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ACSL Lawsuit against the PSP
Registry of Firearm Ownership.

Brady Campaign and Million Moms Join Law Suit
Against the ACSL

In our lawsuit against former Governor Tom Ridge and the
Pennsylvania State Police asking the courts to force this
administration to abide by state law, the Ridge administration and
the PSP has, not surprisingly, acquired a cadre of alliesin their
fight to oppose us. Along with the PSP State Police brief, we have
also received a copy of an Amici brief filed in the Pennsylvania
Supreme Court in support of the PSP gun registry from, none other
than, the Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence and the
Pennsylvania Million Mom Mar ch. These organizations have
been joined by the Pennsylvania Chiefs of Police Association,
Pennsylvanians Against Handgun Violence and Ceasefire PA.
The obviouse intent here isto have us spend addition money
to have our attorney respond to their brief.

See the attached reprint of the Legidative Committee’s
article“ The Road to the Supreme Court”

Attorney General to Decide if
Secondary Game Land Usage
Regulations Lawful.

Shortly after the Pennsylvania Board of Game
Commissioner voted to approve the Game Lands Usage
Recommendations that we amended by PGC executive
director Vern Ross, the ACSL sent aletter to the state
Attorney General Mike Fisher and requested that the AG
further investigate whether the use of State Game Lands
approved by the Game Commission islegal under state and
federal law.

On Wednesday July 3, 2000 we received a phone call from
the AG’s office asking for clarification regarding our
inquiry, and were told that the AG will make a decision as
to the legality of the regulations approved by the
Commission.

City of Pittsburgh to Further
Regulate the location of Firearms
Dealerships and the House
Judiciary Committee

As reported in last month’s Legislative Committee Report,
“Absent of any authority under state law the city of
Pittsburgh continues to attempt to regul ate where firearm
dealerships are alowed to establish a storefront business.

According to an article in the Pittsburgh Post Gazette city
council will debated a bill on Wednesday that would
prohibit the location of afirearms dealershipin

nei ghborhood shopping districts like Carson Street in the
South Side or East Ohio Street in the North Side. Such an
attempt to regulate alawful activity isin violation of section
6120 of the Pennsylvania Uniform Firearms Act, which
reads;

86120. Limitation on Municipal Regulation of Firearmsand

Ammunition.

@ General rule.—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.

The bill that City Council was to debate on June 13" was delayed
until after June 19, 2002 because atechnical problemS with the
ordinance.



This history behind this ordinance goes back to July of 1994 when
councilman Bob O' Connor first introduced the ordinance. At that
time O'Connor's plan was to prohibit home sales of firearms.
Gun selling would be permitted in business establishment in
commercia districts, as they aready were. Gun shops would be
kept 500 feet from other gun dealer, houses of worship, schools,
playgrounds, recreation centers and drug or alcohol rehabilitation
centers. Licensed gun sellers would be required to obtain alicense
from the city (in addition to the present state and federal license).

O' Connor base his ordinance on un-supported arguments that
somehow persons who sold guns from their homes where
somehow doing so illegally. O'Connor kept silent about the fact
that each and every person selling firearms had to obtain a state
and federal license. O'Connor never provided any documented
evidence that such sales were being conducted in violation of any
state and federal law, but the news media latched on to his term of
kitchen —table gun sellers and he had their support for passage of
thisill conceived legidaiton.

A hearing was held, and the ACSL testified against the ordinance
relying on the state preemption of local legislation as evidence that
the ordinance wasiillegal under state law. Prior to those hearings
the city Planning Commission also held hearings on the O' Connor
ordinance weeks before. Testifying before the Planning
Commission was Lt. Phillip Dacey, who at the time was head of
the city' s Gun Task Force and alicensed gun dealer. According to
aJune 16, 1994 Post Gazette article by Michael A. Fuoco, titled,
“Head of gun task force may be moved from position”, the Post
Gazette report that “Dacey, testified before the city Planning
Commission hearing that O' Connor' s bill would *serve no law
enforcement [or] public safety concern'”. In that same article
Dacy reiterated that his testimony reflected the position of the
Public Safety Department, not solely his personal opinion.
Nevertheless Dacy' s testimony was viewed as controvercial and he
upset O' Connor.

The article when on to report that after hearing of Dacey's
testimony “O' Connor said yesterday that he had nothing to do with
the backlash against Dacey, although he admitted he had
considered putting political pressure on the Police Bureau to
remove Dacey from the gun task force.” Never mind that

O' Connor never provided proof that out of home gun sale by
licensed dealers was a problem, and he wasn't require to provide
proof to support his ordinace, but Dacey was. That he never
provided proof of his allagation that these home dealers were
storing large quantities of firearmsin their homes, his credability
was never brought into question.

Does anyone question why the Pennsylvania s Chief's of Police
Association is anti-gun?

In our testimony before City Counci, we provided them with
undisputed facts, based on testimony by the Bureau of Alcohol
Tobacco and Firearms before the U.S. Congress, that more than
72% of the federally licensed dealers have their businesses |ocated
in their homes. That nearly one-third of all licensees have no
inventory of firearms and have not bought or sold any firearmsin a
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12 month period. Of the remaining two —thirds, a majority (60%)
have conducted a minimal amount of business (less than 10
transactions). Factsthat Bob O' Connor never disputed.

In additon we showed that the ordinance wasillegal under the
state's preemption act. In spite of this overwhelming evidence
against the ordinance Bob O' Connor got his wish, and City
Council enacted the ordinance.

That was Bob O' Connor then. What about Bob O' Connor now?

The same Councilman Bob O' Connor, who wanted to have the city
join Philadephiato sue gun manufacturers, is now singing a
different tune. Thistime around Mr. O' Connor vote against
stiffing-up the ordinance he authored in 1994. He sided with the
only pro-gun member of City Council, Jim Ferlo, and as the Post-
Gazette reported, said that the new ordinance “ could drive away
business and offend the National Rifle Association.”

“Offend the National Rifle Associaiton”? When was Bob
O' Connor conerned about offending the National Rife
Association?

Mr. O' Connor was also quoted as saying “Let's not restrict [gun
dealers] so much, so people go to Homestead or Robinson
Township to buy their hunting equipment. | don't want the NRA
calling and saying, ‘why don't you favor gun sales?’

What an increditable turn about. Now, when the city is starving
for new businesses, Mr. O' Connor isafriend of the NRA.

One of the areas of the city where new gun deal erships would be
prohibited is the South Side of Pittsburgh. Thisis one area of the
City which has been experiencing tremendous growth. A recent
articlein the July 7, 2002 Post-Gazette titled, “How the SOUTH
SIDE got its groove back” examined how this growth happen. A
chart in the article showed the demographics of the South Side. In
that chart, shown below, the City of Pittsburgh approved the
creation of 28 bars and 41 Restaurants with liquor licenses
approved by the City, but not one gun dedlership. But now Bob
O' Connor want to change that problem. It appears that there are
no outdoors stores, who also sell firearms, locating in the City.
Thisisaloss of tax revenue for the city, and now we have a
different problem for the City.

The City of Pittsburgh doesn't mind gun dealershipsin the City
just aslong as no one can see them. But they have no problem with
the increasing number of barsin the city.

Researchers have agreed that a ochol in moderationis not a
problem. However, the abuse of alcohol is a problem, and the
prevention of alcoholism is a seriouse problem in the United
States.

Over twenty percent of all traffic fatalities in the United State each
year are caused by drunk drivers. Y oung people are over-
represented in driving accidents involving alcohol. In arecent
year, people aged 16 to 24 were involved in 28 percent of all



alcohol-related driving accidents, although they make up only 14%
of the U.S. population. Y oung people are also over-represented in
drinking driver injuries and deaths. Even when their blood alcohol
contents (BACs) are not high, young drinkers are involved in
driving accidents at higher rates than older drivers with similar
BACs.

As shown in the chart below the great majority of the population of
those visiting the South Side are those between the ages of 20-44.

With these well known statistics readily available Pittsburgh City
Council has absolutely no problem allowing these establishments
to flourish in the City.

South Side demographics
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A firearms dealership can not be located on the South Side even
though it would be closed during the time period that the bar
crowd would be in high swing, and, never mind that it isillega to
sell afirearm to anyone who is under the influence of alcohol.

Never mind that arecent federal study found that most guns
recovered from a crime scene are more than three years old.

However, now comes the state of Pennsylvaniainto the
controversy. On July 3, 2002 the ACSL received a phone call
from the office of the chief counsel of the House Judiciary
Committee. It appears that several members of the House have
been inquiring asto the legality of the Pittsburgh ordinance.
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It appears that when the Judiciary Committee receives areasonable
number of inquiries on matters of law, in an areawhich isthe
responsibility of that committee, the committee begins a process of
conducing an investigation. The House Judiciary Committee staff
has begun that process. The ACSL was ask if we would cooperate
with the Judiciary Committee in their investigation of the
Pittsburgh ordinance, and of coarse we agreed. This does not
mean that an investigation will continue and hearings will be held,
but the ossiblility exists.

More to follow on this as more information becomes available.

NRA-ILA FAX Alert

Supreme Court Declines To Hear
Emerson Case

On Monday, the Supreme Court of the United States declined
without comment to hear U.S. v. Emerson. And while the decision
is bad news for the defendant, the non-ruling in the Emerson case
does mean that the 5th Circuit Court’s finding that the Second
Amendment protects an individual right will stand. Furthermore,
when the Bush Department of Justice (DOJ) submitted its
Emerson briefs, it included statements that our Right to Keep and
Bear Armsisclearly an individual right protected by the
Congtitution, which can also be used in legal arguments against
unconstitutional gun control laws. As NRA-IL A Executive
Director Chris Cox explained to The New York Times, NRA was
not concerned with the Supreme Court' s lack of decisive action, as
"our client is the Second Amendment." Cox went on to say, "The
Second Amendment won" when the Bush Administration made
clear it supports the correct view that the right to armsis an
individual, protected right.

HCI Losing Touch With Reality?

It seems the gun-ban lobby formerly known asHCI (ak.a. the
Brady Campaign or Brady Center) is either in a deep state of
denial, or has simply lost touch with reality. The organization
regularly tries to deny that Democratic candidates are trying to
distance themselves from HCl®anti-gun agenda, even though the
vast mgjority of political pundits and media outlets (even those that
are anti-gun) have been pointing out this fact since the 2000
elections. But HCI' s spin on thisweek' s court decisionsis further
proof of the group having abandoned any semblance of rationality.

Although Monday' s decision by the Supreme Court of the United
Statesis far from ground-breaking, a press release from the gun-
ban lobby makes the outrageous claim the non-ruling isa"Magjor
Blow to NRA's Extremist View of the Second Amendment." And
while it boggles the mind trying to determine how the organization
came to such awild conclusion, what' s more mind-boggling is the
group labeling as "extremist" aview held by the overwhelming
majority of America s voters. Last week we reported that a Zogby



I nter national poll found 75% of American voters shared the
correct view that the Second Amendment protects an individual
right. The ideathat HCI finds aview held by tens-of-millions of
Americansto be "extremist" just goes to show how out of step with
the general public the group has become.

And if declaring the majority of American voters hold "extremist"
viewsis not enough proof that HCI no longer exercises common
sense or restraint when issuing its outlandish rhetoric, the spin the
group tried to put on the Ohio Supreme Court's ruling on the
Cincinnati reckless lawsuit should remove all doubt. The
organization is calling the close 4-3 ruling the "greatest legal
victory yet against the gun industry." But as was pointed out in the
earlier story on thisruling, it barely qualifies as a victory—as the
case may till be dropped or rejected, and, if it proceeds, it islikely
tolose—and if HCI isreduced to considering it the "greatest legal
victory," then the organization's supporters should be truly
concerned.

Then again, thisisn't the first time the gun-ban lobby has made
such bizarre claims. In 1999, HCI called an appellate court ruling
in Californiathat allowed another reckless lawsuit to proceed a
"historic victory" that would have "far-reaching implications' for
similar suits. That case was thrown out two years later by the
California Supreme Court. So much for HCI' s prognosticating
skills.

Even some long-time supporters of HCI' s agenda are now having
to question the group' srhetoric. A June 7 editorial in the
Washington Post—a paper that openly supports most gun-control
proposals as part of its editorial policy—has taken the gun-ban
lobby to task over itsinvolvement in the Maryland gubernatorial
race. Recently, the organization began running radio ads as part of
its campaign to help elect M aryland’ s anti-gun gubernatorial
candidate K athleen Kennedy Townsend (D). The adsb which
another Post article from June 13 refers to as "the opening salvo of
aplanned $250,000 campaign"P feature HCI president Mike
Barnes claiming Townsend' s Republican opponent, U.S.
Representative Robert Ehrlich, Jr., has an "extremist record"
when it comesto firearms. But the Post’ s editorial points out that,
while "Mr. Ehrlich's record on gun issuesis not one that we
embrace," his"record is...fairly mainstream.” And the article from
June 13 indicates that the HCI/Barnes ad is quite misleadingb
although dishonest may be a better wordb when it comesto
representing Ehrlich's record.

The Townsend campaign claims it was not involved with the HCI
attack ads, but it has yet to comment on HCI' s use of the
"extremist" label when discussing her opponent. Does Townsend
support HCI's position that Representative Ehrlich has an
"extremist record" on guns? And do all of HCI's supporters,
including those lawmakers who regularly introduce or promote
HCl-endorsed legidation, share the gun-ban lobby' s view that the
belief the Second Amendment protects an individual right isan
"extremist view"? The vast majority of American votersb 75%, to
be exactb would certainly like to know who considers their views
to be "extremist."
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Remind All Lawmakers to Support
Arming Pilots

Legidlation that would provide for the arming of properly trained
flight deck crew is gaining momentum in both chambers of
Congress. These proposalsb H.R. 4635 in the House and S. 2554
in the Senateb would mandate programs that would allow properly
trained commercial airline pilots and other flight deck crew to have
accessto firearms as alast line of defense against terrorist
hijackers. On Wednesday, the U.S. House Subcommittee on
Aviation approved H.R. 4635 after it was amended. The bill now
seeks to establish atwo-year test program that will eventually
allow for as many as 1,400 commercial airline pilots to have
access to firearms aboard their aircrafts. While NRA would like to
see this option extended to all properly trained flight deck crew,
this legidlation represents a good first step in the right direction.

While some anti-gun lawmakers still balk at the idea of arming
pilots to defend against terrorist hijackersb preferring to rely on
reinforced cockpit doors and the unthinkable, last-step "option” of
U.S. military aircraft shooting down commercial airplanesb many
lawmakers clearly understand why arming pilotsis a good idea
when dealing with the threat of terrorist hijackings. "1f something
were to happen, the last option is to shoot down an airplane,”
pointed out U.S. Representative John Thune (R-S.D.). "We want
to avoid that at al costs." Arming pilots will best ensure we never
see arepeat of September 11, and we don't have to worry about
the possibility of that "last option.”

H.R. 4635 now has 52 co-sponsors, and is scheduled to be
addressed next Wednesday, June 26, by the full House
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee. S. 2554, which
extends the training program to all qualified flight deck crew, has
11 co-sponsors, and both bills also provide self-defense training
for flight attendants. Please contact your U.S. Senators at (202)
224-3121 and your U.S. Representative at (202) 225-3121, and
urge them to co-sponsor these bills. Those on the Internet can find
additional contact information by using our "Write Y our Reps"
toal.

Keep Telling Your Senators to Oppose
Attacks on Gun Shows

We till anticipate the gun control lobby that calls itself
"Americansfor Gun Safety" (AGS)D along with U.S. Senator
John McCain (R-Ariz.), the group's foremost spokesman in the
Senateb will try to force avote in the Senate on its anti-gun show
bill, S. 890, at any time between now and I ndependence Day. S.
890 is designed to run gun shows out of business through a variety
of registration and licensing schemestiand is clearly the first step
toward the true goal of banning all legal private sales, including
those between friends and family.

Itiscritical that you contact your U.S. Senators today and urge
them to oppose S. 890 when it is brought up for consideration.



Y ou can reach your U.S. Senators by calling the U.S. Senate
switchboard at (202) 224-3121. Just ask for your Senators' offices,
or give the operator your state. For additional contact information,
use our "Write Your Reps' tool.

Arming Pilots Takes Another Critical Step
Forward

On Wednesday, the House Transportation Committee approved
H.R. 4635D legidation that would mandate the establishment of a
program that would allow as many as 1,400 (2%) properly trained
commercia airline pilotsto have access to firearms as a last line of
defense against terrorist hijackers. The test program has bipartisan
support, and would give preference to pilots with prior military or
law-enforcement experience. While NRA would like to see this
option extended to all properly trained flight deck crew, this
legidation represents agood first step in the right direction, and
was passed in committee on a voice vote.

There are lawmakers who would also like to see the program
expanded to more pilots. During Wednesday' s Committee
meeting, U.S. Representative John Thune (R-S.D.) discussed
increasing to 10% the amount of pilots who could take part in this
test program. Rep. Thune may offer his amendment when the bill
is brought up for consideration before the full House, which could
occur in the near future.

We can also expect anti-gun extremists to propose amendments
that would completely gut thislegidlation, as their sole focus on
airline security seemsto be relying on reinforced cockpit doors
and enhanced screening procedures at airports. On Wednesday,
U.S. Representative Ellen Tauscher (D-Calif.) discussed several
proposals she intends to introduce that would eviscerate H.R.
4635. She would allow the Transportation Security
Administration (TSA)D currently headed by John M agaw (head
of the BATF under the Clinton/Gor e Administration)D to
terminate the test program, and would require armed pilots to store
their firearmsin lockers at airports.

The full House should take up H.R. 4635 for consideration shortly
after lawmakers return from their Independence Day District
Work Period on July 8. The bill now has 55 co-sponsors, and
support for it continues to grow. And while enhancing airline and
airport security in other areasis certainly alaudable goal, it should
be done in concert with arming pilots, not instead, as anti-gun
lawmakers continue to suggest. As U.S. Representative Richard
Baker (R-La) told the New Orleans Times-Picayune, "In this day
and age, you just can't have too much security to help people fedl
protected from even the most unforeseeable threats, and [H.R.
4635] simply tries to make sure all the bases are covered.”

Meanwhile, S. 2554, the U.S. Senate bill that seeksto arm
properly trained flight deck crew, has 11 co-sponsors, and could
use more. Please contact your U.S. Senators at (202) 224-3121 and
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Representative at (202) 225-3121 and urge him to co-sponsor H.R.
4635, to oppose any anti-gun amendments to the bill, and to vote
for it when it is brought to the House floor for consideration. Y ou
can find additional contact information by using our "Write Y our
Reps' toal.

House Floor Debate on Arming Pilots
Upcoming

When Congress returns next week from its I ndependence Day
recess, we anticipate H.R. 4635 will be one of the first bills
brought to the House floor for consideration. This legislation
would mandate the establishment of atest program to allow as
many as 1,400 properly trained commercial airline pilots to have
accessto firearms as alast line of defense against terrorist
hijackers. The test program has bipartisan support, and would give
preference to pilots with prior military or law enforcement
experience. While the NRA would like to see this option extended
to all properly trained flight deck crew, thislegislation represents a
good first step in the right direction.

The full House should take up H.R. 4635 for floor debate some
time next week, perhaps as early as Monday. We can anticipate
some lawmakers will place their anti-gun extremist agenda above
the interests of airline security, and they will try to gut this
legislation with unacceptable amendments. Call your U.S
Representative at (202) 225-3121 and urge him to oppose any
anti-gun amendmentsto H.R. 4635, and to vote for it when it is
brought to the House floor for consideration.

In addition, S. 2554, the bill in the U.S. Senate which seeksto arm
properly trained flight deck crew, has 12 cosponsors, and could
use more. Please contact your U.S. Senators at (202) 224-3121
and urge themto cosponsor S. 2554. Those on the Internet can
find additional contact information by using our "Write Your
Representatives' tool.

Attend Town Hall Meetings

Congressison break for its I ndependence Day District Work
Period, and is scheduled to return July 8. Please contact your
lawmakers' district offices and ask if or when they plan to hold
town hall meetings during the recess. If you do not know the
number for your lawmakers' district offices, you can use our
"Write Your Representatives' tool, or call the NRA-ILA
Grassroots Division at (800) 392-8683.

In addition to attending meetings and speaking 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 members
and friends who support the Second Amendment, and to the NRA-
ILA Grassroots Division, so we may share thisinformation with
the pro-gun community. Please forward this information to the
Grassroots Division by calling our toll-free number, faxing to

urge them to co-sponsor S. 2554. And call your U.S.

(703) 267-3918, or by sending an e-mail to townhall @nrahg.org.




