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ACSL Lawsuit against Pennsylvania
State Police

A report was published in the May/June issue of the
Pennsylvania Rifle and Pistol Association’s newsletter
that “The suit against the PA State Police and their
illegal handgun registration program is continuing
with hearings on appeal to be held in Pittsburgh
later this year. The date has been set and
postponed.” That report was in error.

The ACSL assumed that the writer was discussing
the ACSL's lawsuit, even though no mention of the
ACSL was made in the article. The ACSL contacted
the writer to set the record straight. We directed the
PRPA writer to the report on the lawsuit on the
ACSL’s web site. After an exchange of emails the
PRPA writer acknowledged that their report was in
error. We hope a correction will be made in the next
issue.

At this time there has been no response from the
Supreme Court.

Reciprocity of CCW permits in limbo
at this time.

Difficulties with negations and recent changes in
some state laws, have slowed progressin the
Attorney General’s office in acquiring additional
reciprocal agreements with additonal states.

According to Attorney General Mike Fisher a bill was
to be introduced out of Sen. Robbins office this year,
but that bill has yet to materialize. Earlier this year
the Attorney General signed off on language similar
to a bill introduced last year by Sen. Robbins, SB

1547. It was expected that the bill which was to be

introduced by Sen. Robbins was to be similar to SB
1547, and that the bill was to be introduced in
during the second quarter. As of this date no bill
has been introduced.

With the appointment of Mike Fisher to a Federal
App eals court pending, the cooperation between the
ACSL and the AG office has slowed. This has
prompted the ACSL to go it alone.

A bill has drafted by the ACSL, and a coalition of
individuals, was supp osed to be introduced but there
has been no progress.

Attorney General Reverses Himself on
Goods for Guns

A verbal agreement between the ACSL and Attorney
General Mike Fisher that he would intervene in the
illegal Goods for Guns operations has been
overruled. As aresult the AG will not become
involved in investigating the activities of Goods for
Guns.

The ACSL first complained to District Attorney
Steven Zappala in January of 2001 that Goods for
Guns buy back may be in violation of state and
federal law that prohibits the transfer of a handguns
unlessthat transfer takes place on the premise of a
dealer and a background check is performed.

The District Attorney’s office refused to investigate
complaining that his office had no authority over the
matter. The DA’s office suggested that we take our
complaint to the Attorney General.

A letter, with supporting documentation, was sent to
Attorney General Mike Fisher, and Fisher agreed to

look into the matter. In a letter dated May 19, 2003
Executive Deputy Attorney General William H. Ryan,



Jr. wrote to the ACSL regarding his offices review of
our complaint. In that letter AG Ryan wrote,
"Plecse be advised that this office does not have
jurisdiction to investigate your complaint. Any
violation of that statute are within the jurisdiction of
the District Attorney of Allegheny County.” He
further wrote, “You can be sure that we have
carefully reviewed your allegations but we are
constrained by the Commonweadlth Attorneys Act
from toking ony action without areferra from the
District Attorney.”

A review of the AG5 web site shows the AG bringing
action against probable violations of state law. |t is
undear whether these cases have been referred to
the AG by the District Attorney. But it is dear that
the AG does bring actions against violators of state
low.

It is dear that the authorties do not want to enforce
the law. |f the authorities do no want to enforce the
lows, then the logical solution is to reped them.

Reaprocity of CCW permits Successin
other States Accderates.

With the disappointing slow down in rediprodty
reform in Pennsylvania, redprodcity is maoking
progress in other states.

In spite of the Columbine shootings in 1999,
Colorado recently possed legislation that would
reform their CCW Permit system, and provide for
Redprodty. Similar legislation again repeated in
Michigan, Minnesota. On June 5, 2003 North
Carolinas hos ratified ond is awaiting the Governors
signature of a bill to authorize recognizition of other
states CCWS5.

Arizona is publidy seeking redprocal aogreements
with other stafes through internet broadcosts.
Pennsylvania has not been able to negotiate
agreements with states, other than Michigon, since
April because of the training issue and vdlidation
issues.

The state of Delaware just recently passed House Bill
178 to “give full faith oand credit and shall otherwise
honor and give full force and effect to all
licenses/permits issued to the ditizens of other states
where those issuing states give full faith ond credit
and other wise honor the licenses issued by the
State of Delaware...”

More recently Alaska has just passed, and the
Governor hos signed, HB 102, that allows Aloskans
to carry a firearm concealed without a permit.,

Page 2

The bill does not eliminate the states conceded
haondgun permit program. The governors office said
Alaskans ocould still apply for a permit in order to
carry a concealed weopon in other states or be
exempt from bockground checks when purchasing
firearms.

It appears that inorder for Pennsylvania to enter into
reciprodty with Alaska the fraining requirement will
still be an issue, in that, Alaska still requires training
and Pennsylvania does not.

Alaskans will still be subject to strick rules where
oconcealed carry will be restricted.

U.N. to host global gun-control event
© 2003WorldNetDaily.com

Just days affer French President Jocgues Chirac
cadlled for a global tox on individuadl firearms
purchaoses, the United Nations has announced it is
gearing up to sponsor a globa gun-control forum
next month in New York City.

The July 7-11 meeting builds on asimilar forum held
in 2001, in which partidpating nations signed a
"Program of Action" to "Prevent, Combat ond
Eradicate the lllict Trade in Small Arms aond Light
Weagpons in All Its Aspects.”

The Program of Action, or POA, "sets the first globdl
norms of good behavior to reduce small-arms
proliferation," says astatement by the U.N. Small
Arms Conference. "By agreeing to this document, dll
ocountries have formadly committed themselves to
toke acfion" regarding the proliferation of "illict"
small arms and light weapons.

Among the provisions in the PoA agreed upon by member states:

e A commitment to make "illi cit gun production/passesson
a aiminal offense”;

e The establishment of anational coordination agency on
small arms;

e A pledgeto identify and destroy stocks of surplus
wegons,

e Tradk "officially held gurs’;

e Thenotificaion of nations who were the original supplier
of wegpons when those wegoons are re-exported;



The marking of guns and light weapons at the point of
manufacture, so they can be tracked and traced globally;
and

The maintenance of gun manufacture records.

NRA-ILA Grassroots Alert

Vol. 10, No. 18 5/2/03

BALLISTIC"FINGERPRINTING" STUDY
BILL

U.S. Senators Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) and Zell
Miller (D-Ga.) introduced on Thursday, May 1, S.
980, requiring the study of ballistic imaging
technology to determine if it is an effective law
enforcement tool. While several studies have already
determined that existing ballistic imaging systems
are flawed, anti-gun extremists continue to promote
what they call ballistic "fingerprinting" schemes-
which are little more than an attempt to impose a
nationwide registration system for all law-abiding
gun owners.

NRA, of course, has always welcomed any
technology that thwarts criminals and d oes not
infringe upon the rights of law-abiding citizens. For
that reason, NRA supported legislation during the
last Congressthat called for an evaluation of ballistic
imaging, and we support S. 980 now. Unfortunately,
the gun-ban lobby, with the aid of anti-gun
lawmakers such as U.S. Senator Tom Daschle (D-
S.D.) and U.S. Representative Xavier Becerra (D-
Cal.), continue to promote ballistic "fingerprinting"”
schemes as part of its agenda to register all law-
abiding gun owners. Sen. Daschle and Rep. Becerra
have each introduced legislation that includes
ballistic "fingerprinting" schemes-S. 22 and H.R. 24,
respectively

The Brady Center/HCI has been shamelessdly trying
to exploit fears over the horrificcrime spree that
took place in the Washington, D.C., areaand
captured our nation’ s attention last Fall. In spite of
HCI" s allegations that law enforcement does not
have the necessary resources to solve firearm-
related crimes, police were able to track down and
apprehend John Allen Muhamm ad and Lee Malvo,
and charge the pair with shooting 13 individuals,
including 10 fatally, in October of last year. But the
gun-ban lobby has rarely seen a tragedy it will not
exploit, and it continues to use last Fall" s events to
promote ballistic "fingerprinting"/ registration
schemes, even though there is no evidence to
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indicate such schemes would have helped police
catch Muhamm ad and Malvo. In fact, Malvo has
recently indicated he stole the firearm used in the
crimes. Perhaps HCI can explain how its schemes
would convince a murderous thief to register the
firearm he steals and intends to use in a deadly
rampage.

Please call your federal lawmakers, and encourage
them to oppose any legislation that calls for
mandating any ballistic "fingerprinting” scheme that
would call for the registration of law-abiding gun
owners. Studies show that such systems have not
been effective law enforcement tools. Urge
lawmakers, instead, to support S. 980, which would
mandate a federal study of ballistic imaging to
determine if technology exists that would aid law
enforcement in fighting violent crime without
infringing on the rights of law-abiding citizens. 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.

LAUTENBERG SEEKS
TOEXPLOIT WAR ON TERRORISM

One of the most rabid anti-gun U.S. Senators has
introduced legislation that would tie firearm
transfers to our nation” s terror alert system. Sen.
Frank Lautenberg (D-N.J.), along with U.S. Senators
Jon Corzine (D-N.J.), Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.), and
Jack Reed (D-R.l.), introduced S. 969 this week,
which would suspend many of the gun-owner
protection portions of laws that regulate the transfer
of firearms as long as the terror alert level is above
Code Green, or the lowest level. As you know,
America has been above Code Green since the alert
system was put in place. Among the laws that would
be suspended are those that limit law enforcement
to three days for completing background checks on
firearm purchasers, as well as the law that requires
the destruction of records for anyone whose
purchase is not denied. NRA-ILA Public Affairs
Director Andrew Arulanandam told the Washington
Times that the bill was an attempt to "exploit the
fear of terrorism," indicated the laws Lautenberg
sought to suspend would have the effect of a
permanent suspension, and was merely an attempt
to create a national firearm registration system.

Please call your U.S. Senators and encourage them
tooppose S. 969. You can reach your U.S. U.S.
Senators by calling (202) 224-3121. For additional
contact information, use our "Write Your
Representatives" tool.




CONTINUE TO PROMOTE
RECKLESSLAWSUIT PREEMPTION

The battle in the U.S. Senate over reckless lawsuit
preemption has dlready begun. |t is cudd that you
call both your U.S. Senators and urge them to help
bring an end to predatory, meritless lawsuits
designed to wipe out the firearm industry, or impose
nationwide gun control "laws" by locdl judiddl fiat.
Let your Senators know that it is crudal they support
S. 659, and hadlt the dbuse of our courts by anti-gun
extremists who are frying to usurp congressional
authority with the aid of greedy frid laowyers ond
activist judges andjuries. Also urge them to support
the will of the mgjority by working to derail the
filibuster anti-gun Senators have threatened to
launch to defeat S. 659. Anti-gun extremists
opposed to this reform are dearly in the minority,
and will use any means avdailable to support the
efforts of their cohorts in the gun-baon [obby.

To contact your U.S. Senators, you can call the U.S.
Senate switchboard at (202) 224-3121, and they
should be able to assist you. For additional contact
information, you can use our "Write Your
Representatives” tool. And for a list of Senate
cosponsors of S. 659, go to the Library of Congress
website, at http://thomas.loc.gov.

ANOTHER RECKLESSLAWSUIT GONE

The Cincinnati Enquirer reported on Wednesday,
April 30, that the lead aftorney in the City of
Cindnnati™ s reckless lawsuit against lawabiding
gun maokers advised the Cindnnati City Coundl to
drop its cose. The Enquirer reported that attorney
Stanley Chesley told the City Coundil it should
"concede defeat and drop the case," as "he could not
justify moving forward with the ... lawsuit...." The
following day, the City Coundl followed that advice
and voted unaonimously to drop the suit. The Brady
Center/HC, which adlso worked on the suit on behalf
of the City Coundil, was merely "disoppointed" with
the advice from Chesney, according to the artide.

Of course, "disappointed" may be a bit of an
understatement. The gun-ban lobby once hadiled a
dedsion by the Ohio Supreme Court that merely
dlowed the Cindnnati suit to continue os the
"greatest victory yet against the gun industry.”
Perhaps HCl needs to stop making such hyperbolic
statements, as it seems to be the litigious kiss of
death. In 1999, HCO called an oppellate ruling in a
Cdliforniareckless lawsuit a "historic victory" that
would have "far-reaching implications” for similar
suits. That cose, however, was thrown out two years
later by the Cdlifornia Supreme Court.
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Alsoin 1999, aNew York jury in another reckless
lawsuit gave proponents of this dbuse of the judidadl
system fleeting success, siding partialy with HCl ™ s
agenda when it handed down a mixed verdict
against some gun maokers involved in the suit. The
gun-ban lobby cdlled the jury verdict "a stinging and
unexpected defeat" for gun owners only to see it
thrown out on appeadl by both the New York Court of
Appedls and the U.S. Court of Appedls for the
Seocond Circuit.

Vol. 10, No. 19 May 9, 2003

CAMPAIGN FINANCE "REFORM" MORE
MUDDLED THAN EVER

Lost Friday, May 2, athree-judge panel for the U.S.
District Court for the District of Columbiaissued its
long-awaited ruling on the constitutionality of the
compaign finonce "reform" |low enacted lost year.
Unfortunately, NRA™ s chadllenge of one of the most
onerous restrictions within the law-a prohibition on
certain ads running during certain periods before
elections-waos not only rejected, but the ruling
actually expanded the restrictions, making them
much more onerous. NRA has asked the judiddl
panel to delay implementation of the provisions of
its ruling that ded with prohibitions on the broadcost
of issue-advocacy ads until the Supreme Court of the
United States has had time to review the ruling.

The long-awaited ruling induded four different
opinions, fotaoled more than 1,600 pages-the longest
ruling in that court™ s historyaond hos taken scores of
lowyers days to determine what, exactly, the ruling
meant. So far, it appears nobody is satisfied with the
dedsion. When the law itself was being debated,
many opponents argued it was not only an affack on
free speech, but that it wos so confusing that it waos
nearly impossible to dedpher the implications of the
law. Now, the problem oppears to have been
exacerbated. NRA will continue to do dll it can to
protect our ability to exerdse our right to free
speech, and we will continue to report developments
on this front.

MOST SWEEPING GUN BAN EVER HITS
CONGRESS:
CLINTON BAN "RE-ENACTMENT" TARGETS
MILLIONS MORE GUNS!!!

As we predicted, the anti-gunners have begun the
push to further expand the dinton gun ban of 1994.
Not content with merely re-authorizing the ban,
Reps. John Conyers (D-Mich.) and Carolyn McCarthy
(D-N.Y.) have drafted legislation that bans millions
more guns! 11" s agiant step doser to the godl




stated by Clinton ban sponsor Sen. Dianne Feinstein
(D-Calif.), who said on CBSA s60 Minutes: "If | could
have gotten 51 votes in the Senate of the United
States for an outright ban, picking up every one of
them, Mr. and Mrs. America, turn them all in, |
would have done it." Toward that goal,
Conyers/McCarthy would:

- Ban every gun made to lawfully comply with the
Clinton ban. The Clinton ban arbitrarily dictated the
kinds of grips, stocks and attachments that new
guns could have. Manufacturers complied. New guns
were made to conform to the Clinton restrictions.
Now prohibitionists want to ban the new guns,
too.General one day claims is not "sporting,” even
though self-defense is a fundamental right and the
federal constitution, the constitutions of 44 states,
and the laws of all 50 states recognize the right to
use guns for defense.

- Ban 68 named guns (Clinton ban named 19 guns);
Ban parts used to repair or refurbish guns, including

- Ban guns the Clinton legislation expressly
exempted from prohibition. This includes Ruger Mini-
14s, Ranch Rifles, and .30 Caliber Carbines, and
entire classes of guns, including fixed magazine
rifles, as well as shotguns that hold under five
rounds.

- Ban guns widely used for target shooting. It bans
the three center-fire rifles most comm only used for
marksmanship competitions: the Colt AR-15, the
Springfield M1A, and the M1 "Garand."

- Ban all semi-automatic shotguns: Remingtons,
Winchesters, Benellis, Berettas, etc., widely used for
hunting, trap, skeet, and sporting clays, by banning
their receivers (main component).

- Ban guns for defense. Bans any semi-automatic
rifle or shotgun any U.S. Attorney frames or
receivers; Ban importation of amm unition magazines
exempt under Clinton ban; Ban private sales of
millions of guns, their frames and receivers, and
their parts; Ban semi-automatic rifles under 30" long
(useful for home defense); Ban all semi-automatic
rifles that can hold more than 10 rounds.

- Ban guns rarely used in crime. State and local law
enforcement agency reports have always shown that
guns on the Clinton and Conyers/McCarthy ban lists
have never been used in more than a small
percentage of violent crime. The Congressionally-
mandated study of the Clinton law concluded that
guns it banned "were never used in more than a
fraction of all gun murders.” But even if they were,
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are the rights and liberties of law-abiding citizens to
be dictated by the acts of criminals?

- Begin "backdoor" registration. Requires
manufacturers of banned guns, frames, receivers,
and parts to report the names of their dealers, and
requires dealers to report any of those parts they
have in stock. The next step is obvious-demanding
the names of gun owners who buy those parts.

Please contact your U.S. Representative at (202)
224-3121 or by using the "Write Your
Representatives” feature and urge them to opp ose
any attempt to keep alive the Clinton gun ban.

SCHUMER HIT WITH HISTORIC FINE

One of the loudest proponents of the campaign
finance "reform"” mess passed by Congress last year,
U.S. Senator Charles Schumer (D-N.Y.), was fined
earlier this year by the Federal Election Comm ission
(FEC) for violating, you guessed it, campaign finance
laws. The March ruling ordered the senatorA's 1998
senatorial campaign to pay $130,000 in civil
penalties, and demanded the campaign return
$120,455 in illegal contributions. At just a touch
over a quarter-million dollars, the decision is one of
the largest financial penalties ever imposed on a
member of Congress. If SchumerA s campaign was
not capable of obeying the campaign finance laws in
place in 1998-when they were, by most arguments,
somewhat simpler than before the passage of last
yearA s "reforms®one wonders what might be in
store for the future.

CONTINUE TO PROMOTE RECKLESSLAWSUIT
PREEMPTION

The battle in the U.S. Senate over reckless lawsuit
preemption continues. It is crucial that you call both
your U.S. Senators and urge them to help bring an
end to predatory, merit-less lawsuits designed to
wipe out the firearm industry, or impose nationwide
gun control "laws" by local judicial fiat. Let your
Senators know that it is crucial they support S. 659,
and halt the abuse of our courts by anti-gun
extremists who are trying to usurp congressional
authority with the aid of greedy trial lawyers and
activist judges. Also urge them to support the will of
the majority by working to derail the filibuster anti-
gun Senators have threatened to launch to defeat S.
659. Anti-gun extremists opp osed to this reform are
clearly in the minority, and will use any means
available to support the efforts of their cohorts in the
gun-ban lobby. To contact your U.S. Senators, you
can call the U.S. Senate switchboard at (202) 224-
3121, and they should be able to assist you. For
those on the Internet, you can use our "Write Your



Representatives"” tool to find contact information.
And for a list of Senate cosponsors of S. 659, those
on the Internet can go to the Library of Congress
website, at http:// thomas.loc.gov/

Vol. 10, No. 20 May 16, 2003

JURY REJECTS NAACP CLAIMS -- WILLJUDGE
CONCUR?

On May 14, an advisory jury in the NAACPA s lawsuit
against a number of gun manufacturers rendered its
verdict. After nearly five days of deliberation, the
jury unanimously found 38 of the industry
defendants not liable for the criminal misuse of their
products. Seven other defendants were exonerated
by a vote of at least 10 of the 12 jurors. In 23
additional instances, the jury rendered no decision.
Not a single defendant was found intentionally or
negligently responsible for any public nuisance, as
the NAACP tried to claim.

Lawrence Keane, vice president and general counsel
for the National Shooting Sports Foundation (NS SF),
said of the verdict, "We welcome the advisory juryA s
comm on sense finding that the manufacturers and
distributors of firearms are not responsible for the
criminal misuse of their products."” Keane continued,
"This victory demonstrates the claims made by the
NAACP and others are baseless and entirely without
merit and proves the firearm industry is a highly-
regulated and law-abiding industry.”

The jury verdict, however, does not bring an official
close to this case. The presiding judge, Jack B.
Weinstein, who has a history of judicial activism
penalizing the gun industry, will use the juryAs
decision only in an advisory capacity. The juryA s
decision can be accepted or rejected in whole or part
by Weinstein in the next 30 days.

LET THE GAMES BEGI N!

As we predicted, the anti-gunners in the Senate are
prepared the thwart the will of that bodyA s majority
and are hatching a plan to derail S. 659-the Senate
version of reckless lawsuit preemption that currently
enjoys the support of 52 cosponsors. The House
version of the bill-H.R. 1036-already passed in that
chamber by an overwhelming bipartisan majority.
The future of lawsuit preemption in the Senate,
however, is far less certain.

Fox News Channel reported on Tuesday (May 13)
that the campaign to stymie S. 659 through use of a
filibuster is already underway. Sen. Jack Reed (D-
R.1.) has claimed, "[we] will do everything we can to
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stop this...legislation from becoming law." In
addition to the filibuster, Reed has promised that the
anti-freedom Senate contingent may try to amend S.
659 with a host of gun control proposals, including a
gun show ban and mandatory storage language, to
name just a couple.

With the fight over this much-needed reform
beginning to reach critical mass, it is more important
than ever that you continue to contact your U.S.
Senators in support of S. 659 and ask them to do
everything in their power to prevent any
parliamentary trickery to de-rail this comm on sense
reform. You can call your U.S. Senators at (202)
224-3121 or use our "Write Your Representatives”
tool to find contact information. For a list of Senate
cosponsors of S. 659, go to the Library of Congress
website, at http://thomas.loc.gov.

Vol. 10, No 21 May 23, 2003

CNN CAUGHT LYING RED HANDED!

NRA s Wayne LaPierre Takes Them To The
Woodshed!

CNN, which bills itself as "the most trusted name in
news," was caught lying during its "reporting” on so-
called "assault weapons.” On May 15, CNN aired two
pieces which deliberately misled its viewers into
believing that the semi-automatic firearms banned
under the 1994 Clinton gun ban are more powerful
than other guns that werenA t banned.

CNN’ s John Zarellaarranged a live-fire
demonstration with Sheriff Ken Jenne of the Broward
County (Fla.) SheriffA s Departmet. The exercise
began with a deputy firing a Chinese AK-47 Zarella
claimed was targeted by the Clinton gun ban. Down
range, viewers saw the rounds punching holes in
cinder blocks and penetrating body armor. Next, the
sheriff fired what was referenced as a different
civilian AK-47 model that was not covered by the

A 94 ban. Incredibly, viewers saw no bullet holes,
dust, or smoke on the cinder blocks during this
demon-stration, as no rounds hit the cinder blocks!
In fact, CNN later acknowledged, the deputy was
actually firing into the ground. Obviously, the biased
point the report was promoting was that the firearms
banned by the Clinton gun ban were somehow more
powerful than those that were not banned?a notion,
of course, that is without any factual merit.

In a later segment that same day, a deputy was
aided by CNN in promulgating the most blatant
distortion of the truth. This time the gun used was a
fully-automatic firearm, and it obliterated the cinder



blocks. Of course, not one of the guns banned in = 94
is fully-automatic. All of the firearms covered by
dinton™ s ban aresemi-automatics. Fully-automatic
firearms have been strictly regulated since 1934.

This demonstration attempted to bolster the
justification for Sheriff Jenne and the Sheriff™ s
Department supporting the gun ban. This should
come os no surprise, though, since Jenne, who wos a
former Democratic state lawmaker in Florida,
supported a state bill baonning semi-automatic
firearms which waos defeated.

Thankfully this saod saga didn™ t end here. On May
19, CNN offered viewers this tepid explanation:

"On this progrom on Thursday, we dired a live
demonstration on CNN set up with law enforcement
offiddls of abanned semi-automaticrifle ond its
legal counterpart. We reviewed that demonstration
and one on another CNN prograom, and decided that
a more detailed report would better explain this
complex issue."

NRA™ s Wayne LaPierre calledCNN on the carpet,
forthrightly stating, "We caught them red handed in
the act. Now they™ re backpedaling." Wayne also
noted, "Either it wos a deliberate attempt to fake the
story, or the reporter had a complete ignorance of
the story he™ s covering." Either is unacceptable.
Wayne pointed out a glaring difference between CNN
and the New York Times, who recently fired a
reporter for his long and sordid history of fabricating
stories, noting how when New York Times reporters
lie, eventudlly they geft fired. But, such is not the
case with CNN. |f you wish to contact CNN to convey
your outroge, you may reach them at: One CNN
Center, N.W., Aflanta, GA, 30303-2762, (404) 827-
1500, e-mail: CNN@ cnn.com; website:

http: //www.cnnradionet.com/PUBLI C/Home/default.
htm.

LEGISLATIVE SUMMARY OF
PENDING GUN BAN BILLS IN CONGRESS

Two bills infroduced in Congress seek to vastly
expand the 1994 Clintfon gun bon?H.R. 2038 and S.
1034. Below is a brief description of each. Please
contact your U.S. Representative in opposition to
H.R. 2038 and your U.S. Sendators in opposition to S.
1034. Your can call your U.S. Representative at
(202) 225-3121, oand your U.S. Senators ot (202)
224-3121. You can find contact information for your
lawmakers by using the "Write Your
Representatives" tool at www.NRAILA.org.
Additional information on these bills can also be
found here, or you can call ILA Grassroots at (800)
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392-8683. We will inevitably face additiondl
legislation to re-authorize the bon as well, so please
raise your objection to re-authorizing the ban to
your federal lowmakers also.

H.R. 2038, introduced by Rep. Carolyn McCarthy (D-
N.Y.), does not just "reenact" or "reauthorize" the
1994 Cinton ban. It bans millionsmore guns. And it
begins backdoor registration of guns. For details on
H.R. 2038, plecse refer to the Grassroots Alert (Val.
10, No. 19, 5/9/03). (Note: In that edition of the
Grassroots Alert, we incorrectly referenced H.R. 2038
as the Conyers/McCarthy bill.)

In the Senate, the dintfon gun ban™ s authors, Sen.
Dionne Feinstein (D-Cdlif.) and Sen. Charles
Schumer (D-N.Y.), infroduced S. 1034. The bill is
less extreme than McCarthy™ s, which they hopewill
give it a greater chance of poassage. The two
Senators recently explained their strategy: Feinstein
said she would like to push for stfronger gun contrals,
but "it isn™ 1t in the cards right now." "We know that
if we push it too far, we™ Il have no bill,"S chumer
added. (Los Angeles Times, May 9, 2003) When Sen.
Feinstein says "right now," it has a spedd meaning.
Sheis already on record supporting gun confiscation,
having said, "If | could have gotten 51 votes in the
Senate of the United Staftes for an outright ban,
picking up every one of them, Mr. and Mrs. America,
turn them dll in, | would have done it. | could not do
that. The votes weren™ 1 there."(CBS 60 Minutes,
Dec. 5, 1995)

Like H.R. 2038, S. 1034 does not merely
"reauthorize" or "extend" the Clinton gun ban, it:
permanently bans millions of guns and amm-unition
magozines, induding magozines used in the most
popular target shooting rifles oand conventional
handguns; expands the Cinton gun ban by
prohibiting the importation of mogazines; and places
legitimate importers af increased risk of groundiess
prosecution for a 10-year felony offense.

COURT STAYS McCAIN-FEINGOLD RULING

The spedally-created federa panel of judges that
issued the dedision on the McCain-Feingold
compaign finonce "reform" low hos stayed its
dedsion. This means until the Supreme Court
reviews the lower court™ s dedsion, the laws
governing campaign activities will be those outlined
in the McCain-Feingold law.

The court™ s original dedsion actudlyexpanded
McCain-Feingold™ s protibition on running issue-
related broadcost ads. The statute, as passed,
prohibited groups like NRA from running these kinds
of ads during the aitical months leading up o an



election. The court™ s dedsion, however, prohibited
these ads from running af any time during the year.
By staying its ruling, NRA is able to forge ahead with
ads critidzing Sen. Charles Schumer (D-N.Y.) and
ofthers for their intronsigence on S. 6597the

Senafte” slawsuit preemption bill. If the court had
not token this remedid action, NRA would have been
prohibited from running such ads. It will be up to the
Supreme Court to render the find dedsion on the
constitutionality of the McCain-Feingold law.
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