Cook speaks is a few ―yups‖ and ―yes sirs‖ in 

response to Lerner. The hearing is over within minutes. 

―Now that the doctor has ended our chance at winning this 

small victory,‖ says Mansfield, ―I just feel more loss and 

anxiety.‖ 

With good reason: Because of the failure of the law, a future 

neighbor of Cook‘s will, just like Mansfield that morning in 

2008, have no reason to not open the door if he knocks. 

Mansfield will never completely recover from the assault. 

But now, after two and a half years of court dates, the legal battle 

is finally over. ―Gross,‖ says Mansfield, after the video feed 

shows Cook shuffling off back to his cell. She stands to go home. 

―No apology, no nothing.‖ 

http://www.philadelphiaweekly.com/news-and-

opinion/Megans-Flaw-When-a-Sexual-Predator-Isnt-One-in-the-

Eyes-of-the-Law.html 
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11-05-25 Hero Gets Fired for Using a Gun to Stop 

Robbery 

The police described it as an armed robbery and a hostage 

situation. Before dawn on Sunday, May, 8th, two robbers 

stormed into a Walgreens store wearing masks and gloves and 

carrying guns. Video cameras in the store on Napier Avenue in 

Benton Township, Michigan captured the whole event. 

Fortunately, though, Jeremy Hoven, a pharmacist and one of the 

employees in the store, had a permitted concealed handgun with 

him. Unfortunately, Walgreens fired Hoven for having a gun at 

work. 

Police Lt. Delmar Lange thought that Hoven had done the 

right thing firing shots and forcing the robbers to flee. ―[Hoven] 

could see the hostage situation developing. He could not retreat 

any farther. He was in the back room. If it was me, I would have 

done the same thing,‖ Lange told the Detroit Free-Press. Lange 

thought that the video cameras clearly showed that Hoven had no 

alternative. The robbers were ―very aggressive and very 

dangerous in what they did and how they did it.‖ 

At least one of the three other workers in the store was also 

convinced that Hoven did the right thing, sending Hoven a thank-

you card with a photograph of his four children. 

Other evidence also suggests that Hoven did ―the right thing.‖ 

The National Crime Victimization Survey shows that defending 

oneself with a gun is by far the safest course of action when one 

is confronted by a robber. For example, people who protect 

themselves with a gun are injured in robberies about 8 percent of 

the time, but those who behave passively are injured by the 

criminals 24 percent of the time, a three times higher rate. 

Yet, despite all the evidence about the benefits from owning 

guns for protection and the extremely law-abiding, problem free 

behavior of permit holders, the Federal OSHA regulations forbid 

employers letting employees carry guns with them in the 

workplace. The notion is that banning guns will prevent gun-

related workplace injuries, but gun bans don‘t work out as 

government regulators would like. Customers with permitted 

concealed handguns are allowed to take their guns with them into 

Walgreens, but when this crime occurred there weren‘t any 

customers in the store. Walgreens‘ policy means that the only 

people with guns inside of their stores might very well be 

criminals. 

Police have yet to catch the two robbers, but they believe that 

one of them was wounded by Hoven. Hopefully, the robber will 

be arrested when he shows up at a hospital for medical treatment. 

Hoven started working at Walgreens in 2006 and became the 

night shift pharmacist at the Napier Avenue store in 2007. The 

store was robbed by four men, one carrying a gun, in December 

2007. Despite numerous requests for improved security by the 

store‘s workers, Walgreens did change anything. Out of concern 

for his safety, Hoven got his concealed handgun permit in 

November 2008. 

Ultimately, the only way the employee gun ban will be fixed 

is if Federal OSHA policy is changed. Some states let employees 

keep guns locked in their cars in company parking lots. But 

simply letting Hoven keep his gun in his car obviously wouldn‘t 

have let him get to it in time. Hoven fired his gun only after one 

of the robbers jumped over the counter and confronted Hoven. 

The robber was only a few feet from Hoven. 

The police and Walgreen employees are glad that Hoven 

disobeyed the OSHA regulations. However, with President 

Obama running things, don‘t expect the OSHA regulations to 

change anytime soon. 

Those interested in letting Walgreens know that they were 

wrong to fire Hoven can email the company at 

consumerrelations.bb@walgreens.com. 

http://biggovernment.com/jlott/2011/05/25/hero-gets-fired-

for-using-a-gun-to-stop-robbery/ 

 

11-05-25 Walgreens fires Pharmacist who stopped armed 

robbery with his own firearm 

BENTON TOWNSHIP - A photograph of four children 

tucked in a thank-you card from a coworker reminds Jeremy 

Hoven he did the right thing. 

But doing "the right thing" cost the night shift pharmacist his 

job at the Walgreens drugstore at Napier Avenue and M-139. 

The national pharmacy chain fired Hoven on Monday, eight days 

after he fired his handgun to foil an armed robbery and a 

potentially deadly hostage situation at the store. 

"In my mind, I can look at myself in the mirror. I can lay my 

head down in bed and sleep. In my mind, I did what I had to do," 

said the 36-year-old Twin Cities-area resident. 

The two masked gunmen fled after Hoven fired three or four 

shots from his revolver during the 4:30 a.m. incident May 8, a 

Sunday. 

The card came from the family of a Walgreens manager who 

had been working that shift. Hoven, who spoke in measured, 

crisp tones, got a little emotional showing the card during an 

interview Tuesday at The Herald-Palladium. 

He carried the card in a three-ring binder of notes, memos 

and news clippings about the incident. 

Hoven's lawyer, Peter Kosick of St. Joseph, said he is studying 

whether to pursue a wrongful termination lawsuit. 

Berrien County Prosecutor Arthur Cotter said he reviewed 

police reports and store security video. He said Hoven did 

nothing criminal. 

"It's one of those difficult cases," Cotter said. "If you're 

Walgreens, what do you do? I'm sure their lawyers don't want 

people carrying guns in their store." 

Still, he said, Hoven may have saved lives. 

42 seconds 

Cotter said he would not release store video images until 

there are arrests. But accounts offered by Hoven, Cotter and 

Benton Township police appear consistent. 

The pharmacy is in the store's northwestern corner, and the 

main entrance is at the southeastern corner. The entrance is 

obscured from the pharmacy by shelves of merchandise. 

Hoven said the only other workers in the store were the 

cashier and two managers, who were working overlapping shifts. 

There were no customers in the store. 

Hoven said his first hint something was wrong was seeing a 

manager run into a storeroom on the building's west side. 

Seconds later he saw a man brandishing a handgun, guiding the 

second manager around the shelf at the northeast corner. 

"The first thing I tried to do was dial 911 but I couldn't get it 

done," Hoven said. "Within seconds he was over the counter. 

And I'm looking at the wrong end of a 9-millimeter (gun). He 

was holding it gangster-style" - sideways. 

The robber had jumped over the counter, leaving the manager 

in the aisle. The robber came within a few feet of Hoven. 

Hoven said the only thing behind the attacker was a cinder 

block wall. Thus he pulled his gun and fired three or four shots. 

http://biggovernment.com/jlott/2011/05/25/hero-gets-fired-for-using-a-gun-to-stop-robbery/consumerrelations.bb@walgreens.com
http://biggovernment.com/jlott/2011/05/25/hero-gets-fired-for-using-a-gun-to-stop-robbery/
http://biggovernment.com/jlott/2011/05/25/hero-gets-fired-for-using-a-gun-to-stop-robbery/
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"I was creating a safe zone for myself," he said. 

The attacker tried to fire back, but his gun either 

malfunctioned or the safety had been left on, Hoven said. 

The two gunmen ran out of the store. 

There have been no arrests in the case, and police suspect the 

one gunman was wounded. However, Hoven said there was no 

blood on the floor. 

Hoven said the drugstore cameras indicate 42 seconds 

elapsed from when the men entered and when they left. 

"I was reacting out of fear, and the adrenaline was taking 

over. ... You could have probably taken my pulse from my breath 

because my heart was beating that much," he said. 

Hoven said he handed over his gun and concealed weapons 

permit, a plastic-coated card, to the first police officer to arrive, a 

Berrien County Sheriff's deputy. Police are holding the gun 

pending further investigation. 

http://www.heraldpalladium.com/artic...ws/4820927.txt 

 

11-05-23 Bill To Allow Guns Inside Venues That Serve 

Alcohol, If Venue Agrees  

CINCINNATI -- An Ohio bill to allow concealed weapons in 

bars and other places that serve alcohol is close to becoming law.  

Gun rights advocates claim it's about time for the law to be 

passed while opponents are calling for more deliberation on the 

topic. 

The proposed legislation that could soon be on Gov. John 

Kasich's desk would allow people with concealed carry permits 

to bring their firearms to businesses with a Class C liquor license 

including bars, restaurants, nightclubs and stadiums.  

Businesses would have the final say as to whether guns 

would be allowed inside. 

"If you have someone who has gone through the massive 

amounts of background checks and never been in any kind of 

trouble in his life and gets the license and training to carry legally 

that man is not going to shoot anyone anywhere you drop him 

unless it's in self defense," said James Ross, of Target World.  

"Very reasonable people can make decisions that are not in 

everyone's best interest. I don't know when you mix those two 

concealed weapons and alcohol in a public place with a variety 

of people, I just don't think it's safe," gun owner Terrie Johnson 

said.  

The state House of Representatives and Senate passed two 

different versions of the concealed weapons bill.  

Lawmakers could decide as early as next week what version 

will make it to Kasich.  

The governor's spokesperson said Kasich is a gun owner 

himself and believes in the Second Amendment but has not taken 

a position on this bill and is looking forward to seeing the final 

language of the bill.  

http://www.wlwt.com/politics/27984948/detail.html#ixzz1NHUg

u5zX 

 

11-05-23  Firearms now permitted in Bucks Co parks 

Bucks County will no longer prohibit the carrying of firearms 

within its park system, thanks to an amendment passed last week 

by county commissioners. 

The county had to change its park regulations because state 

law prevents local governments from regulating the lawful 

possession of firearms, except for specific prohibitions, and 

parkland is not one of them, said Glenn Hains, Bucks County 

solicitor. 

The Pennsylvania Uniform Firearms Code, originally passed 

in 1995, states that "no county, municipality or township may in 

any manner regulate the lawful ownership, possession, transfer or 

transportation of firearms, ammunition or ammunition 

components when carried or transported for purposes not 

prohibited by the laws of this commonwealth." 

While it's now lawful to carry a gun in a county park, it is still 

unlawful to discharge the weapon there, according to a law 

enforcement official. 

Hains said the county decided to look into the park 

regulations after having received some complaints about the gun 

prohibitions. 

Ken Richmond of Northampton Township was one of the 

people who complained about the county's prohibition of 

firearms. 

Richmond said he was impressed with how promptly Bucks 

County responded to his concerns. 

"I'm happy that they have corrected this issue," he said. 

Richmond said the matter was brought to his attention when 

he passed a sign in Core Creek Park that mentioned that firearms 

were prohibited. He decided to contact the county about the 

issue. 

"It's not a question of whether it's right or wrong (to bring a 

gun into a county park)," he said. "It's a question of whether it's 

legal or illegal. They essentially overstepped their bounds when 

they enacted the ordinance." 

The county ordinance that prohibited guns in parks had been 

in effect for "at least 10 to 15 years, if not longer," according to 

Charley Martin, Bucks County commissioner. 

"Until somebody raised the issue, there was no reason to 

change the policy," he said. "Now that we were made aware, it's 

kind of hard not to follow state laws. Whether you agree with it 

or not is another issue, but you have to comply." 

Martin and Hains said that the signs in county parks will have 

to be altered to reflect the amendment. 

http://www.phillyburbs.com/news/local/the_intelligencer_ne

ws/firearms-now-permitted-in-parks/article_8c5a18e7-92e3-

5d05-ad1c-3f65bb68ba1f.html 

 

11-05-23 The Changing Face of the Police and the Death 

of the Fourth Amendment 

“Now, one of the most essential branches of English liberty is 

the freedom of one’s house. A man’s house is his castle; and 

while he is quiet, he is as well guarded as a prince in his castle. 

This writ, if it should be declared legal, would totally annihilate 

this privilege. Customhouse officers may enter our houses when 

they please; we are commanded to permit their entry. Their 

menial servants may enter, may break locks, bars, and everything 

in their way; and whether they break through malice or revenge, 

no man, no court can inquire. Bare suspicion without oath is 

sufficient.”--James Otis 

In early America, citizens were considered equals with law 

enforcement officials. Authorities were rarely permitted to enter 

one‘s home without permission or in a deceitful manner. And it 

was not uncommon for police officers to be held personally 

liable for trespass when they wrongfully invaded a citizen‘s 

home. Unlike today, early Americans could resist arrest when a 

police officer tried to restrain them without proper justification or 

a warrant--which the police had to allow citizens to read before 

arresting them. (Daring to dispute a warrant with a police official 

today who is armed with high-tech military weapons and tasers 

http://www.heraldpalladium.com/articles/2011/05/18/local_news/4820927.txt
http://www.wlwt.com/politics/27984948/detail.html#ixzz1NHUgu5zX
http://www.wlwt.com/politics/27984948/detail.html#ixzz1NHUgu5zX
http://www.phillyburbs.com/news/local/the_intelligencer_news/firearms-now-permitted-in-parks/article_8c5a18e7-92e3-5d05-ad1c-3f65bb68ba1f.html
http://www.phillyburbs.com/news/local/the_intelligencer_news/firearms-now-permitted-in-parks/article_8c5a18e7-92e3-5d05-ad1c-3f65bb68ba1f.html
http://www.phillyburbs.com/news/local/the_intelligencer_news/firearms-now-permitted-in-parks/article_8c5a18e7-92e3-5d05-ad1c-3f65bb68ba1f.html
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would be nothing short of suicidal.) This clear demand for a right 

to privacy was not a byproduct of simpler times. Much like 

today, early Americans dealt with problems such as petty 

thievery, murder and attacks by foreign enemies. Rather, the 

demand for privacy stemmed from a harbored suspicion of law 

enforcement officials and the unbridled discretion they could 

abuse. 

The Fourth Amendment, which assures that ―the right of the 

people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 

against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be 

violated,‖ was included in the Bill of Rights in response to the 

oppressive way British soldiers treated American colonists 

through their use of ―Writs of Assistance.‖ These were court 

orders that authorized British agents to conduct general searches 

of premises for contraband. The exact nature of the materials 

being sought did not have to be detailed, nor did their locations. 

The powerful new court orders enabled government officials to 

inspect not only shops and warehouses, but also private homes. 

These searches resulted in the violation of many of the colonists‘ 

rights and the destruction of much of the colonists‘ personal 

property. It quickly became apparent to many colonists that their 

homes were no longer their castles. 

Revolutionary patriot James Otis was Advocate-General 

when the legality of these warrants came under question by the 

colonists. Called upon to defend that legality, he promptly 

resigned his office. After living through an age of oppressive 

policies under the British empire, those of the founding 

generation, such as Otis, wanted to ensure that Americans would 

never have to face intrusive government measures again.  

Fast forward 250 years and we seem to be right back where 

we started, living in an era of oppressive government policies 

and a militarized police whose unauthorized, forceful intrusions 

into our homes and our lives have been increasingly condoned by 

the courts. In fact, although the Fourth Amendment‘s protections 

against unreasonable searches and seizures go far beyond an 

actual police search of your home, as I detail in my commentary, 

―Renewing the Patriot Act: Who Will Protect Us from Our 

Government?‖ the passage of the USA Patriot Act opened the 

door to other kinds of invasions, especially unwarranted 

electronic intrusions into your most personal and private 

transactions, including phone, mail, computer and medical 

records. When added to this list of abuses, two recent court 

decisions--one from the U.S. Supreme Court and the other from 

the Indiana Supreme Court--both handed down in the same week, 

sound the death knell for our Fourth Amendment rights.  

In an 8-1 ruling in Kentucky v. King, the U.S. Supreme Court 

effectively decimated the Fourth Amendment by giving police 

more leeway to break into homes or apartments without a 

warrant when in search of illegal drugs which they suspect might 

be destroyed if notice were given. In this particular case, police 

officers in pursuit of a suspect they had seen engage in a drug 

deal in a parking lot followed him into an apartment complex. 

Once there, the police followed the smell of burning marijuana to 

an apartment where, after knocking and announcing themselves, 

they promptly kicked the door in--allegedly on the pretext that 

evidence of drugs might be destroyed.  

Despite the fact that it turned out to be the wrong suspect, the 

wrong apartment and a violation of every tenet that stands 

between us and a police state, the Court sanctioned the 

warrantless raid, saying that police had acted lawfully and that 

was all that mattered. Yet as Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg, the 

lone voice of dissent among the justices, remarked, ―How 

‗secure‘ do our homes remain if police, armed with no warrant, 

can pound on doors at will and ... forcibly enter?‖ 

In the second case, the Indiana Supreme Court actually 

stepped beyond the constitutional parameters of the case before 

them to broadly rule in Barnes v. State that people don‘t have the 

right to resist police officers who enter their homes illegally. The 

court rationalized their 3-2 ruling legitimizing any unlawful 

police entry into a home as a ―public policy‖ decision. On its 

face, the case itself is relatively straightforward: An Indiana 

woman called 911 during an argument with her husband. When 

the police arrived, the man blocked and then shoved an officer 

who tried to enter his home without a warrant. Despite the fact 

that the wife told police her husband hadn‘t hit her, the man was 

shocked with a stun gun and arrested. Insisting that it would be 

safer for all concerned to let police proceed even with an illegal 

action and sort it out later in court with a civil lawsuit, the court 

held that residents can‘t resist police who enter their home--

whatever the reason. The problem, of course, is that anything 

short of complete and utter acquiescence and compliance 

constitutes resistance. Thus, even the supposedly protected act of 

free speech--a simple ―Wait, this is my home. What‘s this 

about?‖--constitutes resistance. 

Many are understandably up in arms about these decisions, 

but the courts are not really introducing anything new into our 

lives--they are merely reflecting and reinforcing the reality of the 

age in which we live, and that is one in which the citizen is 

subordinate to government and what the ―state‖--be it the police, 

the schools or local or federal agents--says goes.  

While the courts have been guilty of reinforcing this 

paradigm of abject compliance to the state, it is also being taught 

in the schools, through zero tolerance policies that punish all 

offenses equally and result in young people being expelled for 

childish behavior. School districts are increasingly teaming with 

law enforcement to create what some are calling the 

―schoolhouse to jailhouse track‖ by imposing a ―double dose‖ of 

punishment: suspension or expulsion from school, accompanied 

by an arrest by the police and a trip to juvenile court. In this way, 

having failed to learn much in the way of civic education and/or 

the Bill of Rights while in school, young people are being 

browbeaten into believing that they have no true rights and 

government authorities have total power and can violate 

constitutional rights whenever they see fit. 

Indeed, the average citizen really is helpless in the face of 

police equipped with an array of weapons, including tasers, etc. 

The increasing militarization of the police, the use of 

sophisticated weaponry against Americans and the government‘s 

increasing tendency to employ military personnel domestically 

have taken a toll on more than just our freedoms. They have 

seeped into our subconscious awareness of life as we know it and 

colored our very understanding of freedom, justice and 

democracy.  

The role of law enforcement, especially local police officers, 

has drastically changed from when I was a child in the 1950s. 

The friendly local sheriff in The Andy Griffith Show has been 

shelved for the federal gun-toting terrorist killers in popular 

television shows and movies. Some might insist that the new face 

of law enforcement is warranted as a sign of the times in which 

we live. Whereas we once feared nuclear attack by Communist 

Russia, we now fear each other and the predators that lurk in our 

midst--serial killers, drug pushers, home-grown and imported 
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terrorists, sexual perverts who prey on small children, the list 

goes on. One thing is undeniable: armed police officers have 

become a force to be reckoned with. And it‘s not just local law 

enforcement. As the federalization of law enforcement continues 

to grow, more and more federal agents are armed. In fact, federal 

agencies employ more than 100,000 full-time personnel 

authorized to make arrests and carry firearms. 

Yet federal agencies such as the FBI are only a small portion 

of the armed federal personnel. It seems as if almost everyone--

from postal agents, the Internal Revenue Service, the National 

Park Service and the Environmental Protection Agency to agents 

of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Army Corps of 

Engineers--is now carrying deadly weapons. For instance, in 

Virginia, game wardens have been renamed ―conservation police 

officers‖ in an effort to clarify their role as sworn law 

enforcement officers who are armed and able to make arrests. 

At all levels (federal, local and state), through the use of 

fusion centers, information sharing with the national intelligence 

agencies, and monetary grants for weapons and training, the 

government and the police have joined forces. In the process, the 

police have become a ―standing‖ or permanent army, one 

composed of full-time professional soldiers who do not disband, 

which is exactly what the Founders feared. Those who drafted 

the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights had an enormous distrust 

of permanent armies. They knew that despotic governments have 

used standing armies to control the people and impose tyranny. 

James Madison, in a speech before the Constitutional Convention 

in the summer of 1789, proclaimed: ―A standing military force, 

with an overgrown Executive will not long be safe companions 

to liberty. The means of defence against foreign danger, have 

been always the instruments of tyranny at home.‖ As predicted, 

these very same ―instruments of tyranny‖ are now often being 

used to wage war against the American people. Thus, it would 

seem that we have become the enemy. 

In appearance, weapons and attitude, local law enforcement 

agencies are increasingly being transformed into civilian 

branches of the military. One clear distinction between local 

police and military forces used to be the kinds of weapons at 

their disposal. With the advent of modern police weaponry, that 

is no longer the case. Americans would do well to remember that 

modern police weaponry was introduced with a government 

guarantee of safety for the citizens. Police tasers, stun guns and 

rubber bullets were brought into use by police departments 

across America supposedly because these ―non-lethal‖ weapons 

would be safe. But the ―non-lethal‖ label seems to have caused 

police to feel justified in using these dangerous instruments much 

more often and with less restraint--even against women and 

children, and with some even causing death. 

Tasers, stun guns and rubber bullets might very well seem 

relatively harmless in comparison to the arsenal of weapons now 

available to local law enforcement, especially paramilitary units 

like Special Weapons and Tactics, or SWAT, teams. Standard 

SWAT team weaponry includes battering rams, ballistic shields, 

―flashbang‖ grenades, smoke grenades, pepper spray and tear 

gas. Many squads are also ferried to raid sites by military-issue 

armored personnel carriers. Some units even have helicopters, 

while others boast grenade launchers, tanks (with and without 

gun turrets), rappelling equipment and bayonets. 

Then came the ―no-knock‖ raids. At first, no-knock raids 

were generally employed only in situations where innocent lives 

were determined to be at imminent risk. That changed in the 

early 1980s, when a dramatic and unsettling rise in the use of 

these paramilitary units in routine police work resulted in a 

militarization of American civilian law enforcement. The 

government‘s so-called ―war on drugs‖ also spurred a significant 

rise in the use of SWAT teams for raids. In some jurisdictions, 

drug warrants are only served by SWAT teams or similar 

paramilitary units and oftentimes are executed with forced, 

unannounced entry into the home. Approximately 40,000 ―no-

knock raids are carried out each year, usually conducted by 

teams of heavily armed paramilitary units dressed not as police 

officers but as soldiers prepared for war. But as one retired police 

officer warns: ―One tends to throw caution to the wind when 

wearing ‗commando-chic‘ regalia, a bulletproof vest with the 

word ‗POLICE‘ emblazoned on both sides, and when one is 

armed with high tech weaponry.‖ 

American society has changed. And with that change, the 

way the government views us, the way we view one another and 

the way we view and are viewed by law enforcement have 

undergone dramatic transformations. We have succeeded in 

forfeiting one of the principles that has been a hallmark of 

American democracy--the idea that every person is innocent until 

proven guilty. This is such a simple concept, yet it undergirds 

some of our Constitution‘s greatest protections, such as the right 

to an attorney and a fair hearing, protection from unreasonable 

searches and seizures and the right to privacy, among others.  

We have also witnessed a sea change in the way law 

enforcement views its role, from one that considered itself a 

servant to the people to one that sees itself as the long arm of an 

increasingly authoritarian government. Where law enforcement 

officials once looked to us as their employers, we now too often 

look to them as our wardens and jailers, as something to fear--a 

notion they encourage. This mindset has been displayed at 

SWAT team conventions held across the country. As one former 

police chief said about a convention he attended: ―Officers at the 

conference were wearing these very disturbing shirts. On the 

front, there were pictures of SWAT officers dressed in dark 

uniforms, wearing helmets, and holding submachine guns. Below 

was written: ‗We don‘t do drive-by shootings.‘ On the back, 

there was a picture of a demolished house. Below was written: 

‗We stop.‘‖ SWAT magazine also abounds in ads featuring 

soldiers in full military garb and features articles such as ―Polite, 

Professional, and Prepared to Kill.‖ 

Thus, where once there was a decided difference between the 

police and the military and their uses domestically, that line 

continues to be not only blurred but, when crossed, is actually 

sanctioned by the courts. But the fact remains that the American 

police force is not a branch of the military, nor is it a private 

security force for the reigning political faction. It is an 

aggregation of the countless local units that exist for a sole 

purpose: to serve and protect the citizens of each and every 

American community.  

The increasing militarization of the police did not occur 

suddenly, in a single precinct. Nor can it be traced back to a 

single leader or event. Rather, the pattern is so subtle that most 

American citizens have hardly been aware of it. Little by little, 

police authority has expanded, one weapon after another has 

been added to the police arsenal, and one exception after another 

has been made to the standards that have historically restrained 

police authority. Yet when analyzed as a whole, this trend toward 

militarization is undeniable, and when left unchecked, it amounts 

to nothing less than the end of American liberty. 
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http://www.rutherford.org/articles_db/commentary.asp?recor

d_id=712 

 

11-05-23 Securing a Campus – part two 

Omaha, NE – The January shooting at Millard South High 

School in Omaha was over in five minutes. In 2007, the mass 

shooting at Von Maur at Omaha‘s Westroads Mall was over in 

six minutes. But what would happen if an active shooter found 

his way onto the University of Nebraska-Omaha‘s campus? 

After receiving an emergency call, it takes campus security at 

UNO about three minutes on average to respond. It takes another 

five minutes for the Omaha Police to reach campus. That means, 

it could take up to eight minutes before armed officers made it to 

campus for an emergency call. Eight minutes is a long time.  

In eight minutes, shooting victim Vicki Kaspar had already 

been fatally shot, and the shooter was miles away from Millard 

South. In eight minutes, eight people had been killed at Von 

Maur, and the shooter had already taken his life. So what would 

happen if there was an active shooter on campus at UNO?  

Paul Kosel, the Manager of Campus Security at UNO said, 

―We‘d just become eyes and ears for the Omaha police who‘d be 

en route to campus. And once they got here, we‘d go ahead and 

let them start to do what they can do to take and resolve the 

situation.‖ 

Aaron Pembleton is the Education and Crime Prevention 

Officer at the University of Nebraska-Lincoln. Lincoln has sworn 

officers patrolling campus, whose average response time is two 

minutes. ―The first officers that are gonna get there, they‘re 

gonna try to go in and stop the situation as fast as they can,‖ said 

Pembleton.  

The police officers on Lincoln‘s campus go through active 

shooter training once a year which is specifically designed to 

deal with these situations, as well as training to properly handle a 

firearm, which all officers carry. UNO‘s campus security training 

in different. 

Pembleton said, ―We also do training in a self defense 

method, called PPCT, pressure point control tactics. And that‘s a 

thing that the officers can use to take and help and protect 

themselves or others if somebody is kind of violent or out of 

control.‖ 

So why does UNL have campus police while UNO does not? 

Bill Conley, Vice Chancellor for Business and Finance at UNO, 

said an outside study was conducted for UNO in July 2008, and 

it recommended the University stay as a campus security system.  

―They came in and really looked at the entire aspect of how 

we operate campus security,‖ he said, ―and that study did again 

confirm, or recommend, that we stay as a campus security force 

rather than a police force for this campus.‖  

But Paul Kosel, the Manager of Security at UNO, 

recommended the exact opposite.  

Well, right now I would have to say that we‘re probably not 

looking into doing something like that,‖ said Kosel. ―Although, I 

do know that they‘ve discussed that before within the University, 

and I‘ve recommended that they do in fact have all police 

departments on all campus locations, but there‘s a lot of things 

involved with just saying that, compared to actually carrying that 

out.‖ 

There are many different factors to take into account when 

deciding whether to use campus security or campus police. Chris 

Blake is the Vice President of the International Association of 

Campus Law Enforcement Administrators.  

―The institution has to weigh its needs,‖ he said, ―the student 

population, where its located, the number of buildings, special 

events. A whole variety of factors really go into the decision as 

to whether you should have a sworn police agency, or some other 

configuration.‖  

Another factor is cost. Stan Schliefer is the Director of 

Support Services at UNO said, ―Very, very roughly I‘d say our 

budget right now for campus security personnel is about $1.4 

million, and I think some rough estimates we got from the 

consultant group that came in said that budget would almost 

double.‖ 

In times of budget cuts and crunches, it looks doubtful the 

University will make a move to campus police anytime soon. 

http://www.kvnonews.com/2011/05/securing-a-campus-part-

two/ 

 

11-05-23 SAF, Calguns Sue Over California 'Assault 

Weapons' Law Arrest 

BELLEVUE, Wash., May 23, 2011 /PRNewswire-

USNewswire/ -- The Second Amendment Foundation and 

Calguns Foundation have filed a lawsuit in U.S. District Court in 

California, seeking to have the state's definition of so-called 

"assault weapons" declared unconstitutionally vague. 

Joining SAF and Calguns in the lawsuit is Brendan John 

Richards, an Iraq combat veteran who served as a U.S. Marine, 

and whose arrest and six-day incarceration in the Sonoma 

County jail – and subsequent dismissal of all charges – was the 

catalyst for this legal action. Named as defendants are California 

Attorney General Kamala Harris, the California Department of 

Justice, the City of Rohnert Park and police officer Dean Becker. 

Richards was jailed in May 2010 after Officer Becker, 

investigating a disturbance at a motel where Richards was 

staying, learned that Richards had two pistols and a rifle, all 

unloaded, in the trunk of his car. Becker arrested Richards for 

unlawful possession of an assault weapon. However, in 

September of last year, the charges were dismissed by the 

Sonoma County District Attorney's office, based on a report from 

the state Department of Justice that showed none of the guns met 

the state's definition of an assault weapon. 

"California's law allows possession of a variety of firearms 

that do not meet the state's assault weapons definition, which we 

believe is unconstitutionally vague," noted SAF Executive Vice 

President Alan Gottlieb. "Mr. Richards was jailed for almost a 

week, when he had broken no law because a police officer had a 

conflicting view and the District Attorney's office believed him." 

"California attempts to make a distinction among firearms 

where no natural one exists," noted Calguns Executive Director 

Gene Hoffman. "The generic definition of so-called 'assault 

weapons' was simply an attempt to prohibit possession of guns 

that look scary." 

Plaintiffs are represented by attorneys Don Kilmer of San 

Jose and Jason A. Davis of Mission Viejo. Kilmer said the case is 

indicative of the way things have become in California. 

"Now that the right to keep arms has correctly been 

recognized as fundamental and applicable to California," Kilmer 

said, "gun owners can't be faced with the practice of 'arrest them 

first and let the courts sort it out' for exercising constitutional 

rights. That is just how things are done in our country." 

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 

http://www.rutherford.org/articles_db/commentary.asp?record_id=712
http://www.rutherford.org/articles_db/commentary.asp?record_id=712
http://www.kvnonews.com/2011/05/securing-a-campus-part-two/
http://www.kvnonews.com/2011/05/securing-a-campus-part-two/
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right and heritage to privately own and possess firearms. 

 Founded in 1974, The Foundation has grown to more than 

600,000 members and supporters and conducts many programs 

designed to better inform the public about the consequences of 

gun control.   

The Calguns Foundation (www.calgunsfoundation.org) is a 

501(c)3 non-profit organization which serves its members by 

providing Second Amendment-related education, strategic 

litigation and the defense of innocent California gun owners from 

improper or malicious prosecution. The Calguns Foundation 

works to educate government and protect the rights of 

individuals to acquire, own and lawfully use firearms in 

California.  

http://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/saf-calguns-sue-

over-california-assault-weapons-law-arrest-122458513.html 

 

11-05-23 Oregon Supreme Court: Medical Marijuana 

Patients Have Gun Rights 

. . . sheriffs in this case are not excused from their duty under 

ORS 166.291(1) to issue CHLs to qualified applicants, without 

regard to the applicant‘s use of medical marijuana, on the ground 

that issuance of CHLs to medical marijuana users would violate a 

federal prohibition on making false statements about the 

lawfulness of transferring firearms to such persons. Neither are 

the sheriffs excused from that statutory duty on the ground that it 

is preempted by federal law. The sheriffs were without authority 

to deny petitioner‘s CHL applications.‖ 

http://www.opposingviews.com/i/oregon-supreme-court-

medical-marijuana-patients-have-gun-rights 

 

11-05-23 Women Taking Aim: More Women Buying 

Guns 

LORTON, Virginia (WUSA) -- "I was a victim of a crime. A 

rape crime," says a woman who wants to go by the name 38-

Special-K. A .38 Special is her weapon of choice.  And she 

knows how to use it.  

9NEWS NOW caught up with "38 Special" at Sharpshooters in 

Lorton. 

"It's like putting on lipstick.  It's just part of my make-up." 

"38-Special" is a member of the Meet-Up group Shooting 

Divas of DMV (District, Maryland and Virginia).   

"I was quite scared of guns.  They scared me to death," says 

38-Special.  

That was before she met Tina Wilson-Cohen.  Wilson-Cohen 

is a (NRA) certified firearms instructor and the founder of the 

Protected Citizens Shooting Academy in Centreville, Virginia 

which is home to the Shooting Divas of DMV. 

"The Shooting Divas of DMV was just sort of an 

afterthought," says Wilson-Cohen.  "After teaching as an NRA 

instructor I researched  hoping to find something just for 

women. Women teaching other women in firearms and self-

defense. And I really didn't find anything.  So I went out to Meet-

Up.com and I started the Shooting Divas of the DMV.  And that 

was in November.  Within 24-hours I had 99 members.  Female 

members.  So that's telling me there's this huge desire out there.  

And today we are actually up to 312 members." 

MORE: Virginia Gun Laws 

The women 9NEWS NOW spoke with say they come to the 

Diva meet-ups partly out of camaraderie.  "They empower each 

other," says 38-Special.  "We all understand each other.  Because 

we have a gun.  And people that don't have a gun, my friends in 

particular, they don't particularly like that because they don't like 

guns because they've never touched one. But we get each other." 

But the vast majority of the women 9NEWS NOW spoke 

with on this night are at the Diva Meet-Up to learn safety and 

technique when it comes to using a gun for self-defense.   

MORE:  Target and Tea"It's safety first," says Wilson-

Cohen.  "Especially if you are going to have a firearm in the 

home." 

"The decision to have a gun in the home is a very personal 

one," says Ladd Everitt with the Coalition to Stop Gun Violence.   

Everitt says he is not anti-gun.  He acknowledges citizens 

have the right to have a firearm (as long as all laws are 

followed) and the responsibility to learn how to handle the gun 

properly.  However, he cautions accidents can and do happen.   

"One study showed that for every one firearm used 

successfully for self defense in the home, it's used 22 times for an 

attempted suicide or a criminal assault or a homicide or in 

accidental deaths," says Everitt.  "I think women need to consider 

the issue of who really would be the biggest threat to me.  Is this 

someone I'm actually prepared to kill?  Is it a situation by having 

a loaded gun involved in that situation I might make that 

situation more lethal for myself than protecting myself?"  

Gun shop owners and the NRA will tell you, anecdotally, 

more women are buying guns.  The FBI tells 9NEWS NOW they 

don't keep registration statistics based on gender.  Several 

surveys put gun ownership among women at the 10-percent 

number.  

"I'm not going to be a victim anymore," says 38-Special.  "I'm 

a survivor.  And I want to continue to be a survivor.  And so my 

gun protects me and it empowers me." 

"I want them [women] to be able to take away that they can 

be very, very, very good marksmen.  Just as well as a man. 

Regardless of their body size and regardless of their age," says 

Wilson-Cohen.  "I also believe that law enforcement are there to 

enforce the law.  And it's up to us to be able to protect 

ourselves." 

"I think we live in a 21st Century world where there are a lot 

of other options for women to be safe," says Everitt.  "I think 

there are a lot of real time options to provide people protection in 

a way that simply wasn't possible previously. And I also think 

the firearms have become so lethat and the laws so loose in this 

country that while that may be an option for certain women, it 

shouldn't be the only one they consider." 

http://wusa9.com/news/article/151968/373/Women-Taking-

Aim 

 

11-05-23 Bill aims to block sales of guns to terror suspects 

That‘s why even those of us who strongly support the Second 

Amendment also support federal laws prohibiting the most 

dangerous among us from purchasing or possessing firearms and 

explosives.  

There‘s one problem: The restrictions in place for convicted 

felons and the seriously mentally ill do not apply to those on 

terrorist watch lists. A Government Accountability Office report 

found that individuals on terrorist watch lists tried to buy guns 

and explosives 1,228 times over a six-year period ending in 

2010. In nine of out of 10 cases, the FBI could do nothing about 

it.  

President George W. Bush recognized that this was a 

problem. In 2007, Bush asked Congress to give the FBI the 

power to block gun and explosives sales to suspected terrorists. 

http://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/saf-calguns-sue-over-california-assault-weapons-law-arrest-122458513.html
http://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/saf-calguns-sue-over-california-assault-weapons-law-arrest-122458513.html
http://www.opposingviews.com/i/oregon-supreme-court-medical-marijuana-patients-have-gun-rights
http://www.opposingviews.com/i/oregon-supreme-court-medical-marijuana-patients-have-gun-rights
http://wusa9.com/news/article/151968/373/Women-Taking-Aim
http://wusa9.com/news/article/151968/373/Women-Taking-Aim
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The Justice Department endorsed the concept. Nothing came of 

it. Now, Rep. Peter King, R-N.Y., and Sen. Frank Lautenberg, D-

N.J., have drafted legislation that attempts to close what they call 

the ―terror gap.‖  

Members of the House Judiciary Committee recently voted 

on an abbreviated version of the bill, an amendment that would 

have given the Justice Department discretion to block sales to 

terrorism suspects on a case-by-case basis. It was voted down.  

On what basis? Some members worry that restrictions on gun 

rights for anyone – even suspected terrorists – will erode the 

Second Amendment. But the King/Lautenberg bill clearly targets 

only those on terrorism watch lists, and it establishes a procedure 

so that individuals can challenge any purchase blocked by the 

FBI in error. In other words, if someone gets on a terrorist watch 

list by mistake, his right to bear arms will only be delayed, not 

denied.  

Others who voted against the amendment raised the 

possibility that preventing an individual from purchasing a 

firearm will tip him off that he‘s on a watch list. 

But the King/Lautenberg bill lets the FBI decide whether it‘s 

better to stop the purchase or let the suspect buy the gun and then 

see what he does.  

Convicted criminals, by definition, have already committed 

crimes. The seriously mentally ill have been so judged by 

authorities. Suspected terrorists, by contrast, are just that: 

suspected. But they are not a suspected criminal – they are 

suspected unlawful enemy combatants, a very different category. 

We draw up ―watch lists‖ because we recognize that by the 

time we know for certain that someone is a terrorist, it is likely 

too late. Rare is the experienced suicide bomber.  

Last week in New York, Ahmed Ferhani and Mohamed 

Mamdouh were arrested after they allegedly tried to buy guns, 

ammunition and a hand grenade from an undercover investigator. 

Police said they had recorded Ferhani talking about attacking 

a synagogue or the Empire State Building. 

If the two had gone to a licensed gun dealer they would not 

have been prevented from making purchases – even if their 

names had been placed on a terrorism watch list. The 

King/Lautenberg bill aims to fix that.  

Also last week, a suicide bombing in Pakistan killed more 

than 80 people to avenge the death of Osama bin Laden. 

I‘ll bet the terrorists responsible would rather be in 

Philadelphia. 

It is not difficult to imagine an attack on American soil 

modeled on the operation carried out by Lashkar-e-Taiba in 

Mumbai in 2008: coordinated shootings and bombings that left 

164 people dead and more than 300 wounded.  

If, one day, such an atrocity should be carried out using 

weapons legally and easily obtained from licensed gun stores by 

terrorists already on a watch list, expect a clamor for serious 

limitations on the right to bear arms – not just the modest 

precaution that King and Lautenberg propose.  

―I am certainly dedicated to protecting individuals‘ Second 

Amendment rights,‖ King told me. ―But it defies common sense 

to allow suspected terrorists the ability to purchase firearms 

when we already prevent criminals and the mentally ill from 

doing so.‖  

In these perilous times, that‘s hard to argue with – though 

there are those who will try. 

http://www.journalgazette.net/article/20110523/EDIT05/3052

39994/1147/EDIT07 

 

11-05-22 Informant in raw video gives Fox News explosive 

details about Gunwalker 

Gun Rights Examiner has been so involved providing original 

investigative reporting on ―Project Gunwalker‖* developments 

that investigations conducted by others at times go unexplored.  

Such is the case with a raw video produced by Fox News on 

April 27, in which reporter William La Jeunesse interviewed an 

unidentified confidential informant. 

Not that the reports go unnoticed behind the scenes.  This 

correspondent has been in contact with La Jeunesse on 

Gunwalker developments for some months, and while not free to 

share his replies, this is what he was emailed following 

publication of his May 4 report: 

Per your report: 

―In a second, equally explosive disclosure, a law enforcement 

source tells Fox News, that ATF undercover agents were acting 

as the straw buyers and purchasing guns using government-

issued false identifications and then providing those guns to 

cartel traffickers to gain credibility in their undercover roles. In 

that capacity, the ATF "provided 2, 50 cal. machine guns to 

traffickers that are loose in Mexico and unaccounted for," the 

source said.‖ 

 From...a[n]...expert on NFRTR: 

―IF a dealer had M2s in stock, they could NOT have been 

legally transferred to a buyer without approval by ATF.  Taking 

the report at face value, it would mean that (1) the straw buyer 

went through the NFA paperwork process to get the M2s, and (2) 

ATF knew about that by definition, and allowed the guns to walk 

anyway. 

―I am suspicious of the reports, in the sense that the M2s in 

question originated from a dealer.  Could be that they were M1s, 

and the straw buyer converted them into machine guns; which is 

quite a different thing?‖ 

Thought I'd run that by you to make sure. 

Pending confirmation of that point (an important and 

potentially damning one for Congressional investigators to look 

into), Gun Rights Examiner elected not to comment further, and 

will simply note that the allegation stands. This caution reflects 

the same criteria that precluded writing about the DEA/ATF 

seized gunwalker shipment turf battle immediately when the tip 

was received, but instead holding back until it could be 

confirmed. Had the information not been vetted and validated, 

the pursuit of truth would not have been served—and the 

credibility of the pursuers could have taken an exploitable hit. 

The complete raw interview is in the sidebar video player.  

Set aside half an hour to watch it in its entirety.  It‘s fascinating 

stuff, corroborating much of what has been reported here and at 

Sipsey Street Irregulars, and bringing new allegations demanding 

oversight investigation into the light.  Some key points: 

The informant says he has been instructed not to share 

information between agencies (which adds corroboration to that 

DEA/ATF turf war mentioned above, as well as countless other 

reports alleging same). 

He asserts Mexico is receiving weapons with approval of 

U.S. authorities. 

He accuses ―paid‖ U.S. and Mexican law enforcement 

officers of facilitating illegal transfers. 

He corroborates that the Mexican government was 

intentionally not informed of these activities. 

http://www.journalgazette.net/article/20110523/EDIT05/305239994/1147/EDIT07
http://www.journalgazette.net/article/20110523/EDIT05/305239994/1147/EDIT07
http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/inaccurate-atf-records-endanger-gun-owners
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He discloses that military grade weapons are flowing north to 

the U.S. at the direction of government and military authorities in 

Guatemala, Nicaragua and Honduras, and through Mexico, and 

that this helps account for such weaponry being found at crime 

scenes. 

He was ―told to completely ignore‖ information on the death 

of Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry. 

He accuses U.S. authorities of having ―fingers in the cookie 

jar‖ and being more concerned with not having ―egg on their 

faces‖ than interdicting weapons. 

He indicates there were ―like and similar projects‖ to 

Gunwalker. 

Explosive stuff.  No wonder the rest of the shamelessly agenda-

driven establishment media continues to ignore it, and even CBS 

News management decisions appear to be relegating their 

ground-breaking reporter to a back burner over the past few 

weeks. If pursued relentlessly and thoroughly, this is the kind of 

scandal that could bring down the administration. 

http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/informant-

gives-fox-news-explosive-details-about-gunwalker 

 

11-05-22 Guns Needed in Face of Lone Wolf Terrorist 

Threat  

"Americans need guns in face of the lone wolf terrorist 

threat," gun rights expert John M. Snyder noted here today.  

"Authorities for some time have been warning about the 

possibility of lone wolf terrorists attacking targets within the 

United States," Snyder added. "What better protection against 

that possibility could there be than the armed American citizenry 

ready, willing and able to resist such attacks?" 

 In early May, Homeland Security chief Janet Napolitano 

discussed the possibility of a terrorist striking within the United 

States to avenge Osama bin Laden, taken out by U.S. Navy 

SEALS in Pakistan.  

"One source of concern is what is called 'the lone wolf,'" she said 

in a CBS News interview. "And a sole actor, who's not in contact 

with anyone – that's very difficult to prevent."  

"Difficult to prevent indeed," said Snyder. "That's practically an 

admission that officials may be unable to prevent such a lone 

wolf attack. That's why an armed citizenry now is more needed 

than ever.  

"We're fortunate in the United States to enjoy the individual 

Second Amendment civil right to keep and bear arms. We need 

it. We need to buttress it with as many legal protections as we 

can. Those who would weaken it ought to have their heads 

examined." 

John M. Snyder 

Manager 

Telum Associates, LLC 

Arlington, VA  

202-239-8005 

 

11-05-21 After Altercation, Philadelphia Police Say They 

Won't Look the Other Way on Open-Carry Gun Owners 

With a shocking altercation between Philadelphia police and 

a 25-year-old IT worker putting the spotlight back on open-carry 

gun laws, local authorities are warning gun owners that they will 

be "inconvenienced" if they carry unconcealed handguns in the 

city. 

Lt. Raymond Evers, a spokesman for the city police, told 

FoxNews.com that gun owners who open carry, which is legal in 

the city, may be asked to lay on the ground until officers feel safe 

while they check permits. 

"Philadelphia, in certain areas, is very dangerous," he said. 

"There's a lot of gun violence." Several officers have been killed 

in the line of duty in the past three years, local authorities say. 

The warning comes after Mark Fiorino, a suburban 

Philadelphia IT worker, posted an audiotape to YouTube of his 

tense, 45-minute encounter with police in February over his 

exposed handgun. The video went viral and captured national 

attention. 

After Fiorino released the audiotape, he was charged with 

disorderly conduct and reckless endangerment. He now faces up 

to two years in prison. 

"The police department and assistant district attorney are 

coming after me, in my opinion, to make an example of me 

because I stood up to them and exposed them for their lack of 

knowledge," Fiorino said, who called the trial "absolutely 

inappropriate and a waste of taxpayer money." 

Fiorino said he did nothing reckless, nor did he endanger 

anyone's life. 

"I had a gun pointed at my chest," he said. 

Only seven states ban the practice of openly carrying guns, 

and Pennsylvania isn't one of them, according to OpenCarry.org, 

which advocates gun rights. In Philadelphia, a permit is required 

to carry handguns openly. But on Feb. 13 a police sergeant who 

was unaware of the law -- which dates back to at least 1996 when 

the state Supreme Court referenced it in an unrelated ruling -- 

stopped Fiorino, who was walking to an auto parts shop in 

Northeast Philadelphia with a gun on his hip. 

Sgt. Michael Dougherty can be heard yelling out to Fiorino as 

"Junior," and asking him to show his hands as Fiorino protests 

having a gun pointed at his chest, prompting Dougherty to call 

for backup. 

Dougherty grows increasingly agitated as Fiorino offers to 

show his permit when he is ordered to get on his knees, causing 

Dougherty to threaten to shoot if he makes a move. Dougherty 

then unleashed a string of profanities as the two argued over the 

legality of open carry. 

"Do you know you can't openly carry here in Philadelphia?" 

Dougherty yells. 

"Yes, you can, if you have a license to carry firearms," 

Fiorino responds."It's Directive 137. It's your own internal 

directive." 

When several other officers arrive, Fiorino is forced to the 

ground as he tries to explain that he's not breaking the law. 

"Shut the f---- up!" Dougherty yells. 

Police found the recorder while searching Fiorino's pockets. 

Officers eventually released him after speaking to the 

department's lawyer and being told that he was within his legal 

rights. 

Police Commissioner Charles Ramsey took issue with 

Dougherty's language and his lack of knowledge about the law 

during the altercation, Evers said, but not with the stop itself. 

Evers, who has been an officer for nearly 20 years, said "very 

rarely do people open carry in Philadelphia." But he added he 

wasn't make excuses. 

"We weren't as up on that crime code as we should have 

been," he said, adding that officers are being re-educated on open 

carry in response to the incident. 

Dougherty is facing disciplinary action pending the outcome 

of an internal affairs investigation, Evers said. 

http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/informant-gives-fox-news-explosive-details-about-gunwalker
http://www.examiner.com/gun-rights-in-national/informant-gives-fox-news-explosive-details-about-gunwalker
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Fiorino's trial is scheduled to begin in July and the district 

attorney's office emphasizes that Fiorino's response to the police, 

not his gun rights, are at issue. 

"This office respects and upholds the rights of a citizen to 

lawfully carry a firearm," Tasha Jamerson, a spokeswoman for 

the district attorney's office, said in a statement emailed to 

FoxNews.com. "The permit to carry a concealed weapon, 

however, does not mean that a permitholder can abuse that right 

by refusing to cooperate with police." 

Jamerson said Fiorino "allegedly became belligerent and 

hostile" when police officers "were legally attempting to 

investigate a potential crime." 

But Fiorino's attorney, Joseph Valvo, said the case is larger 

than Fiorino. 

"It's my position that this entire prosecution is an effort by 

Philadelphia authorities to send a message to legitimate gun 

owners that open carry as a practice is not welcome in 

Philadelphia despite the fact that it's constitutionally protected 

behavior and that's offensive to me as a citizen and as a lawyer," 

Valvo said. 

Gun rights advocates say they're are also offended. 

John Pierce, a co-founder of OpenCarry.org said, 

Philadelphia police have sent a clear message to gun owners that 

will chill their rights to openly carry. 

"Even if it's legal, we can punish you financially and by 

disruptions in your life," he said. 

But the district attorney's office dismissed as "ludicrous" 

claims it is seeking retaliation or trying to send a message. 

"This office only charges people with offenses that we think 

we can prosecute," Jamerson said in an interview with 

FoxNews.com. "We just don't willy-nilly charge a person with a 

crime as retaliation for an incident." 

The February incident wasn't the first time Philadelphia 

police officers have confronted Fiorino about his unconcealed 

gun. Since July, he has been stopped twice and he has had an 

audio recorder on him each time in case a cop is having a bad 

day or doesn't understand the law, he said. 

His handgun was confiscated once for five months, but 

neither occasion escalated like the third encounter. 

Fiorino said he studied Pennsylvania law for a year before he 

started openly carrying a gun. He said he carries the gun openly 

because some of his friends have been held up at gunpoint and 

he's not willing to allow himself to be helpless. 

Police spokesman Evers said Fiorino appears to be inviting 

trouble from the law by "surreptitiously" recording his 

encounters with police. 

"If you put everything together, it was more than him walking 

down the street to go to an auto parts store -- without a jacket in 

the middle of winter," Evers said. 

But Fiorino denies that he was looking for trouble. 

"How many times does a convenience store need to be 

robbed to be justified in putting up a security system?" he said. 

http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2011/05/21/altercation-

philadelphia-police-say-wont-look-way-open-carry-gun-owners/ 

 

11-05-18 Obama: “I’m working on gun control under the 

radar‖ 

Plans include enacting restrictions via executive order, 

bypassing Congress 

While the Obama administration said it is committed to gun 

rights, a gun control advocate has spilled the beans, 

saying Obama is using stealth to work on firearms restrictions. 

 The Washington Post did a story on Steve Crowley, the 

White House gun control czar. Crowley is considered to be an 

expert on regulation and tort law. His approach to gun control 

appears to be a regulatory one. 

 According to the article, Jim and Sarah Brady visited Capital 

Hill on March 30, the 30th anniversary of the assassination 

attempt on Ronald Reagan; to push for a ban on "large 

magazines." 

 The couple reportedly were meeting with press secretary, Jay 

Carney, when, according to Sarah Brady, the President came in. 

She said the President told her he wanted to talk about gun 

control and "fill us in that it was very much on his agenda." 

 She went on to say Obama told her, "I just want you to know 

that we are working on it. We have to go through a few 

processes, but under the radar." 

 The statement reinforces an article in the Huffington Post 

describing how the administration is exploring ways to bypass 

Congress and enact gun control through executive action. 

 The Department of Justice reportedly is holding meetings 

discussing the White House's options for enacting regulations on 

its own or through adjoining agencies and departments. 

"Administration officials said talk of executive orders or agency 

action are among a host of options that President Barack Obama 

and his advisers are considering. " 

 Dudley Brown, president of Rocky Mountain Gun Owners, 

says he is not surprised to hear the President is trying to 

unilaterally enact gun control regulations. "It‘s clear that 

President Obama and Sarah Brady have been using the ATF to 

enact what they can‘t get through Congress: a ban on the 

importation of self defense shotguns, new reporting requirements 

for multiple rifle sales, and the attempt to smuggle firearms 

across the border to Mexican gang members are just a few 

examples." 

http://www.greeleygazette.com/press/?p=9614 

 

11-05-17 Concord signs hunting law 

CONCORD — Supervisors, who in April approved an 

amendment to the township ordinance prohibiting the discharge 

of firearms within 1 mile of a school zone, voted recently to 

authorize drafting another revision. 

The initial change came in response to notification from the 

Garnet Valley School District of shell casings and bullets 

discovered on its grounds. The amendment, however, is in 

conflict with state law, which allows properly licensed hunters to 

use guns if they are at least 150 yards away from various 

buildings, including schools. 

Township Solicitor Hugh Donaghue, who requested the 

authorization to permit additional research, will present his 

findings at a future meeting 

http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/17/news/doc4dd

1e8b6bff7e956851961.txt?viewmode=fullstory 

 

11-05-17 Open-Carry Experiment Shows Cops Don't 

Know Their Own Gun Laws 

It was late last week when gun-rights activist Mark Fiorino 

joined PW for a stroll around downtown Philly. The 

Montgomery County man, who was featured on the cover of 

http://www.greeleygazette.com/press/?p=9614
http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/17/news/doc4dd1e8b6bff7e956851961.txt?viewmode=fullstory
http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/17/news/doc4dd1e8b6bff7e956851961.txt?viewmode=fullstory
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yesterday‘s Daily News for his stance on carrying pistols openly, 

walks down 15th Street toward Sansom, attracting nary a look. 

Eventually, one man offers a double-take. The head turn 

probably has something to do with the fact that Fiorino‘s belt 

contains an openly holstered firearm alongside his cell phone and 

keys. After all, Fiorino‘s story hadn‘t yet appeared in the Daily 

News, so his face wasn‘t yet recognizeable. 

Surprisingly, that one brief stare was about the only bit of 

reaction Fiorino received on that particular day, a few days 

before the Daily News story broke. But minimal public feedback 

is often the norm. People typically go about their business 

unaware that someone like Fiorino has a gun strapped to his 

hip—even when it‘s in full view. ―For the most part, it‘s either a 

look or a dismissal or nobody notices,‖ says Fiorino. And 

unbeknownst to many Pennsylvanians, ―open carry,‖ or the act of 

carrying one‘s firearm unconcealed by clothing, is actually quite 

legal. Even in Philadelphia, legal gun owners who have a license 

can wear their holstered handguns in plain sight. In the rest of the 

state, open carry requires no license. Still, despite the law being 

quite clear on the issue, open-carry advocates like Fiorino 

sometimes find themselves in the crosshairs of an ignorant 

public. 

But what happens when the ignorance comes from the very 

people who are paid to uphold the law? For open carriers like 

Fiorino, it‘s a problem that can have dire consequences. 

Like the time he found himself with a gun pointed at his 

head. Back in February, when he was visiting his native 

Northeast Philadelphia, his gun attracted the attention of a 

passing city cop. After a 40-minute ordeal in which Fiorino was 

ordered to the ground and detained, the cops eventually cleared 

him for release, but not before they got in a few choice words. 

But it wasn‘t the profanity used by the responding officers—

audio from Fiorino‘s recorder was posted to Youtube—that 

totally offended Fiorino. Rather, it was the lack of police 

knowledge regarding the open-carry law. ―I obviously did a ton 

of research beforehand,‖ says Fiorino. Police, he says, ought to 

do the same. 

Not that Fiorino totally faults cops for having a heightened 

sense of awareness. But he does take issue with the fact that 

officers aren‘t being trained to respect law-abiding citizens. ―In 

my experience, in the city, it‘s always been negative,‖ Fiorino 

says of his interaction with Philly cops, many of whom appear 

unaware of the legality of open carry. ―There‘s always a lot of 

attention with the police because they know you‘re armed and 

they automatically perceive you as a threat,‖ he says. 

One city cop, who requested anonymity, said that he was 

unaware carrying a firearm openly within the city limits was 

legal. ―To see somebody carrying a gun in full view, it‘s kind of, 

I would say, scary in a big city,‖ the officer says. But as Fiorino 

sat on a bench at Dilworth Plaza talking about his cause, very 

few eyes glanced his way. Passers-by didn‘t even seem to notice 

him—even though his gun was out in the open on his left hip. 

―Nobody‘s screaming or running around,‖ Fiorino says. 

Still, the officer maintains that the sight of a gun on someone 

without a badge could cause a problem. ―When people see you 

doing that, people assume you‘re a police officer,‖ the cop says, 

adding that even off-duty, most city cops carry concealed. ―I 

think all guns should be concealed.‖ 

Fiorino says open carry is meant to raise awareness, to let 

people know that they still have rights. And in Philadelphia, they 

are, thanks to people like Fiorino. 

―Technically, the answer is yes,‖ says Lt. Fran Healy, a 

special adviser to Commissioner Charles H. Ramsey. ―You can 

carry openly within Philadelphia as long as you have a license.‖ 

Healy, who is also an attorney, doesn‘t dispute the claim that city 

cops are often ignorant on the open-carry law, which has been on 

the books since 1995. He says it‘s just never been a problem, that 

citizens were simply never observed carrying openly in the city. 

He adds that incidents such as Fiorino‘s have prompted the PPD 

to better train its officers. The training has come in various 

forms, Healy says, including educating beat officers during roll 

call and conducting ―teletype training,‖ which is when a sergeant 

receives a message from the commissioner that is passed down to 

his or her subordinates. ―When they [officers on the street] know 

the law, that helps them respond better,‖ he says. ―These 

[citizens] are decent people. They‘re not criminals.‖ 

But Healy certainly understands why the sight of someone 

openly carrying a firearm might put off some cops. ―The bottom 

line is this: If I stop you and your behavior and conduct is such 

that I feel at risk … I personally may have my gun out,‖ he says. 

―That doesn‘t mean I‘m pointing it at your head. I don‘t know 

who or what you are yet.‖ 

The other factor contributing to cops‘ confusion is that 

according to state law, a license is needed to carry openly in the 

city, but it‘s not required in the rest of the commonwealth.  

Because of that, officers don‘t technically have cause to detain an 

open carrier without reasonable articulable suspicion of a crime 

having been committed. But in Philly, because a license is 

needed, law enforcement officers contend they have authority to 

stop people to make sure they‘re legit. Gun-rights activists take 

issue with this, saying probable cause is still required for a police 

stop. They liken it to driving: Officers aren‘t legally allowed to 

stop everyone who is driving a car to ensure they‘re licensed, 

unless a violation has been committed. 

Healy, however, says it comes down to an ―officer safety‖ 

issue, meaning if an open carrier is spotted, there might be brief 

police interaction. ―I think the officers are well justified in 

Philadelphia … to do an investigation,‖ he says. ―We just want to 

confirm that you‘re lawful, and we‘ll let you go on your way.‖  

Add to all that the convoluted wording of the state law, which 

essentially makes open carry de-facto legal: ―No person shall 

carry a firearm, rifle or shotgun at any time upon the public 

streets or upon any public property in a city of the first class 

unless:(1) such person is licensed to carry a firearm; or (2) such 

person is exempt from licensing under section 6106 of this title 

(relating to firearms not to be carried without a license). The 

second bullet point generally refers to law enforcement and 

others for whom their job requires the carrying of a gun. Because 

the law doesn‘t explicitly say open carry is legal, some question 

whether it really is. State law also doesn‘t make a distinction 

between open versus concealed carry. ―By not addressing it, the 

Legislature has left it open,‖ Healy says. ―The statute is vague, 

which leaves a little bit of a problem.‖ 

To gun-rights advocates, the law is quite clear. After all, if 

there isn‘t a law against something, anything, it‘s legal, right? 

Proponents of open carry were so adamant about getting their 

message out that they organized a rally in Center City last 

weekend. One of the activists was Derek Price, who on May 14 

was strolling up the steps toward City Hall wearing black pants, a 

blue button-down shirt, a black vest and a gun on one hip. The 

Harleysville resident arrived for a gathering organized by 

members of the Pennsylvania Firearm Owners Association. 
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―Open carry, concealed carry, it‘s totally up to the individual,‖ 

said Price, 38, who has been open carrying since getting his 

license in 2007.  

Price, like the others attending the rally, aim to make open 

carry more visible. One woman came up to Price, asking him to 

point her in the direction of the Ritz Carlton. ―Perception is 

everything,‖ Price said. 

As more protesters arrived, it seemed as though the rally had the 

makings for some interesting feedback. Again, nothing. Here 

they were, a group of about 25 or so gun-toting average Joe‘s, 

walking through the outdoor plaza at City Hall, and nobody 

seemed to notice. ―We‘ve been standing here, what, 20 

minutes?‖ Price asked. ―Nobody‘s complained.‖ 

Finally, Healy arrived with officers from the department‘s 

Civil Affairs Unit, the armband-clad cops who monitor protests 

and labor disputes, and off the group went. During the next four 

hours, the gun-wearers and a handful of cops, all in plainclothes, 

strolled downtown Philadelphia. There were stops outside police 

headquarters and the District Attorney‘s Office. Since federal 

law was recently changed to allow for firearms in gun-friendly 

states to be brought into national parks, the group figured it 

would stop by and take a photo near the Liberty Bell, too. 

―Exercising our Second Amendment where the Second 

Amendment was signed,‖ one member could be heard calling 

out. 

Over the next four hours, the group walked, held signs and 

handed out pamphlets to members of the public. A few people 

cast stares. Some asked questions. None seemed worried or 

concerned in the least. That‘s the way it should be, the open 

carriers contend. Even Healy seemed pleased with the results of 

the peaceful protest. ―These interactions can be positive,‖ he said 

at the rally. ―I‘m looking at this as more of an educational thing 

on both sides.‖ 

Ted Noga, the Pennsylvania Firearm Owners Association 

member who organized the rally, was also pleased that 

everything went off without a hitch that rainy Saturday. ―I‘m 

quite impressed with the response by the police department,‖ he 

said. 

Lt. Lisa King, head of the department‘s Gun Permits Unit, 

said her division is now working to amend language on a 

supplemental sheet accompanying the firearms license 

application that says a licensee must conceal. The wording on is 

old, she concedes. King, who attended the rally, says didn‘t even 

know the practice was legal before it was brought to her 

attention. 

―It‘s definitely going to do something,‖ says Josh Dillon, a 

Philly gun owner who typically carries concealed. Dillon, who 

carried openly on this day, says the whole aim of the event was 

to create awareness. Still, since he doesn‘t want to be harassed, 

he keeps it concealed. But that‘s not to say he opposes open 

carry. People can choose for themselves, he says. 

As for Fiorino, he‘s just glad the encounter in Northeast 

Philly sparked some awareness. ―I think that if people like 

myself don‘t get out there and do it, that often misinformation 

and ignorance continues to spread,‖ he says. 

http://www.philadelphiaweekly.com/news-and-opinion/Open-

Carry-Experiment-Shows-Cops-Dont-Know-Their-Own-Gun-

Laws-

121989564.html?page=2&comments=1&showAll=#ixzz1O2iEA

uum 

 

11-05-13 Philly man guilty of five robberies 

PHILADELPHIA — A Philadelphia man is facing up to a 

mandatory 107-year prison term after being convicted of five 

robberies, including several in Delaware County. 

Devon Brinkley, 24, of Philadelphia, was convicted Wednesday 

of five violent Hobbs Act robberies carried out over a nine-day 

period in October 2008, according to U.S. Attorney Zane David 

Memeger. 

Brinkley and his co-defendants robbed two Dunkin‘ Donuts 

shops in Philadelphia, a Dunkin‘ Donuts and a Pizza Hut in 

Upper Darby, and a McDonald‘s in Radnor. Brinkley was 

convicted of all 11 counts, including five counts of Hobbs Act 

Robbery, five counts of carrying and using a firearm during and 

in relation to a crime of violence, and one count of conspiracy. 

Brinkley‘s co-defendants — Lukner Rene, Jonathan Moman, 

Gregory Pitt, Kebrum Teklu — previously pleaded guilty. 

The victims of the robberies testified that they were terrorized. In 

one robbery, a female employee was struck in the head with a 

gun, then forced into an office to open the safe. Another female 

employee testified she believed she would be raped and 

murdered by the robbers because there was not enough money 

for them to steal. 

Sentencing is scheduled for Aug. 9. 

The case was investigated by the FBI, as well as the 

Philadelphia, Upper Darby, Lower Merion, Radnor and 

Tredyffrin police departments. 

The case was prosecuted by Assistant U.S. Attorney Salvatore L. 

Astolfi1-05-13 Philly man guilty of five robberies 

http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/13/news/doc4dc

c9c92bfea2166351270.txt 

 

11-05-09 Substantial Inaccuracy In Gun Registries  

A Global Weapons Computer? 

A legally binding, global Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) is being 

prepared in the back rooms of the UN. One goal of the Treaty's 

proponents is to create national weapon databases, leading to 

regional databases, and then to an eventual global database.  

Countries will be charged with the duty to keep track, not 

only of all transfers, but also of the locations of all arms and 

ammunition, from manufacture to destruction. A UN discussion 

paper states "the advent of modern information technology... 

promises to be a boon to the establishment of an effective tracing 

system in many States." But it will take a "global harmonized 

system of electronic registers" before the firearm-prohibitionists 

are satisfied. 

The expectation for these databases is to provide the ability to 

trace weapons that have been used either by criminals or tyrants 

to commit crimes, in order to ensure that these people are caught 

and brought to justice. Preventatively, tyrants with a history of 

human rights abuses will be denied access to weapons. Or so we 

are told. 

The Treaty will cover seven categories of conventional 

weapons, which include aircraft and large artillery systems, plus 

small arms and light weapons (SALW), plus ammunition, or 

"7+1 +1." Here, we concentrate only on small arms and light 

weapons. We will need hardware and software that has the 

capability to deal with the estimated world stockpile of 875 

million firearms. 

The first task on the path to a global database is the marking 

of weapons and weapon parts. Most major manufacturers already 

do so. But many weapons are not marked. 

http://www.philadelphiaweekly.com/news-and-opinion/Open-Carry-Experiment-Shows-Cops-Dont-Know-Their-Own-Gun-Laws-121989564.html?page=2&comments=1&showAll=#ixzz1O2iEAuum
http://www.philadelphiaweekly.com/news-and-opinion/Open-Carry-Experiment-Shows-Cops-Dont-Know-Their-Own-Gun-Laws-121989564.html?page=2&comments=1&showAll=#ixzz1O2iEAuum
http://www.philadelphiaweekly.com/news-and-opinion/Open-Carry-Experiment-Shows-Cops-Dont-Know-Their-Own-Gun-Laws-121989564.html?page=2&comments=1&showAll=#ixzz1O2iEAuum
http://www.philadelphiaweekly.com/news-and-opinion/Open-Carry-Experiment-Shows-Cops-Dont-Know-Their-Own-Gun-Laws-121989564.html?page=2&comments=1&showAll=#ixzz1O2iEAuum
http://www.philadelphiaweekly.com/news-and-opinion/Open-Carry-Experiment-Shows-Cops-Dont-Know-Their-Own-Gun-Laws-121989564.html?page=2&comments=1&showAll=#ixzz1O2iEAuum
http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/13/news/doc4dcc9c92bfea2166351270.txt
http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/13/news/doc4dcc9c92bfea2166351270.txt
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Our taxes, funneled through the Department of State, Office 

of Removal and Abatement, fund [firearms] marking and data 

collection programs in Costa Rica, Paraguay and the Bahamas. 

We also fund programs run by the Regional Centre on Small 

Arms (RECSA) in Africa -comprised of countries such as 

Burundi, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya and Rwanda. 

How much of our tax money has been funding this? 

In order to ascertain how much of our own US tax money has 

been funding this, we sent a FOIA request to the U.S. 

Department of State, Office of Weapons Removal and 

Abatement (WRA), but as of this writing, have not received any 

reply.. 

The marking machines provided by the WRA are sensitive to 

the environment, and require a certain degree of proficiency by 

the operator. It should come as no surprise that the RECSA 

program had been "temporarily halted as a result of the machines 

developing some technical problems." 

The UN rationalizes these setbacks in thirdworld countries as 

a step toward "capacity building." Capacity building is an 

educational and developmental process that eventually, it is 

hoped, will enable third-world countries to catch up to Western 

technology. But the fact remains that these weapons must be 

properly marked, and thirdworld countries fall short of such a 

capability. In the firearm-prohibitionists' zeal for total weapons 

control, they are determined that the 875 million small arms must 

be marked. 

In the firearm-prohibitionists' zeal to create a peaceful world 

through total weapons control, they are determined that the 875 

million small arms must be marked on at least three - and in 

many cases - six parts: the frame, barrel, firing pin, ejector, 

extractor and magazine. And some firearm-prohibitionist groups 

suggest that the slide should be marked, as well. As each weapon 

- or each part - crosses a national border, an additional marking 

would need to be added."Secondary markings" will add another 

layer of complexity. In Canada, the attempt to institute the UN's 

proposed import marking scheme "met with serious setbacks." 

Postponed several times since 2004, it is currently scheduled for 

completion in 2012. 

If Canada had such difficulties, how could a country such as 

Nigeria accomplish this? 

It becomes even more confusing when parts are replaced or 

transferred. The paperwork that would be required, should one 

wish to replace the barrel or a worn-out firing pin, would be 

costly, time-consuming, and error-ridden.Imagine the expense to 

us of changing a barrel, or replacing a firing pin, should our laws 

be harmonized with the UN's "best practices." 

After marking, the entering of weapons into databases for the 

purpose of tracking begins. Even in relatively developed 

countries, the present condition of weapon databases is a 

nightmare. Canada's justice Department has estimated the error 

rate in its registry's database to lie between 71 and 91 percent. 

So, even in a modern, technologically advanced society, where 

cost was not a limiting factor and personnel are well educated, 

competent and well paid, there is an accuracy rate of only about 

10-30 percent. Additionally, "police have admitted it [their gun 

registry] has been breached by unknown hackers over 300 

times." 

In Australia, the New South Wales Police Firearms Registry 

estimated its accuracy rate as 40 percent. And a few months ago, 

in March 2011, in the state of Western Australia, technical issues 

threw their licensing system into a "shambles." The police 

indicated that "they are working hard to reactivate the firearms 

infringement register, which will occur once they have 

completed the firearms registry stabilisation project." 

Here in the U.S., it is evident that the same data-entry 

problems are endemic within our own databases. In Colorado, it 

was recently reported by the Denver Post that 63 percent of the 

records entered by sheriffs' offices contained inaccuracies. This 

single database, alone, consists of only 51,000 records, far 

smaller than what would be required for 875 million needed just 

for small arms, globally. In Texas, a computer system that 

tracked city-owned small arms failed to accurately keep track of 

their whereabouts, and about 30 percent of those inventoried 

weapons had gone missing. The San Antonio database tracked 

only 1,129 weapons. 

It only gets worse from here because of a lack of 

"transparency." "Transparency" means that all arms transfer data 

is revealed. However, in the previous decade, there was a 45-

percent drop in the number of nations reporting conventional 

arms transfers to the UN Registry of Conventional Arms 

(UNROCA). As of September 2009, only 65 countries, out of 

nearly 200 countries, had reported any arms transfers for that 

year. And only a few more were expected to do so. 

The commonly used term that describes the willingness of 

individuals to inform their government of the weapons they 

possess is "compliance." Obviously, virtually 100 percent of the 

world's criminals will never comply. 

In Canada, LUFA (Canada's Law-Abiding Unregistered 

Firearm Association, v/vvw.iufa.ca) admits to a 30-percent 

compliance level for that country's handgun and long-gun 

registries. Donald Blake Webster, of the University of Toronto, 

noted that, "No country in the world has ever remotely 

approached full compliance with firearms ownerlicensing and 

registration." 

There is yet one final hurdle to overcome - the weapons-

prohibitionists "global harmonized system" - their term for 

"interoperability." Interoperability means that one database can 

be merged with another, and yet another, and yet still another. 

While this occurs in simple compatible systems, lack of such a 

capability is much more common. The complexity of language 

conversions will add another dimension to this dilemma. 

Technically, a global weapons computer database containing 

the 7+1+1 might be possible, regionally and even globally. But 

the practical ability to implement such a system lies off the 

horizon.  

Costly, foolish schemes have rarely prevented tyrants and 

criminals from obtaining weapons. 

http://gunowners.org/op05092011.htm 

 

11-05-09 Widower sues city for $15M after stalker's grisly 

murder of his wife 

The widow of a slain Queens woman whose heart and lungs 

were carved out during the grisly attack is suing the city for $15 

million, claiming cops could have prevented her murder. 

Yongwei Guo said his wife Qian Wu took out at least six 

restraining orders against accused killer Huang Chen in the years 

before her Jan. 26, 2010 slaying. 

Chen, 47, stabbed Wu repeatedly and bashed her with a 

hammer 18 times when she returned to her Flushing apartment 

with a gallon of milk, according to Queens prosecutors. Her heart 

and lungs were removed and never found, police said. 

http://gunowners.org/op05092011.htm
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Chen had stalked Wu, 46, for years and was arrested in 2006 

for choking and punching her. He apparently blamed Wu for not 

finding him work through her employment agency. 

After he was arrested for harassment, the undocumented 

Chinese immigrant was sent to Texas to face deportation. He was 

on supervised release when he slipped back into New York 

before the slaying. 

Days before her death, Wu filed a harassment claim with 

cops when she discovered Chen was back in Queens. 

Guo's lawyer, George Clarke, said cops told her she needed to 

renew a protective order before they could attempt to locate 

Chen. 

"If they would have expended any effort they could have 

gotten him and prevented the murder," Clarke said. 

A spokeswoman for the city declined to comment on the 

pending litigation. 

Chen has been charged with murder, stalking and weapons 

charges but so far has been declared mentally unfit to stand trial. 

A surveillance video showed Chen leaving Wu's building 

wearing bloody sneakers. Prosecutors say he dumped a bag filled 

with bloody clothes, a knife and hammer at a nearby park. 

Guo, a former cop in his native China, is working as a 

deliveryman for a Maryland restaurant. 

 

http://articles.nydailynews.com/2011-05-

09/local/29541921_1_qian-wu-huang-chen-bloody-sneakers 

 

11-05-04 Youth court effective outlet in Chester 

In a town where violence seems to have a chokehold on 

young people, it is encouraging to hear of an effective avenue 

through which they can peaceably resolve conflicts. 

  The Chester Youth Court, that began in 2007 at Chester High 

School, doesn‘t address what one might typically think of as the 

causes of stabbings, beatings and, most of all, shootings. 

However, it could nip in the bud the makings of potentially fatal 

situations. 

  Students at schools where the youth court is in session have the 

option of being judged by juries of their peers instead of being 

suspended from school for such offenses as minor assaults, 

cutting class and disrespecting teachers or other students. 

  Their guilt is not in question since that has already been 

established for them to be eligible for youth court. It is their 

sentences or ―dispositions‖ that are determined by trained jury 

members. Each is assigned a youth advocate who has also been 

trained. 

 Sentences may include letters of apologies, essays or community 

service that is usually geared to a student‘s area of interest such 

as music or history. 

 All ―respondents‖ are required to serve on future youth court 

juries as part of their sentences. 

  ―They are elevated from doing something wrong to being 

decision-makers,‖ noted Gene Foehl, a partner in the law firm of 

Foehl & Eyre in Media. 

  Foehl is also the president of the Unity Center that administers 

the Chester Youth Court program and has, for 25 years, provided 

volunteer mentors for adults and children living in the financially 

beleaguered city. 

  An attorney in Foehl‘s firm, Gregg Volz, was inspired to 

establish Chester Youth Court after hearing public interest 

lawyer Edgar Cahn, a Swarthmore College graduate, talk about 

establishing a similar program in Washington, D.C., when he 

appeared at his alma mater in 1999. 

 Six years later Volz was able to research the feasibility of such a 

program in Chester with the help of the E. Wallace Memorial 

Fund. In 2007, when English teacher Ray Thompson sought out 

Volz to help him implement a state education department truancy 

grant, youth court seemed like a natural fit and it was established 

as an after-school program at Chester High School. 

It has since been expanded to a summer camp through which 

youth court members are able to work with Delaware County 

judges. This summer, Delaware County Bar Association 

members have made an office available for the program at their 

Media headquarters. 

Since 2009, Volz has been a Stoneleigh Foundation fellow 

devoted to expanding youth court to more Chester schools and 

throughout the state. This academic year, youth courts have 

commenced at Village Elementary School in Chester Township 

as well as at Chester‘s two high school academies, Smedley 

Allied Health High School and Science and Discovery High 

School, where they are part of the curricula. Students are also 

being trained for the program at Columbus Elementary School in 

Chester. 

  At Smedley, teacher Justin Sheppard is assisted by volunteers 

from Swarthmore College in mentoring youth court students in 

such areas as public speaking, writing and critical thinking, all 

skills that could serve them well beyond the ―courtroom.‖ 

  ―It‘s a really great tool for youth empowerment, not only for the 

students who come through for committing offenses but for those 

who act as jury, bailiff, clerk and judge,‖ said Swarthmore 

College senior Shilpa Boppana who coordinates the Smedley 

youth court volunteers. 

  If a state grant comes through for the Delaware County courts, 

Delaware County will be the only county in Pennsylvania with 

both school-based and community-based youth courts, noted 

Volz. 

 Chester Upland School District Acting Superintendent Joyce 

Wells believes youth court helps students learn how to solve 

problems, build character, and become role models for their 

families and communities. 

 The Rev. Richard C. Dalton, who has worked with Grace 

Community‘s Resource and Empowerment Center President 

James Harper Sr. counseling at-risk children and teaching 

peaceful conflict resolution, feels youth court is a way for young 

people to learn social and civic responsibility. 

  Chester Youth Court, that is completely run by students and not 

administrators as occurs in other programs in the state, requires 

young people to take ownership of their actions and decisions, he 

noted. 

 The need for such a program in Chester, where 24 homicides 

occurred last year and four have already occurred this year, was 

tragically illustrated on April 8 when two teenagers were shot to 

death and eight others were wounded at a party. A 17-year-old 

male has been charged with the murders which police believe 

may have been incited by ―bad blood‖ between two groups. 

 While the need to eliminate easy access to firearms is painfully 

apparent, the need to instill a sense of respect and accountability 

in youngsters at an early age is also apparent in the campaign to 

curb violence in Chester. 

 Youth court is one potentially life-saving way to teach children 

that they need not seek justice in the streets. 

http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/04/opinion/doc4

dc1b9bacf3fa728230338.txt 

http://articles.nydailynews.com/2011-05-09/local/29541921_1_qian-wu-huang-chen-bloody-sneakers
http://articles.nydailynews.com/2011-05-09/local/29541921_1_qian-wu-huang-chen-bloody-sneakers
http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/04/opinion/doc4dc1b9bacf3fa728230338.txt
http://www.delcotimes.com/articles/2011/05/04/opinion/doc4dc1b9bacf3fa728230338.txt
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11-05-01 China Fights a War Without Firing a Gun 

While experts in the United States are still debating whether 

cyberwarfare poses a real threat, the Chinese Communist Party 

(CCP) has made cyberwarfare a fundamental part of its military 

strategy—one to win a war against an enemy who is militarily 

superior. 

The Epoch Times interviewed former military and 

intelligence officials who have watched China's cyberwarfare 

strategy, and other technological tactics, in different stages of 

development. Many of their observations agree with the 

Communist Party's own military documents, as presented in 

threat analysis from the Department of Defense. 

A battle in the snow-covered Amur Valley began a split 

between the Soviet Union and the Chinese Communist Party in 

1969. When the smoke cleared, a stalemate left the Chinese 

leadership with a lesson that would underpin their military 

strategy to this day. 

―Russia could not win because they didn‘t have the 

manpower, and China couldn‘t win because they didn‘t have the 

technology. So it was mainly a stalemate,‖ said Terry Minarcin, a 

former Air Force cryptologist assigned to the National Security 

Agency (NSA), in a telephone interview. 

―China learned a lot from that conflict,‖ Minarcin said. 

Minarcin was trained as a Chinese linguist in the Air Force 

and intercepted communist communications for nearly 21 years. 

He retired in 1987, just prior to the fall of the Soviet Union, and 

has kept tabs on developments. 

After the battle in the Amur Valley, the CCP took a different 

path from the Soviets and from the West in general in its military 

development.  

While the West has focused on using technology to make 

combat operations more effective, the CCP has learned to use 

technology to make war without combat. As the lessons from the 

Amur Valley were absorbed, the CCP learned to adopt a new 

form of warfare. 

Cyberwar 

The concept of warfare is often misunderstood as simply the 

destruction of military targets. Thus the significance of Chinese 

cyber-attacks and cyber-espionage against businesses and 

government are often written off. 

―When John Arquilla coined the phrase cyberwar in 1993, he 

framed the concept primarily around nation-state military actors, 

unfortunately this isn‘t the case in the 21st century,‖ said John 

Bumgarner, chief technology officer of the U.S. Cyber 

Consequences Unit, an independent research institute that studies 

cyber conflicts.  

Due to the outdated definition of cyberwar, when a conflict 

erupts in the cyber domain the concept of a military target is 

often misconstrued. ―In the industrial defense era allied forces 

primarily bombed military and military-industrial targets, but in 

the cyberdefense era viable targets include civilian-operated 

critical infrastructures, which all militaries are dependent,‖ 

Bumgarner said. 

The British even had an ―Economic Warfare‖ military unit 

that existed in World War II. They are immortalized in a photo 

displayed at the Churchill War Rooms museum in London, 

according to Bumgarner. 

A strategy to use cyber-attacks and other means to target and 

destroy the U.S. economy was outlined in ―Unrestricted 

Warfare,‖ by two Chinese military colonels in 1999. 

The document ―is really a long-term strategy about how to erode 

your adversary‘s will to fight through means other than armed 

conflict. One of the primary avenues of attack in this document is 

economics. Such attacks could take decades to be fully 

appreciated,‖ Bumgarner said.  

―Economic warfare is really a big issue,‖ he said. ―Eroding 

segments of another nation‘s financial stability can be easily 

accomplished by stealing proprietary data about a widget, using 

that information to your advantage to manufacture the widget 

without having to incur all the research and development costs 

associated with the widget and then selling the widget on the 

world market at a fraction of the cost. Continually repeating this 

cycle starts making the target nation reliant on you for many 

things. Eventually you will hold the keys to the financial 

kingdom of the other country.‖ 

He referred to an incident where the Chinese had stolen plans 

for furniture designs—many would wonder why a government 

would bother. "The foreign company that acquired the designs 

can build the furniture more cheaply than the U.S. firm. This 

forces that firm to close operations, which translates to customers 

having to buy this furniture exclusively from the Chinese 

company," Bumgarner said. 

Once China has conquered this sector of the furniture industry, 

its rivals have lost an important economic battle, but may not 

even realize that this battle is part of a long-range strategy 

Highly Organized 

There are plenty of individual actors and small organizations 

launching attacks online. Many of them are minor—the Iranian 

cyber-army defacing websites, cybercriminals writing malware, 

and breaches of networks by individual hackers. 

A stalemate left the Chinese leadership with a lesson that 

would underpin their military strategy to this day. 

Attacks from China are starkly different, however. They are 

highly organized, regimented attacks, and the sheer scale outdoes 

any other actor. 

A 2007 Federal Computer Weekly article, citing a naval network 

warfare command official states that Chinese hackers are the 

―predominant threat‖ and are ―constantly waging all-out warfare 

against Defense Department networks.‖ 

Drew Berquist, a former U.S. intelligence officer, and author of 

―The Maverick Experiment,‖ told The Epoch Times that the 

intelligence community is well aware of the issue. 

―They‘ve been a threat for a while,‖ Berquist said in a phone 

interview. 

―They‘re someone we‘ve had to really watch, and they get really 

involved in all the major cities around the globe,‖ he said. 

―They‘ve got a strong presence with their intelligence officers 

right down to cities like Kabul in Afghanistan, as well as here in 

the United States—you name it. Whether it‘s a big country or a 

third world country, they try to get their claws into it.‖ 

He said that although the CCP has ―other methods,‖ cyber-

attacks are among its key focuses. 

―When I think of them, I think of the battle that‘s going on 

beneath the surface, it‘s more of an infrastructure battle. It‘s 

‗how do we attack their computer networks, how do we attack 

their economy, and how do we go about [this with] different 

means‘—not battles and conflicts,‖ he said.  

An Integrated Strategy 

From its clashes with the Soviet Union in the late 1960s the 

CCP learned that when fighting against a highly equipped 

enemy, the direct route is not the best. 
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From the late 1990s onward there has been a flourishing of 

theories of asymmetric warfare in Chinese strategic doctrine, 

using multiple nonmilitary attack vectors to achieve military 

outcomes, like the crippling of an enemy‘s communications or 

financial infrastructure. 

Cyberwarfare is a central element to the CCP‘s asymmetric 

combat strategy. Much of the theory about modern warfare 

produced by Chinese military strategists a decade ago can now 

be seen playing out, and cyberwarfare is key. 

The PLA Academy of Military Science text, the Science of 

Military Strategy, notes, ―War is not only a military struggle, but 

also a comprehensive contest on the fronts of politics, economy, 

diplomacy, and law.‖ 

A classified State Department report, uncovered by 

WikiLeaks, revealed that the Chinese regime‘s military has 

launched continuous attacks against U.S. business and 

government networks since 2002, and that the intensity of the 

attacks is growing. 

The latest, dubbed Night Dragon, used an assortment of 

vulnerabilities to target and harvest ―sensitive competitive 

proprietary operations and project-financing information with 

regard to oil and gas field bids and operations,‖ according to 

McAfee, a software company that researched the operation. 

Night Dragon added to China‘s history of cyber-attacks, 

which have included Operation Aurora, targeting Google in 

December 2010, and the GhostNet attacks targeting the Dalai 

Lama, Western officials, and businesses that was uncovered on 

March 29, 2009. 

Cyberwarfare is part of a broader nonkinetic, asymmetric warfare 

strategy adopted by the CCP against the United States, according 

to a declassified Department of Defense 2008 China Military 

Power report.  

Included in this are important theoretical developments such 

as the concept of ―Three Warfares,‖ approved by the Central 

Committee and the Central Military Commission in 2003. 

The ―Three Warfares‖ calls for the use of ―Psychological 

Warfare,‖ meaning propaganda, deception, threats, and coercion, 

―Media Warfare,‖ referring to the campaigns meant to influence 

public opinion and garner popular support domestically and 

abroad, and ―Legal Warfare,‖ which uses international and 

domestic judicial instruments to press for Chinese national 

interests. 

http://www.theepochtimes.com/n2/china/china-fights-a-war-

without-firing-a-gun-55649.html 

 

11-04-27 Police Confront FL Broward Judge at Gunpoint  

Confusion on Easter Sunday leads BSO to wrong house 

Broward Circuit Court Judge Ilona Holmes, her sister and her 

sister‘s family says they were ordered at gun point by several 

Broward Sheriffs Deputies on Easter Sunday to come out of her 

sister‘s home with their hands up. 

It was no evening of peace for the Deerfield Beach family, 

who‘d just finished dinner with friends and family, and sent extra 

Easter dinner to a needy family connected with their church. 

Then, at 8:20 p.m., police got a call about a possible burglary 

next door. But a bad address caused police to go to the wrong 

home. 

―Do I feel safe?‖ asked Carmita Scarlett, the homeowner and 

sister of Judge Holmes. "No, absolutely not. No, no. So much 

confusion, so much anger. So much, almost like, resentment. 

You know, ‗you made the mistake and,‘ I told them, ‗I'm the 

victim and you're upset with me?‘‖ 

The call to police said there might be a burglar inside 235 

Southwest 4th Street. But there is no 235. Only 236 and 230. 

Arriving police outside spotted someone inside 230 – Neville 

Scarlett was in the kitchen cleaning up the Easter dinner plates - 

and thought he might be the burglar. 

He was not. 

Moments earlier, the same person who called police also 

called the Scarlett‘s to warn them about a possible burglar 

outside. Fearful, Carmita lowered the kitchen window shade. 

That‘s when she heard someone hit the window with something 

metallic. She says she saw a gun pointed directly at her. 

"There's a man with a gun and he's going to shoot me!!" 

yelled Carmita. ―I thought it was the robber!" Her sister, Judge 

Holmes, came running to the kitchen. The judge carries a legal 

firearm and immediately pulled it out and held it in her hand. 

"She said ‗Who are you!? What are you doing?!‘ He said 

‗this is BSO.‘ She said, ‗this is Circuit Court Judge Ilona 

Holmes!!‘‖ Carmita said. 

"'I'm the owner of this home. I'm Carmita Scarlett. Why are 

you at my home?‘ I kept saying that. They said ‗put your hands 

up and come outside,'" she said. 

Judge Holmes, perhaps borrowing from real life conflict she 

sees in her own courtroom, immediately cautioned deputies that 

she was armed so there‘d be no misunderstanding. 

"They said, ‗Come out with your hands up!‘ She said, ‗I am 

Circuit Court Judge Ilona Holmes. I am armed.'" 

They all slowly went out through a side door. ―She was 

putting the gun down. They yelled, ‗put the gun down! Put the 

gun down!‘ Right there, the cop had his gun pointed at her.‖ 

Judge Holmes, surrounded by deputies with guns drawn, 

slowly put the gun on the grass, announcing it as she went. She 

was holding a cell phone in the other hand. When she began to 

place that on the ground, police began yelling. 

"When she went to put that down, they yelled, ‗Get away 

from the gun!‘ She said ‗everybody calm down. I'm putting my 

cell phone down‘." 

At that point, a higher-ranking deputy recognized her and 

called on his team to lower their guns, according to Carmita. 

―The one that first recognized her, he picked the gun up, 

opened it up, took the bullets out, he started giving her a speech: 

‗Judge Holmes, you know, these guys may not know who you 

are. I know who you are. This could have been so different.‘ And 

my sister said, ‗everyone of ya'll know me. Ya'll been before 

me‘.‖ 

Oh my, what an Easter Sunday Carmita had. She and her 

husband and granddaughter have seen stuff like this on TV and 

never believed it. "There's no way that cops would really - 

because I've never had a run in with the cops - really go in and do 

stuff like that," she said. 

And now what does Carmita believe? 

"Oh God.‖ She buries her face in her hands. 

It was a communication meltdown from the beginning. The 

neighbor across the street originally called police to say she 

thought there was a burglar in the home of Pastor Brown across 

the street because the caller thought she saw lights going on and 

off. Instead, police went to the house next door, the Scarlett's 

home. 

Judge Holmes, one of the very few black judges in Broward 

County, saw justice from a whole new perspective. Tuesday 

http://www.theepochtimes.com/n2/china/china-fights-a-war-without-firing-a-gun-55649.html
http://www.theepochtimes.com/n2/china/china-fights-a-war-without-firing-a-gun-55649.html
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night she was in her courtroom conducting a late–running trial 

and would not comment. 

Judge Holmes has hired former U.S. Attorney and old friend 

Kendall Coffey, who says they're concerned about what 

happened but won't say whether she is considering legal action. 

He cautioned against reading too much into the fact that she 

brought him in to represent her and field questions while she‘s in 

trial. 

A BSO spokesman wouldn't comment Tuesday night but did 

confirm the timeline, address and original burglary call. Police in 

South Florida often say they routinely must make certain people 

confirm who they say they are before lowering their weapons. 

But Carmita was downright angry. Remember the man 

outside her kitchen window who pointed a gun at her? Still 

wearing her pajamas and footies, she approached him afterward. 

―I said ‗you had a gun pointed at me!‘ He said ‗because I felt 

threatened.‘ I said ‗threatened how?'" 

She said other officers explained to her that they have 

families, too, and they want to make it home alive each night. 

But she says they did so in a condescending way, lecturing her as 

if she‘d done something wrong. 

―I know no one apologized, OK? And, to me, if you want to 

make amends for something, you want to make peace, you 

apologize, you shake, you leave, you say ‗I'm sorry,‘" she said. 

"And, you know, the cop that had his gun on me, he said ‗well, I 

was fearing for my life.‘ I said ‗really! You were fearing for your 

life? Really?‘ He said ‗forget it - I'm out of here.'" 

Carmita says she just wanted someone that night to 

apologize. 

http://www.nbcmiami.com/news/local/Broward-judge-ordered-

by-deputies-come-out-with-your-hands-up-120755199.html 
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