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ACSL Lawsuit Against PSP to Be Heard on
March 3, 2003

As reported last month, the Pennsylvania Supreme
Court has ordered oral arguments in the ACSL's

app eal of the Comm onwealth court decision in our
suit against the PSP's registry of firearms owners.
The court ordered those arguments to take place in
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania on March 3, 2003, 2003 at
9:00 AM in the Supreme Court Courtroom in the City
County Building on Grant Street.

Soon after the above correspondence reached our
attorney's desk we received a copy of a motion filed
by the Brady Campaign asking that two out of state
lawyers be admitted to the Pennsylvania Bar. The
motion, called a Pro-Hac-Vice motion is filed by
another attorney who is a member of the
Pennsylvania Bar to ask the court to admit an out-
of-state attorney(s) to the Pennsylvania Bar for the
purpose of making oral arguments on a particular
case the court is hearing. That case, of course, is the
ACSL's lawsuit against the State Police registry.

The attorney making the motion is Daniel R. Vine of
the Brady Campaign. His motion is on behalf of two
attorneys from the law firm of Covington and Burling
in Washington D.C., Mr. Christopher Sipes and Aaron
Cooper (See ACSL's report The Road to the Supreme
Court on our web page.

While the motion to admit to the Pennsylvania Bar
will in all likelihood be granted the motion to allow
oral argument may not be so easy, however, noone
would be surprised if the court granted the motion.
The motion to ask the court to grant oral argument
was also signed by the attorney for the Pennsylvania
State Police. It is reasonable to believe that they was
approved by Ed Rendell's new State Police

Comm issioner Jeffrey Miller.

These legal moves certainly show that the Brady
campaign is pulling out all stops to insure that the

state police registry is kept in place. It is also clear
that the PSP is in bed with the Brady Campaign’s
agenda.

Fortunately the court would have none of this
nonsense. On February 4, 2003 we received a copy
of the order of the court that this motion was
denied.

We are pleased that the court took this action. This
is an issue between Pennsylvanians, and outside
interference should not be permitted.

Knowing that the PSP agenda is the same as the
Brady Campaign’s it is very important that everyone
who supports our position be in the courtroom on
March 3, 2003. If you are going to attend it is
important that you dress appropriately and be in the
courtroom before 9:00 AM. No signs please!

Pennsylvania Attorney General Agrees to
Review Gun Buy Back

In December we sent a complaint to Attorney
General Mike Fisher to review the conduct of Goods
for Guns. On February 6, 2003 we phone the AG’s
office to find out the status of our complaint. We
have again followed up our complaint with a phone
call to the AG's office. As of this date we have not
heard from Attorney General Mike Fisher.

Michigan Attorney General Announ ces
Reciprocity Agreement with Pennsylvania is
Possible.

The Attorney General of the state of Michigan has
updated his web site announcing that reciprocity
with Pennsylvania was possible.



According to the Michigan Aftorney Generadls web
page, “Severd states have indicated that they will
recognize Michigaon permit upon entfry of a
redprodty agreement. Those are Arizona,
Mississippi, Pennsylvania, ond West Virginia. We
have advised those states that we wish to enter into
such agreements and will sign them as soon os they
are received.”

We have contacted the AGs office ond osked
whether Pennsylvania will enter into rediprocity with
Michigan. We were told that because the attorney
responsible for this agreement hos left the AGS
office, we would have to wait until his replacement is
brought up to speed.

CALIFORNIA’S AG LOCKYER FINALLY
REPORTS
BALLISTIC "FINGERPRINTING" FLAWED

Initial California Attorney General Lockyer refused to
agree with the initid Cdlifornia Department of
Justice study that found Badllistic Fingerprinting not
feasible as alaow enforcement tool. Lockyer then
enlisted the help of renowned, independent forensic
sdentist and firearms examiner Dr. Jan De Kinder of
the Nationadl Institute for Forensic Sdence in Belgium
to ondlyze the technology. According to areport in
the Ocklond Tribune "The technology doesn' 1 yet
exist to endble Cadlifornia to track the badllistic
"fingerprints" of every firearm maode ond sold in the
state, Attorney Generadl Bill Lockyer said Wednesday
in areport based on studies af the center of the
national gun contfrol debate.

See the ACSLs Web Site for copies of the California
Studies. Also, see NRAS report on the study further
on in this report.

Gun L egislation Introduced in Harrisburg.

Anti-gun legislation is arriving in the Electronic Bill
Room in Harrisburg right on Que. So far the
following bills have been introduced.

HB 185 By Forder- This bill will restore the right of
dl state employees with CCW5s to carry firearms. —
ACSL Support

HB 242 By Bishop — This bill will require firearms
training at a PSP opproved training coarse before the
CCW is issued. — ACSL Opposed

HB 243 By Bishop — This bill will require that dedler
register the purchaser of all shotgun, rifle and
handgun ammunition with the PSP. —-ACSL Opposed
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HB 246 By Bishop — This bill will require every
haondgun be equipped with atrigger lock. In addition
the bill would establish a Ballistic Fingerprinting
databose. ACSL Opposed.

HR 15 Possed the House 199-1. Hearing should
begin this spring and summer. The findl report is
due the General Assembly by November 30, 2003.

NRA-ILA Grassroots Alert
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CONGRESSBACK IN SESSION

The 108th Congress convened this week, and while
it is unlikely any firearm-related bills will be taken
up for consideration in either chamber during the
first few weeks of congressiond action, your NRA-
LA expects another busy federadl legislative
schedule.

Although anti-gun exftremists lost several key
positions of power in the U.S. Senate os aresult of
our sucoess in lost years elections, we can anticipate
they will continue to promote their gun-ban agenda
as aggressively os they have in the past. The gun-
ban lobby will continue to attack the Second
Amendment, and these anti-freedom zeadlots will
pressure their most ardent supporters—the
Schumers, Clintons, Feinsteins, and Kennedys of
the world—to do their anti-gun bidding.

Rest assured that NRA will continue to oppose the
exftremist agenda of gun-lbon advocates whenever
and wherever it should arise, but we also ook
forward to working with our allies in Congress to
promote pro-gun reforms. There are many issues
that will be aritical to the preservation of the Second
Amendment that we anticipate will be brought up
during this Congress—induding protecting gun
manufacturers from reckless lawsuits. We will need
your help if we hope to succeed in promoting our
pro-gun agenda. Be sure to stay informed of the
latest developments in our efforts to protect our
Right to Keep and Bear Arms through our weekly
Grassroots Alert, and encourage other pro-gun
advocates to get more involved with our efforts to
defend the Second Amendment. Working together,
we can ensure the rights of law-abiding gun owners
will be protected for generations fo come!

PRO-GUN COMMUNITY
TO LOSE KEY ADVOCATE IN SENATE



U.S. Senator Zell Miller (D-Ga.), the most vocal
Demoaat in the U.S. Senate who supports our Right
to Keep and Bear Arms, announced this week that
he will not seek reelection in 2004. Miller hos
consistently broken ranks with the anti-gun leaders
of his party, steadfastly refusing tfo support anti-gun
efforts throughout his career. Last year, Senator
Miller spoke passionately about his support of law-
abiding gun owners at NRAs Annual Banquet in
Reno, Nev., ond he was a key sponsor of the
Senates version of reckless lawsuit preemption
during the lost Congress. Although it is unfortfunate
we will lose such a staunch supporter in two years,
we look forward to working dosely with Senator
Miller during this Congress.

FINAL CHAPTER FOR BELLESILES’

It would seem that the saga over Michael
Bellesiles’s "Arming America'—the book that
pedaled the absurd notion that firearms ownership
waos not widespread in America before 1840—may be
coming to an end with the announcement that his
publisher will no longer sell his book. After the
"research" that wos the basis for this book haod been
widely disaedited by his peers, ascathing aritidsm
of his work by an independent committee led to his
resignation from Emory University. Shortly
thereafter, the Bancroft Prize Bellesiles waos
awarded for his work in "Arming America' was
revoked, and the author wos asked to return the
$4,000 cosh prize that accompanied the award. And
the latest blow came on January 7, when the
Associated Press (AP) reported publisher Alfred A.
Knopf will stop printing the book. Bellesiless editor,
Jane Garrett, fold AP this week, "We are in the
process of ending our contractuad arrangement with
Michaoel for "Arming America.” Garrett indicated the
publisher found Bellesiles’s proposed revisions
inadequate. It would be hard to come up with a
more appropriate ending for this particular book.

WHO ARE YOU CALLINGSTUPID’

Michael Moore, the anti-gun film maker ("Bowling
for Columbine") ond author ("Stupid W hite
Men"), seems to be making himself unwelcome in
Englond. FOXNews.com reported on January 8 that
a columnist for The I ndependent, a London
newspaper, accused Moore of criticizing the
passengers aboard the dirplanes hijocked on
September 11. Columnist Yasmin Alibhai-Brown
wrote, "Moore went into arant about how the
passengers were scaredy-cats because they were
mostly white," during a performance of Moore$s
stage show, "Michael Moore - Live!" Alibhai-Brown
also stated that Moore continued by daiming, "If the
passengers had induded black men ... those Killers,
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with their puny bodies and unimpressive small
knives, would have been crushed by the dudes, who
as we dll know take no disrespect from anybody.
God save us from such stupid white men...." Will
Moore have the audodty to malign the innocent
victims of the terrorist attacks of September 11 os
part of his show, not to mention promote such a
dearly radst opinion, here in America’ Only time will
tell, but his radst rantings about the victims of
terrorism are not the only problem for Moore in
England.

FOXNews.com states that areport from the
Independent Movie Database dams Moore dso
berated the staff of the theater hosting his show.
"He reportedly flew into arage, verbdly attacked
everyone assodated with the theater because he
thought he wasnt being paid enough," the
IMDB.com piece daimed. According fo the website,
an unidentified cewmember stated, "He completely
lost the plot. He stormed around dll day screaming
at everyone, telling them how we were dll con men
and useless. Then he went on stage and did it in
public." Moore eventudly apologized, IMDB.com
reported, and said, "A source reports that Moore
then padked his bags and flew to New York the next
day without saying thank you or goodbye to
anyone." Hardly the behavior one would expect from
someone who likes to portray himself as on average
guy working to help average Americans. Sounds
more like Moore is simply your typical, rich elitist,
making millions in the entertainment industry, then
preaching his personal, anti-freedom agenda to
anyone who will listen. Perhaps his latest antics will
lead to fewer listeners.

Vol. 10, No. 3

BRADY BUNCH PROMOTES AGENDA
BY EXPLOITINGTRAGEDY ONCE AGAIN

1/17/03

The gun-ban lobby that now calls itself the Brady
Center or Brady Campaign— although many still
refer to it by its old name of Handgun Control
Incorporated (HCl)—held a press conference
yesterday to announce the latest stage in the
groups efforts to promote politically -motivated
lawsuits that attempt to hold gun makers licble for
the aiminal misuse of their products. HCl president
Mike Barnes ond his organizations lead attorney,
Dennis Henigan, revedled to members of the media
that the gun-bon lobby would expand its harassment
compaign against law-obiding gun makers to indude
tfrying to exploit lost years string of murders and
atftempted murders in the Washington, D.C., area
that John Allen Muhammad ond John Lee Malvo
have been charged with committing.



HCl's suit seeks to hold Bushmaster Firearms Inc.
responsible for at least two of the 10 murders
aftributed to Muhammad and Malvo from last
September and October simply because the accused
are charged with having used one of the compaonys
firearms. But Henigon acknowledged that
Bushmaster obeyed dll of the countless laws and
regulations to which it is subject. Henigan daims
that obeying laws is not enough, and Bushmaster
must also take on the role of investigating every gun
dedler with which it does business—a task aready
under the purview of the Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco, and Firearms (BATF), os well as other
low-enforcement aogendes. Barnes went even further
in spreading out blame, as he implied Congress, the
White House, and the Department of Justice
were partidly responsible for last Falls murderous
rampage.

Of ocourse, frivolous suits such as this are both a
shameless abuse of the courts and an attempt to
draumvent the legislative process. HCl and other
gun prohibitionists are trying to use our judidal
system to drive the law-abiding firearms industry
into bankruptcy by burdening them with the
aushing cost of defending their safe, lawful products
against an onslaught of baseless litigation.
Fortunately, the courts continue to reject the absurd
notion that gun maokers should be held responsible
when aiminals use firearms fo commit criminal acts.
But yesterdays press conference is proof that the
gun-ban movement will continue to promote these
baseless suits and aftempt to replace the rule of law
with the rule of lawyers.

[t is because of this abuse of our courts that one of
NRAS top legislative priorities this Congress will be
the passage of reckless lawsuit preemption
legislation. In the lost Congress, bills prohibiting
these predatory lawsuits gained a great dedl of
support in both the House and the Senate, but time
ran out before they could be given full consideration.

Please contact your U.S. Representative and both of
your U.S. Senafors and urge them to support any
upcoming efforts to pass reckless lawsuit preemption
legislation that will bring an end to this unwarranted
harassment of law-abiding gun manufacturers. You
can reach your U.S. Representative by calling (202)
225-3121, and your U.S. Senators by calling (202)
224-3121. For additional contact information, use
our "Write Your Representatives" tool

Vol. 10, No. 4 1/24/03

LAWSUIT PREEMPTION
REMAINS TOP PRIORITY
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As we reported in |ast week’s Grassroots Alert
(Vol. 10, No. 3), the gun-bon lobby continues to try
to advance its agenda of driving low-abiding gun
manufacturers out of business with a campaign of
promoting predatory lawsuits. These suits, primarily
filed by aonti-gun big dty mayors working in collusion
with the gun-ban lobby, have consistently been
thrown out of courts, and eight have dreody met
their certain demise through either final judgement,
legislative prohibition, or the litigants simply
abandoning their frivolous compaign in the foce of
certain defeat.

But while the losses continue to mount for the
ridiculous argument that low-abiding gun maokers
should be held responsible for the criminal misuse of
their lawful products, the firearms and ammunition
industry will continue to bear the aushing finandial
burden of having to defend itself ogainst these
predatory lawsuits as long os this reckless abuse of
the courts is allowed to continue. For this reason,
one of NRAS top priorities during this congressional
session will be the passage of federdl legislation that
will prohibit these junk lawsuits. We had tfremendous
success lost year gaining support for bills in the
House ond the Senate, but time ran out before either
could be given full consideration. The House bill
(H.R. 2037) ended up with 231 cosponsors, more
than a magjority of congressmen, while the Senate’s
version (S. 2268) ended up with 46 cosponsors,
which is dmost a mgjority. Although no legislation
has been introduced to date, it is still early in the
session, and NRA is working with our friends in
Congress to ensure that bills are introduced in each
chamber os early as possible. Thirty states have
enacted similar legislation.

Please contact your U.S. Representative and both of
your U.S. Senators and urge them to support and
ocosponsor federal reckless lawsuit preemption
legislation that will bring an end to this unwarranted
harassment of law-abiding gun manufacturers. You
can reach your U.S. Representative by calling (202)
225-3121, and your U.S. Senators by calling (202)
224-3121. For additional contact information, use
our "Write Your Representatives" tool.

MARTIN DENIED PAROLE

Tony Martin, the British farmer convicted of murder
for killing a burglar who had broken into his home,
was denied parole, for the second time, on Jonuary
16. And while the Parole Board gave no reason for
tfurning him down, a British online news outlet,
telegraph.co.uk, reported a friend of Martin’
dleged it wos because a probation report labeled the
farmer "a danger to burglars." Others suggest his




parole was denied because Martin will not express
remorse for his acfions.

Martin gained internationd aftention when he waos
convicted of murder affer shooting two burglars who
had broken into his home in August 1999, one of
whom died. The farmer$s isolated home in Norfolk,
England, had been burglarized numerous times
prior to the shooting. Although the general outay of
opposition to the treatment of Tony Martin
throughout his orded hos been heord around the
world, the British courts have offered little relief.
First, Martins appeal of his conviction on grounds of
self-defense wos denied, and then his request to
have his case presented before the House of Lords
waos rejected. Even new forensic evidence that
supported Martins testimony wosnt enough to
warrant on acquittal, athough his conviction was
reduced to manslaughter, aond his sentence reduced
to five years. The Norfolk farmer should qualify for
relecse in July, aofter having served two-thirds of his
sentence.

The experience of Tony Martin is just one sign that
things have gone horribly awry in England. Ever
since the government begon imposing draconion
restrictions on the ownership of firearms, induding a
complete prohibition on owning firearms for personal
protection, violent crimeespedally firearm -related
violent aimehas been increasing aof an dlarming
rate. Now another British paper, The Express,
reports that burglars will not face ony jail time for
first or second convictions, and the police have
determined they will not automatically investigate
reports of burglaries. This would seem to be aredpe
for an explosion in home bredk-ins. |f criminals can
be secure knowing they won' t face an armed
homeowner, don' t face the threat of any red
punishment until after they are cought invading
people’ s homes a couple times, and thdikelihood of
them being caught at dll is diminished because the
police wont automatically investigate every cose,
what is the real deterrent to breaoking info someones
home’ Considering most homeowners have dready
been disarmed, then it sounds like the Golden Age of
Burglars is about to begin in Englond.

Vol. 10, No. 5 1/31/03

RECKLESSLAWSUITS
SUFFER ANOTHER CRUSHING BLOW

The gun-ban lobby’s reckless lawsuit agenda waos
dealt onother devostating blow on Monday, Jonuary
27, when Palm Beach Circuit Judge Jorge Labarga
threw out the November 2002 jury verdict in the
case of Grunow v. Vdor. The Palm Beach County
jury origindly ordered Vdor Corporation, a firearm
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distributor, to pay $1.2 million dollars in asuit
stemming from the murder of teacher Barry Grunow
in 2000. But Judge Labarga overturned the award,
dting the fact that the jury held the firearm used
was not defective, so Valor could not be held
responsible when it had legally sold a lawful, non-
defective firearm.

The November verdict was one of the few positive
moments for the gun-bon lobby$s agenda of
promoting predatory lawsuits against the low-
abiding firearms industry. When the ruling was
origindly announced, it was hdadiled by the Brady
Center formerly known as HCl ‘as a "londmark
verdict," but an attorney working for the Brady
Center responded to Labarga s ruling by saying it
would not set legal precedent, reports The Miomi
Herad

Perhaps hes right, os thereis dready plenty of legal
precedent affirming that the firearms industry
ocannot be held responsible for the acts of aiminals
when they use alawful, non-defective firearm to
commit violent arimes. But despite the fact that anti-
gun extremists continue to suffer crushing defeat
after aushing defeat in their quest to ploce blame
on gun mdakers for the acts of crimindls, there is no
doubt they will not abandon their frivolous litigation.
Their ultimate godl, after dll, is to drive gun makers
into bankruptcy. And while the courts continudlly
reject their suits, they can simply fry to achieve their
god by saddling the industry with the crushing
finondad burden of defending itself against countless
predatory lawsuits.

For this reason, one of NRA' s top priorities during
this congressional session is the possage of federal
legislation that will prohibit these junk lawsuits. We
had tremendous success last year gaining support
for bills in the House and the Senate, but time ran
out before either could be given full consideration.
The House bill (H.R. 2037) ended up with 231
cosponsors, more than a mgjority of congressmen,
while the senates version (S. 2268) ended up with
46 cosponsors, which is dmost a mgjority. Although
no legislation has been introduced to date, it is still
early in the session, and NRA is working with our
friends in Congress to ensure that bills are
introduced in each chamber soon. Thirty states have
enacted similar legislation.

Please contact your U.S. Representative and both of
your U.S. Senators and urge them to support aond
ocosponsor federal reckless lawsuit preemption
legislation that will bring an end to this unwarranted
harassment of law-abiding gun manufacturers. You
can reach your U.S. Representative by cdlling (202)
225-3121, and your U.S. Senators by cdlling (202)




224-3121. For additional contact information, use
our "Write Your Representatives" tool af
www. NRAILA.org.

AG LOCKYER FINALLY REPORTS
BALLISTIC"FINGERPRINTING" FLAWED

California Attorney General Bill Lockyer (D) has
finally acknowledged what NRA has been saying for
some time'any ballistic "fingerprinting" scheme
implemented today would be flawed and
unworkable. In his report, released on Wednesday,
January 29, Lockyer said, "[O]ur analysis concludes
that today's technology is not yet adequate to
handle the volume associated with adding all new
guns to the database and still provide useful
information for investigators.”" And even though
California's anti-gun AG failed to mention that such
a database would also infringe on the rights of
millions of law-abiding Americans, his
announcement should still help in efforts to derail
the attempt by anti-gun extremists to waste millions
of tax-payer dollars on what amounts to little more
than a scheme to register guns and gun owners.

The Lockyer report comes after what seemed like
several attempts to find a way to justify establishing
a ballistic "fingerprinting" scheme. After a study
conducted by the California Department of Justice,
Bureau of Forensic Services, exposed many of the
flaws with such a database, Lockyer had the results
buried, then shopped around for another study.
Lockyer's DOJ turned to Dr. Jan De Kinder of the
National Institute for Forensic Science in Belgium,
but he also concluded a ballistic "fingerprinting”
scheme would be ineffective as a crime fighting tool.
Faced with the overwhelming evidence, Lockyer
conceded in this week's report that a ballistic
"fingerprinting” database is simply not feasible as a
tool for law enforcement.

Unfortunately, we can anticipate that many anti-gun
extremists will ignore the mountains of evidence
that expose ballistic "fingerprinting” schemes as a
waste of critical law enforcement funds that can be
better spent on programs that actually help fight
crime. In fact, anti-gun Senate Minority Leader Tom
Daschle (D-S.D.) has introduced S. 22, a bill that
includes language calling for ballistic
"fingerprinting.” And in the House, anti-gun U.S.
Representative Xavier Becerra (D-Cal.) has
introduced H.R. 24, which would also establish such
a system.

Please contact your U.S. Representative and both of
your U.S. Senators and urge them to oppose these
bills, as well as any attempt to mandate a ballistic
"fingerprinting" scheme. You can reach your U.S.
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Representative by calling (202) 225-3121, and your
U.S. Senators by cdlling (202) 224-3121. For
additiond contact information, use our "Write Your

Representatives" tool at www.NRAILA.org.

Vol. 10, No. 6 2/7/03

HClI "WHISTLE-BLOWER"
REVEALS VERY LITTLE

The gun-ban lobby announced this week that it had
reached a "watershed event" in its reckless lawsuit
campaign with the filing of an affidavit by what the
anti-gun organization calls an "insider" of the gun
industry. Michael Barnes, the president of the Brady
Center/Campaign (perhaps more comm only known
as HCI) praised the affidavit from Robert Ricker, who
has had a rather transitory career with several
organizations involved with firearms, as an
"explosive declaration." Not surprisingly, however,
the hype, as well as the affidavit itself, would app ear
to be much ado about nothing.

Barnes and HCI always make lofty claims about the
significance of court cases and what they portend for
the future of the gun-ban movement, but turn silent
when these "landmark" anti-gun rulings are
overturned and their predictions fall flat. And if this
extremist organization had paid any attention to
history, it might have thought twice before relying
on the statements of a man whose positions seem to
change with the wind.

In his affidavit, Ricker outlines a career that included
a brief stint with NRA in the early ‘80s, followed by

at least five career moves over approximately eight
years. Throughout most of the ‘90s, Ricker©s affidavit
states, he worked for himself as a lobbyist, peddling
his services among various clients, including some in
the firearms industry. In 1997, he secured a full-
time position with the American Shooting Sports
Council, Inc. (ASSC), a group that represented the
interests of a small segment of the firearm industry,
and in March 1999, he became the AS SCOs Executive
Director. Ricker held that position for only four
months, though, and the AS SC was dissolved later
that year. And while Ricker goes to great lengths in
his statement to create the impression that he was
once well-connected within the firearm industry, the
crux of his affidavit is to bolster the gun-ban lobby's
absurd and failing argument that law-abiding gun
makers should be held accountable for the actions of
violent criminals.

Ricker implies that the entire firearms industry is
fully aware of how violent criminals obtain firearms,
knows what needs to be done to stop this, but



simply refuses to do so, and has worked to "silence
others within the industry,” himself included, who
have supported efforts to capitulate to the demands
of anti-gun extremists. He claims federally-licensed
firearms manufacturers, importers, and d ealers
(FA.s) generally turn a blind eye to, and do little to
prevent, illegal firearm sales. But the affidavit is
sorely lacking in substance, and seems more a
fanciful tale created to support the reckless lawsuit
agenda. In fact, the "reforms" to the firearms
industry Ricker claims should be done is a mirror
image of what anti-gun extremists have demanded
for years, including several calls to "reform™ industry
practices to take on duties that should be and are
handled by the law-enforcement comm unity.

In response to Ricker©s affidavit, theNational
Shooting Sports Foundation (NS SF), which actually
represents the firearms industry, released a
statement that read, in part, "Contrary to Mr.
Ricker©s allegations, the industry has a longstanding
record of substantive efforts designed to help ensure
the safe use and responsible distribution of its
products. Just last year, in a request for dismissal of
its lawsuit against the industry, the City of Boston
acknowledged firearms industry members “are
genuinely concerned with and are commi itted to, the
safe, legal and responsible sale and use of their
products' after an exhaustive review of hundreds of
thousands of documents in almost three years of
litigation."”

In addition, in the case of Hamilton v. Accu-
Tek'another predatory lawsuit promoted by the gun-
ban lobbythe New York Court of Appeals held in
April 2001 that "Federal law already has
implemented a statutory and regulatory scheme to
ensure seller "responsibility” through licensing
requirements and buyer ‘responsibility' through
background checks." Further, the ruling rejected the
"reforms"” to the firearm industry proposed by the
plaintiffs because of a failure to show how such
changes in manufacturing or marketing practices
would reduce the criminal misuse of firearms, and
because the court found the proposed changes
would eliminate "a significant number of lawful sales
to ‘responsible' buyers by ‘responsible' Federal
firearms licensees...." The ruling also concluded that
the suit's demand that manufacturers investigate
Federal firearms licensees for possible illegal activity
was "neither feasible nor appropriate,” noting that
"the plaintiffs’ own law enforcement experts agreed
that the manufacturers should not make any
attempt to investigate illegal gun trafficking on their
own since such attempts could disrupt pending
criminal investigations and endanger the lives of
undercover officers.” The reforms rejected in
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Hamilton v. Accu-Tek are, by and large, the same
reforms Ricker claims can and should be
implemented.

Furthermore, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco,
Firearms, and Explosives (BATFE)the federal agency
responsible for regulating FALs and identifying,
investigating, and arresting people who knowingly
sell guns to felons, other prohibited persons, and
their accomplices'says that the vast majority of FA.s
are law-abiding. And last week in Philadelphia,
during the second annual national conference of the
federal government's Project Safe Neighborhoods
program'a Bush Administration priority that targets
illegal firearm possessorsBATFE told U.S. Attorneys,
law enforcement officers, and professionals in
related fields that FA.s who deliberately violate the
law are as rare as police officers who do so. Many
FH.s, BATFE said, bend over backwards to help the
agency with its investigations.

So why would someone HCI describes as a
"significant senior official in the gun industry”

sudd enly decide to ignore court rulings, law-
enforcement officials, and a position he has publicly
stood behind for several years, and now decide to
throw his support behind an effort designed to drive
into bankruptcy the industry he used to represent
and claims he still supports' That's hard to say. The
New York Times reported on Tuesday, February 4,
that "Mr. Ricker said someone in the gun industry
needed to speak up about bad dealers...." But
Ricker's affidavit implies he's known about the
alleged problem and solutions since the early "90s.
And he claims he has been trying to addressthis
"issue" within the industry for most of this time. He
seems to have had plenty of opportunities to come
forward with his position, yet he has not for
approximately a decade.

At the 1994 Gun Rights Policy Conference (GRPC),
Ricker represented the AS SC, and reportedly
cautioned that the gun-ban movement would use
the courts to try to drive gun makers out of business
under the crushing financial burden of expensive
legal fees. ASSC, at the time, was still adamantly
opposed to the anti-gun extremist agenda, and was
paying Ricker as a lobbyist. Unless he wanted to lose
a paying client, he apparently had to stifle any
feelings he might have had that the firearms
industry "encourages and rewards illegal activity."

But AS SC's position softened, and the group seemed
to adopt the strategy that capitulating to the
demands of the gun-ban movement might somehow
be beneficial to the firearms industry. In 1997, ASSC
began working closely with Bill Clinton, the most
anti-gun president this country has ever had, and



the recipient of a lifetime achievement award from
the gun-ban lobby. AS SC was clearly playing with
fire trying to befriend anti-gun extremists by
supporting some of their positions

In 1999, Ricker ascended to the position of ASSC
Executive Director, and a Washington Post article
from April 25, 1999, quotes Ricker, stating, "Our
(AS C's) position right now is that we are operating
in concert and coordination with the NRA." With
Ricker in charge of ASSC, you would think he could
let his feelings be known, and he could openly
promote the "reforms" he now claims he supported.
But the fact of the matter is that, even if he actually
supported such alleged reforms at the time, the rest
of the industry certainly didnt. If he had begun to
promote them, he would have surely lost his
position.

Unfortunately for Ricker, he continued to play with
fire by courting the anti-gun Clinton Administration.
After he agreed to appear with the President at a
White House meeting shortly after the Columbine
tragedy, those few gun industry clients that had
remained with AS SC gave up on the group's tactics,
Ricker resigned his position, and the organization
was dissolved.

With Ricker out of a job, one would think it would be
a perfect opportunity to speak out about the industry
reforms he claims he supported. But Ricker was still
silent. In fact, just prior to Ricker's resignation from
AS SC, he took part in a discussion on gun control
put together by CNN. He defended industry practices
numerous times, stating, "This industry has nothing
to do with why criminals comm it crimes with guns.
Our industry is highly regulated. We pay millions
and millions of dollars each year in federal and state
taxes, we employ thousands and thousands of
individuals, and we are the mainstay in many states
in their state economy. There is no relationship
between our sound business practices and the
criminals who may misuse the products we may
make." This position completely contradicts what
Ricker says now, leading one to wonder what is the
truth'

But even if, for the sake of argument, we accept
Ricker's statement that he truly felt the "reforms"
promoted by the gun-ban movement should be
adopted by law-abiding gun makers, the question
remains, why did he remain silent for so long' After
AS SC was dissolved, and he was no longer employed
by gun makers, it would seem that he would be free
to openly promote these "reforms." But Ricker told
the New York Times he is still "a consultant to some
gun companies,” so perhaps financial considerations
kept him from supporting a lawsuit agenda designed
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to drive his clients out of business. It would be hard
to imagine any gun makers continuing to seek the
services of Ricker now that he is trying to bolster the
gun-ban lobby's failing reckless lawsuit campaign.
Maybe it actually took around a decade for Ricker to
finally summ on up the "courage" to come forward
with the views he claims to have had all along. Or
maybe he simply sees some other benefit, either
financial or otherwise, by spinning his tale. Whatever
the case, it seems unlikely that many will take
seriously the allegations of a man who appears to
have lost his position within the firearms industry
when those he was supp osed to represent simply
lost confidence in his abilities to defend their
interests. Most will likely simply look at his
statement as the lashing out of a bitter man at those
he blames for his own failures.

Ricker is in the news today only because the anti-
gun media elite, as symbolized by the New York
Times and Los Angeles Times, find him a useful tool
by which to advance the gun-ban agenda. And as
the media promotes Ricker as a courageous
"whistle-blower," don't look for them to bother
looking into his contradictory statements, positions,
or motives.

Although Ricker's affidavit may prove to be relatively
insignificant, it is because of such desperate
attempts by the gun-ban lobby that one of NRA's top
priorities during this congressional session is the
passage of federal legislation that will prohibit these
junk lawsuits. We had tremendous success last year
gaining support for bills in the House and the
Senate, but time ran out before either could be
given full consideration. The House bill (H.R. 2037)
ended up with 231 cosponsors, more than a majority
of congressmen, while the Senate's version (S.
2268) ended up with 46 cosponsors, which is almost
a majority. Although no legislation has been
introduced to date, it is still early in the session, and
NRA is working with our friends in Congressto
ensure that bills are introduced in each chamber
soon. Thirty states have enacted similar legislation.

Please contact your U.S. Representative and both of
your U.S. Senators and urge them to support and
cosponsor federal reckless lawsuit preemption
legislation that will bring an end to this unwarranted
harassment of law-abiding gun manufacturers. You
can reach your U.S. Representative by cdlling (202)
225-3121, and your U.S. Senators by cdlling (202)
224-3121. For additiond contact information, use
our "Write Your Representatives" todl.




