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ACSL Lawsuit against
Pennsylvania State Police

We are still awdaiting aresponse from the PA
Supreme Court on rendering a dedsion in our cose.

LEGILATIVE ALERT!
LEGISLATION ON THE MOVE IN
HARRISBURG

HB 2046

We have just received information that HB 2046 hos
bbeen referred to appropriation committee. This re-
referring to the Appropriation committee usudlly
precedes a full vote by the House of
Representatives. This bill will delete the sodial
seaurity number from alicense to carry. All
members should contact his/her member of the
Pennsylvania House of Representatives and ask
them to vote yes on this bill.

HB 234

This bill will give atax credit to any person who
tokes afirearms training coarse. The ACSL hos
asked that our amendment be considered which
would spedify the types of courses that could be
used for this fraining and be acceptable for the tax
credit instead of the PSP developing the courses.
Rep. Metcalfe has agreed to offer this anendment
when the bill is considered by the fully House. If the
Metcalfe amendment is not approved then the bill
would give the Pennsylvania State Police the
authority tfo establish which training will be approved
for the tax aedit. This dlso means that the stafe
police does not have to opprove any training
courses. All members should contact his/her

member of the Pennsylvania House of
Representatives and ask them to vote yes on the hill
only if the Metcalfe amendment is approved.

Pittsburgh City Council Passes
Anti-gun Resolution

On November 18, 2003 the Pittsburgh City Coundil,
by avote of 7-2, passed aresolution, sponsored by
Coundlman Peduto, asking the United States Senate
to opposed Senate Bill 695. Voting in favor of the
Resolution were, Burns, Carlisle, Hertzberg, Peduto,
Ricdardi, Saulli and Udin, Voting against the
resolution was Bodack and Motznik.

The coundil acted on pressure form the
Pennsylvanians Against Handgun Violence and the
Pa Million Moms March. |n thanking his
membership, Nathoniel Glosser wrote; "Now that so
many of you have responded to my emails asking for
help to lobby council, allow me to make an appeal for a
different kind of help: Membership! We need you to be
a paid member of the Allegheny Million Mom March or
Pennsylvanians Against Handgun Violence. Why?
Because our power with city council, the state
legislature, and Congress is in part derived by our
status as broad grass-roots organizations with large
paid memberships. Our principal advocacy opponent
in the area, the Allegheny County Sportsmen’s
League, a mouthpiece for the NRA, claims a
membership in excess of 100,000. While we don’t
believe that figure, it illustrates how important it is to
boost our own membership numbers."

Spedfically, S. 659 seeks "To prohibit dvil liability
actions from being brought or continued against
maonufacturers, distributors, dedlers, or importers of



firearms or ammunition for damaoges resulting from
the misuse of their products by others." S. 659
requires that any "qualified dvil lidbility action”
pending on the legislation's date of enactment be
immediately dismissed by the court in which the
action wos brought. More than two dozen dities and
counties have filed suit ogainst the firearms industry
for law enforcement and public hedlth expenses
those locdlities say they incur from gun injuries and
deaths. Court aofter court, induding the U.S.
Supreme Court and three state Supreme Courts,
have rejected these lawsuits.

According to Gary Mehalik, communications director for the
National Shooting Sports Foundation, in Newtown, Conn.
Fighting such suits has cost gun makers $100 million

Mehalik said the St. Louis suit was "a clear misuse of the
true purpose of the legal system.”

The city sued the gun industry in April 1999 to recover what
it said were the social costs of gun violence. On Oct. 15, St.
Louis County Circuit Judge Emmett O'Brien dismissed the
suit against 32 named and unnamed gun manufacturers,
dealers and distributors.

In his order, O'Brien cited a recent New York State Appellate
Court ruling that said allowing public nuisance suits against
gun makers would "likely open the courthouse doors to a
flood of limitless" suits against a "wide and varied array" of
industries.

O'Brien added that "the attempt here is not only to blur, but
obliterate, the line that separates public nuisance claims
from those based on product liability law."

Goods for Guns Up to Old Tricks

The annual Pittsburgh Gun Buybock Program will
began on Safurday, December 6. According to
information obtain by the ACSL they will be again
violating state law. As reported last year the ACSL
has obtained aletter on an audit performed by the
FBI on the Pennsylvania Stafte Police regarding their
administration of Pennsylvania Instant Check
System. This report made it dear Allegheny County
Gun buybock Program is also illegal under the
Federal Brody Law.

The ACSL issues a News Releose taking the position
that the buy back was unsafe ondillegadl. We were
contacted for an interview by Andres Conti of the
Tribune Review, but that interview has yet to be
published. We were interviewed by Fox 53, but very
little time waos dlow by that TV channel for us to
explain our opposition. Mike Slavonic will appear on
Channel 13, WQED, on Monday at 7:30 PM to due a
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live interview. However, dll other TV ond
news papers have not requested interviews or
published our news relecse.

Media Bias is Alive and W ell At
KDKA, WTAE and WPXI TV in
Pittsburgh

It was dear that the new outlet did not want to let
the public know that Goods for Gun is violating state
ond federadl law in the manner that they are
tfransferring guns. That silence alone should tell
everyone that the ACSL is correct in raising this
point.

The mediais dearly showing their bios in this issue.

It dear that if they draw too much attention to our
daim, authorities would have to act and shut down
the buy back.

Lt. Phil Docy, a gun collector and Vice President of
Goods for Gun, told Fox that the progrom was legal
ond that the Pennsylvania Uniform firearms Act
dlowed police officer to transfer firearms. Thereis
nothing in the Uniform Firearms Act that exempts
police officers.

While the media will foke the time to cover the
illegal gun buy back, they are less likely to cover the
ACSL's Youth Day.

Rep. Dan Frankel to I ntroduce so-
called Assault Weapons Ban

We want to thank Rep. Darly Metcalfe's office for
faxing us a copy of aletter that Rep. Dan Frankel
from the dty of Pittsburgh's squirrel hill section is
dreaulating asking support in the House of
Representative for his proposed legislation that he
daims will "address the loopholes in the 1994
federa Assault Weapons Ban to prohibit the
manufacture, possession, purchase, sale, or fransfer
of dll assault weapons or assault weapon conversion
kits in Pennsylvonia." With out seeing afinal version
of the proposed legislation we do not have a due
what Mr. Frankel is taking about oand we would be
will be bet neither does Mr. Frankel.

This is an obvious attempt to raise the issue of the
prospects of the federal baon expiring in September
of 2004, ond wanting to replace the federal bon with
a state ban.

We are attempting to obtain afinal version of the bill
and will keep everyone informed at that time.



NRA-ILA Grassroots Alerts

Vol. 10, No. 46 11/14/03

ANTI-GUN SENATORS HOLDINGS. 659 / S.
1806 HOSTAGE

As regular readers of the Grassrootfs Alert know, one
of NRA-ILA" s top legislative priorities in Congress, is
the possoge of S. 659/S. 1806, the "Protection of
Lawful Commerce in Arms Act."

The House version of this bill? H.R. 1036?passed last
April by an overwhelming vote of 285-140, and has
the support of the White House. Yet, despite
assurances of atimely vote and broad bipartisan
support, S. 659/S. 1806 has become stdlled in the
Senafe. Af present, the situation remains very fluid,
and there’ s still a possibility that the Senafte could
pass S. 659/S. 1806 before it goes into recess for
the year. But the only remaining opportunity to pass
the bill this year is through appropriations
legislation, which funds government operations. If S.
659/S. 1806 is passed os part of aspending bill, it
will represent a mgjor pushback by pro-gun Senators
against the obstructionist tactics of the dedicated
corps of anti-gun Senators who blocked
consideration of the bill in early November.

Thaonks to the dedicated grassroots efforts of millions
of NRA members ond gun owners aaoss the country,
S. 659/S. 1806 is now widely acknowledged os
having enough votes to overcome a filibuster by
anti-gun Senators. But we can™ t stop a filibuster
until one starts, and the process con™ t begin until
the bill reaches the Senate floor for debate.

On November 6, pro-gun leoders in the Senate
aftempted to bring the bill to the floor with a
proposed "consent agreement” to govern the length
of debate and the number of amendments eoch side
could order. Anti-gun Senators sent their
representative to the floor to object. After much
discussion, and failing to gain "consent," Senate
leaders moved to ofther business, but vowed to bring
S. 659/S. 1806 to avote early next year, without
regard to the objections from the anti-gun corps.
That sets us up for a full-blown brawl in the New
Year.

In the end, it dl boils down to palitics, but you can
help breok the logiom. In the coming weeks, your

Senators will likely be traveling around your state,
holding town hall meetings, where they can report
on what they™ ve been doing in Washington, and
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toke questions from their constituents. These
meetings offer atremendous opportunity for you to
persondlly voice your strong support for S. 659/S.
1806. Your Senators need to know that this bill is
about saving jobs, and profecting our rights. If you
can” t aftend a meeting, send aletter or make a
phone call to your Senator™ s office. Tell them it™ s
time to stop playing palitics with the Second
Amendment. Urge them to fully support S. 659
without any anti-gun amendments! Ask them to do
everything in their power to end these meritless
lawsuits and ensure that this essentid legislation is
approved os written. Tell them it™ s tfime to pass S.
659/S. 1806! Mdke no mistake?with your help, we
will win this fight ond see this critical legislation
signed into law.

In addition, please contact your Senators and your
U.S. Representative and urge them to cosponsor and
support S. 1414 oand H.R. 31937?the Senate and
House versions of the District of Columbia Personal
Protection Act. This important legislation seeks to
restore the constitutiondlly-guoranteed S econd
Amendment rights of the residents of the District of
Columbia, which has once again redaimed the title
of "murder copitd" of the United States.

Findlly, pleose continue to urge your U.S.
Representative and your Senators to oppose current
legislation seeking to expand the 1994 Clinton gun
ban?H.R. 2038, S. 1431, and S. 1034. You con find
contact information for your elected officals by using
the "Write Your Representatives"' tool at
www.NRAILA.org, or you con call your U.S. Senators
at (202) 224-3121 and your U.S. Representative at
(202) 225-3121.

ST.LOUIS LAWSUIT AGAINST GUN INDUSTRY
DISMISSED ON ISSUES OF "LOGIC AND
FAIRNESS"

On November 7, Judge Emmett O Brien said he
found no baosis for the dty of St. Louis™ daim against
the gun industry seeking reimbursement for costs
assodiated with gun-related injuries. He dismissed
the lawsuit against gun distributors ond trade
organizations a month after he had thrown out
similar charges against gun manufocturers.

Judge O Brien wrote in his opinion that "issues of
both logic and fairness" favored dismissing the cose,
which waos filed in April 1999. He dlso said that such
lawsuits would open "a floodgate to additional
litigation."

Vol. 10, No. 47 11/21/03



WISCONSIN AND MISSOURI FIGHT FOR RIGHT-
TO-CARRY

Despite the support of the mgjority of the
legislature, rank ond file police officers, and the
people of Wisconsin, on November 18, Governor Jim
Doyle (D) vetoed legislation that would allow low-
abiding Wisconsin dtizens the Right-to-Carry
firearms for protection of themselves and their loved
ones.

It is regrefttable that Governor Doyle does not frust
his low-abiding constituents with the right of self-
defense. This is common sense legislation that
requires mandatory fraining, a permit from the
sheriff, ond a aiminal background check. Even polls
by Right-to-Carry opponents reved that a magjority
of Wisconsinites support this law.

According to FBI statistics, 12,000 Wisconsinites are
victims of violent aime annudlly. Right-to-Carry
would give many of those victims the opportunity to
defend themselves against a aiminad aftack.
Research by leading criminologists shows that
firearms are used more than two million times a
year for self-defense. In most cases a shot is never
fired. And, Right-to-Carry lows are a proven aime
deterrent. Violent crime rates have decreosed in
every state after enactment of Right-to-Carry.

Ironically, Governor Doyle enjoys executive self-
protection at taxpayer expense. Yet he will not aofford
the average dtizen the some opportunity. Unless the
legislature acts, the people of Wisconsin will remain
defenseless against criminal aftacks.

Right-to-Carry possed the Wisconsin legislature by a
vote of 24-8 in the Senate and 64-35 in the
Assembly. Four staftes ?New Mexico, Colorado,
Minnesota, and Missouri?have possed Right-to-Carry
lows this year. Thirty-six states and more than half
of all Americans have the right to carry a firearm for
personal protection.

Wisconsin residents are asked to please contact your
Senators and Representatives and respectfully urge
them to stond steadfost on our rights, and their
votes, by voting to override the Governor™ s veto.
You con find contact information for your Legislators
by using the "Write your Representatives" feature af
www.NRAILA. org.

As reported in the September 12 issue of the
Grassroots Alert, on September 11, the Missouri
Sendate joined the House in voting to override
Governor Bob Holden™ s (D) veto of HB 349, making
the "Show Me State' the nation™ s 36th state to pass
a fair, non-discretionary Right-to-Carry law.
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This victory was short-lived, however, as St. Louis
Circuit Judge Steven Ohmer recently issued a
permanent injunction striking down the new low on
grounds that it violates a section of the Missouri
Constitution dating back to 1875. The ruling made
permanent Judge Ohmer™ s femporary injuncfion
against the law, which had been issued in October.

State Attorney General Jay Nixon (D) immediately
appealed the ruling to the Missouri Supreme Court,
arguing that Judge Ohmer™ s ruling waosboth
"unprecedented' aond "absurd."

The NRA is vigorously fighting to overturn the ruling.
The Missouri Supreme Court hos granted NRA™ s
motion to file an amicus brief in a challenge to the
law. NRA aftorney Steve Halbrook said the
oonstitutiondl provision is not meant as a prohibition
against concealed guns. "Ever since Missouri has
been astate, the legislature has dedded when and
where to either allow or prohibit conceded
weapons," he said.

The Missouri Supreme Court has set a Jonuary 22
date to hear the gpped. Rest assured that NRA-1LA
will keep you apprised of future developments or
dedisions.

CONTINUE TO SUPPORT S. 659/ S. 1806

As we have have frequently reported, one of NRA-
ILA" s top legislative priorities in Congress, is the
possage of S. 659/S. 1806, the "Protection of Lawful
Commerce in Arms Act."

The House version of this bill? H.R. 1036?passed last
April by an overwhelming vote of 285-140, and has
the support of the White House. Yet, despite
assurances of atimely vote and broad bipartisan
support, S. 659/S. 1806 has become stalled in the
Senatfe. At present, the situation remains very fluid,
and there™ s still a possibility that the Senate could
poss S. 659/S. 1806 before it goes into recess for
the year. But the only remaining opportunity to poss
the bill this year is through appropriations
legislation, which funds government operations. If S.
659/S. 1806 is passed as part of aspending bill, it
will represent a mgjor pushback by pro-gun Senators
against the obstructionist tactics of the dedicated
corps of anti-gun Senators who blocked
oconsideration of the bill in early November.

Thanks to the dedicated grassroots efforts of millions
of NRA members and gun owners aaoss the country,
S. 659/S. 1806 is now widely acknowledged cs
having enough votes to overcome a filibuster by
anti-gun Senators. But we caon™ t stop afilibuster



until one starts, and the process con™ 1 begin until
the bill reaches the Senate floor for debate.

On November 6, pro-gun leoders in the Senate
aftempted to bring the bill to the floor with a
proposed "consent agreement” to govern the length
of debate and the number of amendments eoch side
could order. Anti-gun Senators sent their
representative to the floor to object. After much
discussion, and failing to gain "consent," Senate
leaders moved to ofther business, but vowed to bring
S. 659/S. 1806 to avote early next year, without
regard to the objections from the anti-gun corps.
That sets us up for a full-blown brawl in the New
Year.

In the end, it dl boils down to palitics, but you can
help breok the logiom. In the coming weeks, your
Senators will likely be traveling around your state,
holding town hall meetings, where they can report
on what they™ ve been doing h Washington, and
toke questions from their constituents. These
meetings offer a tremendous opportunity for you to
personally voice your strong support for S. 659/S.
1806. Your Senators need to know that this bill is
about saving jobs, and protecting our rights. If you
can” t attend a meeting, send aletter or moke a
phone call to your Senator™ s office. Tell them it™ s
time to stop playing politics with the Second
Amendment. Urge them to fully support S. 659
without any anti-gun amendments! Ask them to do
everything in their power to end these meritless
lowsuits and ensure that this essential legislation is
approved as written. Tell them it™ s tfime to pass S.
659/S. 1806! Make no mistake?with your help, we
will win this fight ond see this critical legislation
signed into law.

In addition, please contact your Senators and your
U.S. Representative ond urge them to cosponsor aond
support S. 1414 and H.R. 3193?the Senate and
House versions of the District of Columbia Personal
Protection Act. This important legislafion seeks to
restore the constitutiondly-guaranteed S econd
Amendment rights of the residents of the District of
Columbia, which has once again reddimed the ftitle
of "murder copitd" of the United States.

Finally, pleose continue to urge your U.S.
Representative and your Senators to oppose current
legislation seeking to expand the 1994 Clinton gun
bon?H.R. 2038, S. 1431, and S. 1034. You con find
contact information for your elected offidals by using
the "Write Your Representdtives" tool at
www.NRAILA. org, or you can cdll your U.S. Senators
at (202) 224-3121 and your U.S. Representative at
(202) 225-3121.
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TRANSFORMING PUBLICOPPOSITIONTO
RECKLESS LAWSUITS INTOLEGISLATIVE
REALITY

The Roper Center for Public Opinion Research asked
Americans whether they agreed or disogreed with
the following statement:

"Compaonies that moke guns should be held
finonddly lidble if judges or juries find that their
products were used to commit a cime.”

The response was overwhelming?/8% disagreed,
while only 18% agreed. Unlike many ofher issues we
face, the notion that these grievous lawsuits ogainst
the industry are wrong generdly maokes sense to
most Americans, induding some people who may
support other items on the gun ban lobby™ s agenda.
We are seeing this in Congress, as many lawmaokers
who usudlly line up against the rights of law-abiding
gun owners are cosponsors of S. 6569/S. 1806.
Similarly, quite a few members of the U.S. House of
Representatives not usudlly indined to support NRA
voted for the House version of this bill which passed
on on overwhelming bipartisan vote of 285-140.

We support passage of S. 659/S. 1806 because we
understand that not only are the lawsuits an affront
to our democratic process and judidal system, but
we are also keenly aware of the impact these
lawsuits have on the average gun owner. Maony anti-
gunners, or those who are ambivalent foward our
Seocond Amendment rights, nonetheless see the
reckless lawsuit compaign as turning common sense
on its head, and thus may be indined to contact
their lawmdakers in support of S. 659/S. 1806. Again,
unlike other gun issues, this one has froction with
the non-gun-owning (ond some of the anti-gun)
public os well as gun owners.

As we” ve reportedin previous Grassroots Alerts, it
appears that we will not get final resolution on this
legislation until next year. Since we are dose to, but
not over, the godl line yet, it is critical that you
continue to talk to your gun-owning and non-gun-
owning friends aond colleagues to ensure the
grassroots support that will be required to make this
low aredlity. Also, while Congress is on recess, you
should schedule meetings with your U.S. Senators
and/or attend their town hall meetings to personally
educate them on your support of this legislation. In
addition to aftending meetings and specking out in
support of our Right to Keep and Bear Arms, please
forward the dates, times, and locations of any town
hall meetings to your family, friends, ond fellow
firearm owners, ond to the NRA-ILA Grassroots



Division, so we may compile this information and
share it with the pro-gun community. Please forward
this information to the Grassroots Division by calling
(800) 392-8683, by faxing to (703) 267-3918, or by
sending on e-mdil to tfownhdl@nraohag.org.

While the Chuck Schumers of the world will continue
to misrepresent this bill, when presented with the
facts (induding that illegal actions through a gun™ s
manufacturing stages to its point of sale, oand that
guns that are truly defective, are not insulated from
legitimate legal action), many Americans ogree that
this legislation makes sense. It is up to you,
however, to ensure that their agreement is
tfransformed into active partidipation. Let™ s keep the
pressure up to ensure this common sense proposal
becomes aredlity.

SUPPORT MICHIGAN DOVE SEASON

On November 4, the Michigan House of
Representatives voted 64 to 44 in favor of
establishing the first dove hunting season in state
history. HB 5029 adds the mourning dove to
Michigan™ s list of game spedies.

"This is avital step forward in bringing a mourning
dove season to Michigan," said NRA-ILA Executive
Director Chris Cox commenting on the bill™ s
passage. "The sportsmen of Michigan do not want
"animal rights" extremists maoking crudal dedsions
about their sport and hunting traditions. Today,
Michigan sportsmen are a step doser to joining
hunters in 39 states and enjoying a dove hunting
season."

HB 5029 now goes to the State Senate for
consideration. Please contact your State Senators
and respectfully urge them to support the passage of
a Michigan Dove Season. Please let them know that
Michigan dtizens deserve the opportunity fo hunt
doves, just as hunters in 39 other states presently
have. Be sure to tell them that state wildlife
biclogists, os well as the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, support dove hunting. You con find contact
information for your Representatives by using the
"Write Your Representatives" feature at
www.NRAILA. org
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NINTH CIRCUIT DOES IT AGAIN

The Ninth U.S. Circuit Court of Appedls is once again
up toits poalitical shenanigans. A three-judge paonel
of the San Frandsco-bosed court recently reinstated
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a wrongful death lawsuit against the gun industry,
that had been previously tossed out by a Los
Angeles federal judge before it went to tridl. The
suit, lleto v. Glock, seeks to blame Glock and others
for the horrendous aiminal actions of deranged
white supremacdist Buford Furrow. In 1999, Furrow
shot and killed postal worker Joseph |leto, and
wounded three children at a Jewish day care center
in Cdlifornia. What is not often reported is that,
while a Glock pistol was used in Furrow™ s heinous
aime, the gun was origindly sold to a police
department, which subsequently sold it to alicensed
dedler, whoin turn sold it to a collector, who finally
sold it to Furrow.

Commenting on the cose, Glock attorney Christopher
Renzullie asked the obvious question, "How are we
supposed fo monitor a gun after we sell it fo alaw
enforcement agency?' Echoing this frustrated
sentiment, UCLA law professor Eugene Volokh
quipped, "According to the Ninth Circuit, Glock has
to dictate to the police how to handle (gun sdles),
because they would know better than the police how
to prevent aime.”

The only glimmer of rational ond equitable reasoning
to come out of the reinstatement cose come in the
form of a well-reasoned dissent by Senior Judge
Cynthia Hdll. "I understand the mgjority” s desire to
ensure that the gppellants have their day in court,"
Hall wrote. "But | do not concur in the mgjority™ s
opinion because | believe that it runs afoul of some
of our most baosic duties os federal judges....(we) are
required to apply state low whether we ogree with it
or noft."

This cose dramaticdly underscores the urgent need
for passage of S. 6569/S. 1806, the "Protection of
Lawful Commerce in Arms Act."

The House version of this bill? H.R. 1036?was passed
lost April by an overwhelming vote of 285-140, and
has the support of the White House.

Yet, despite assurances of atimely vote and brood
bipartisan support, S. 659/S. 1806 has become
stalled in the Senafte. Thanks to the dedicated
grassroots efforts of millions of NRA members and
gun owners across the country, S. 659/S. 1806 is
now widely acknowledged as having enough votes to
overcome a filibuster by anti-gun Senators. But we
con” t stop afilibuster until one starts, and the
process can” t begin until the bill reaches the Senate
floor for debate.

On November 6, pro-gun leaders in the Senate
attempted to bring the bill to the floor with a
proposed "consent agreement” to govern the length



of debate and the number of aomendments each side
could order. Anti-gun Senators sent their
representative to the floor to object. After much
discussion, and failing to gain "consent," Senate
leaders moved to ofther business, but vowed to bring
S. 659/S. 1806 to avote early next year, without
regard to the objections from the anti-gun corps.
That sets us up for a full-blown brawl in the new
yeaor.

In the end, it dl boils down to palitics, but you can
help breok the logiom. In the coming weeks, your
Senators will likely be traveling around your state,
holding town hall meetings, where they can report
on what they™ ve been doing in Washington, and
toke questions from their constituents. These
meetings offer a tremendous opportunity for you to
personally voice your strong support for S. 659/S.
1806. Your Senators need to know that this bill is
about saving jobs and protecting our rights. If you
can” t attend a meeting, send aletter, oan email, or
make a phone call to your Senators™ offices. Tell
them it™ s time to stop playing politics with the

S econd Amendment. Urge them to fully support S.
659/S. 1806 without any anti-gun amendments! Ask
them to do everything in their power to end these
meritless lawsuits and ensure that this essential
legislation is approved as written. Tell them it™ s
time to pass S. 659/S. 1806! Maoke no mistake?with
your help, we will win this fight and see this aitical
legislation signed into law.

In addition, please contact your Senators and your
U.S. Representative ond urge them to cosponsor aond
support S. 1414 and H.R. 3193?the Senate and
House versions of the "District of Columbia Personal
Protection Act." This important legislation seeks to
restore the constitutiondly-guaranteed S econd
Amendment rights of the residents of the District of
Columbia, which has once again reddimed the title
of "murder copitd" of the United States.

Finally, pleose continue to urge your U.S.
Representative and Senators to oppose current
legislation seeking to expand the 1994 Clinton gun
bon?H.R. 2038, S. 1431, and S. 1034. You con find
contact information for your elected offidals by using
the "Write Your Representdtives' tool at
www.NRAILA. org, or you can cdll your U.S. Senators
at (202) 224-3121 and your U.S. Representative at
(202) 225-3121.

LEGAL VINDICATION IN CASE OF POLITICAL
CORRECTNESS RUN AMOK

NRA member Alon Newsom, a seventh grade student
in Virginia™ s Albemarle County Public Schoal system,
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recently received legal vindication in a cose of
political correctness run amok.

A lawsuit filed by the NRA Civil Rights Defense Fund
on behalf of Newsom charged that Newsom™ s First
Amendment rights were violated when his school
baonned him from wearing an NRA Youth Sports
Shooting Comp T-shirt that he had received aofter
attending oan NRA-sponsored firearm safety camp. In
aunanimous dedision, a three-judge panel of the
U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appedls reversed a
previous opinion by the U.S. District Court, and
barred the Albemarle County school district from
enfordng the dress code, which prohibits its
students from wearing dothing portraying imaoges of
firearms. The court stated that the dress code is too
broad and is likely to be found unconstitutional.

Toking astand on this important issue, Virginia
Attorney Generdl, Jerry Kilgore (R) filed an amicus
brief with the court, supporting NRA and Newsom.
"We™ re very pleased that the Fourth Circuit has
recognized a law-abiding student™ s right to express
himself in a way that is nondisruptive and
nonoffensive," said Kilgore spokesman Tim
Murtaugh.

In issuing this ruling, the Fourth Circuit Court has
sent a dear message that political demagoguery in
Virginia™ s schools will not be tolerated. As the case
is brought back to the District Court for afull trial,
NRA will continue to fight for equal protection under
the law.



