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 W h e n 
the ballots in last month’s Washington State elections were counted, it was evident 
that pro-gun forces led by CCRKBA had scored a smashing victory.
 The 71 percent to 29 percent defeat of the anti-gun initiative, I-676, was a triumph 
for the right of law-abiding citizens to keep and bear arms and a major blow to gun 
grabbing statists throughout the country.
 The initiative was defeated in every county in the State, including populous King 
County.  Statewide, there were 377,000 votes for the initiative on November 4 and 
918,000 votes against it.
 Alan M. Gottlieb, CCRKBA Chairman, said “the anti-gun movement shot itself 
in the foot on this one,” according to THE NEW YORK TIMES.
 Chief credit for the outstanding victory goes to the CCRKBA national head-
quarters staff.  Since mid-July, CCRKBA’s seven top national headquarters staffers 
worked night and day to bring about the victory.  They and their associates and 
others formed Washington Citizens Against Regulatory Excess (WeCARE) to fight 

 CCRKBA TRIUMPHANT
IN WASHINGTON STATE
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“WE WON!”

the initiative.  
 They met with media representatives 
and showed them that I-676, billed as 
a simple safety measure, in reality was 
a complicated, sophisticated program 
for undermining the civil right to keep 
and bear arms throughout the State of 
Washington (see POINT BLANK, Octo-
ber, 1997, page 2).  They contacted law 
enforcement personnel and informed 
them about the dangers of I-676.  They 
met with gun clubs, civic groups, veter-
ans groups, wherever they could get a 
hearing.  They were constantly on the 
telephones.  They did a class A, bang-
up job, and all CCRKBA Members and 
Supporters can be proud of them and 
thankful to them for it.
 Despite the support offered for the 
initiative by Bill Gates of Microsoft, Sarah 
Brady of Handgun Control, Inc. (HCI) 
and others, CCRKBA and WeCARE man-
aged to line up 11 of the state’s 15 top 
newspapers against I-676.  In addition, 
the overwhelming majority (80 percent) 
of the law enforcement community came 
out publicly against the initiative, as did 
a number of state, local and even na-
tional police organizations.  (See POINT 
BLANK, October, 1997, page 2.)
 In August, WeCARE survey data indi-
cated proponents of I-676 were leading 
67-31.  An Elway Poll for the October 
10-12 period, according to the SEATTLE 
POST-INTELLIGENCER, indicated 48 
percent of those questioned supported 
I-676, 46 opposed it and six percent were 
undecided.  By October 13, WeCARE 
survey data indicated the figures had 
changed to 46 for I-676, 49 against and 
the rest undecided.  The subsequent 
commitment of certain, significant 
National Rifle Association forces to the 
battle helped make the already turning 
tide a genuine tsunami.
 Despite their defeat, with HCI even 
admitting that “the defeat of I-676 is a 
disappointing loss,” the gun grabbers 
showed no indication that they intended 
to abandon or even back away from their 
position.  “We had the right message,” 
said Karen Basserman, a leader of Wash-
ington Citizens for Handgun Safety, 
which also backed I-676.  “The trouble 
was we couldn’t overcome all the fear, 
lies and distortion the other side bought 

with all its millions.”
 Tom Wales, co-chairman of the cam-
paign for the initiative, said “this is a long 
march...but whether it’s a year from now, 
or five years from now, we are going to 
have handgun safety in this state.”  He 
also reportedly stated that the anti-gun 
lobby should try to get similar initiatives 
on the ballots of several states simultane-
ously so that pro-gun forces would be 
diversified and not capable of concentrat-
ing their counterattack as effectively as 
they did this year in Washington State.
 Next year, said supporters of I-676, 
that will go back to the state legislature 
in Olympia, Washington and promote 
more restrictive gun controls through 
legislation.
 If nothing else, said Bruce Gryniewski, 
Executive Director of Washington Cease-
fire, proponents of gun control will 
emerge from last month’s election with 
a coalition of support that includes the 
medical community and church groups, 
reported THE SEATTLE TIMES.
 Joe Waldron, who headed up WeCARE 
and who won the CCRKBA Grass Roots 
Activist of the Year Award for 1997, told 
POINT BLANK that he was tired after 
the long, successful campaign, but that 
he intended to rest up and “get ready for 
Olympia.”
 From the “other Washington,” Wash-
ington, D. C., HCI spokesman Jake Tapper 
said that “Washington State was by no 
means a harbinger of things to come for 
our cause,” reported THE NEW YORK 
TIMES.  “We’ve got big plans next for 
control efforts in states like California, 
Massachusetts, Florida, Ohio, Illinois.”
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 Congressman Bob Barr of Georgia 
early last month called for an inquiry 
of impeachment of William Jefferson 
Clinton, the most anti-gun President in 
the history of the United States.
 Rep. Barr, Chairman of the House Task 
Force on Firearms and CCRKBA 1997 
Legislator of the Year Awardee, on No-
vember 3 informed John Michael Snyder, 
CCRKBA Public Affairs Director, and over 
20 representatives of other organizations 
in a private telephone conference call 
that he intended to take the action.
 On November 5, Barr called on the 
House of Representatives to do its con-
stitutional duty and hold the President 
accountable for what he believes are 
gross abuses of power and office.
 He introduced a resolution in the U. S. 
House of Representatives known as an 
impeachment inquiry.  The resolution, H. 
Res. 304, as of this writing has nearly 20 
cosponsors:  Reps. Barr, Roscoe Bartlett 
of Maryland, Helen Chenoweth of 
Idaho, Barbara Cubin of Wyoming, John 
Doolittle of California, Lindsay Graham 
of South Carolina, Duncan Hunter of 
California, Sam Johnson of Texas, Jack 
Kingston of Georgia, Jack Metcalf of 
Washington, John Mica of Florida, Ron 
Paul of Texas, Dana Rohrabacher of 
California, Pete Sessions of Texas, Chris 
Smith of New Jersey, Linda Smith of 
Washington, Mark Souder of Indiana, 
Bob Stump of Texas and Todd Tiahrt of 
Kansas.
 On November 7, in another private 
telephone conference call, Barr informed 
Snyder, Joseph Phillips, Federal Affairs 
Director of the NRA Institute for Legis-
lative Action, and others that he hoped 
to have many additional congressional 

cosponsors of H. Res. 304 when Congress 
reconvenes in January of 1998.
 In response, Snyder calls on all POINT 
BLANK readers, all CCRKBA Members 
and Supporters, all law-abiding Ameri-
can firearms owners and, indeed, all men 
and women who value their freedom and 
who have genuine respect for the tradi-
tions of the United States of America, to 
contact their own U. S. Representative 
and ask him or her to become a cospon-
sor of H. Res. 304.
 “Bob Barr is a statesman of courage 
and determination who needs our help.  
Now is the time to offer it.”
 Congressman Barr said “this impeach-
ment inquiry is about the rule of law, and 
the rule of law must always prevail.  I 
bring this issue before the United States 
House of Representatives not as a parti-
san, or a Republican, but as a Represen-
tative with a sworn duty to protect the 
Constitution of our great Nation.
 “I believe that William Jefferson Clin-
ton, President of the United States, has 
violated the rule of law and however 
difficult it may be to go down the dark 
tunnel of impeachment, at the end of 
the tunnel there is light.
 “A light that has endured throughout 
the history of our republic because we 
have always held our public officials to 
high standards.  Surely one can name nu-
merous public officials who have abused 
the public trust invested in them by the 
American people.  These same public 
officials have also been driven from of-
fice, some by shame and resignation and 
others with the ballot.
 “The Constitution is clear that when 
a President does not live up to those 
standards set forth by our Founding 

barr hitS clinton
where it can hurt

Fathers and rightfully demanded by 
the American public, impeachment is 
the process that should be used to hold 
him accountable.
 “Today, there is insurmountable evi-
dence that the President has violated the 
public trust.  Whether knowingly accept-
ing illegal foreign campaign contribu-
tions, compiling secret files on American 
citizens, obstructing justice, or misusing 
the people’s house for personal gain, the 
transgressions by this Administration 
have been frequent and grave.
 “This inquiry of impeachment is but 
a modest step.  It will, if passed by the 
Rules Committee and then the House, 
instruct the Judiciary Committee to 
investigate the numerous allegations 
made against the President.  If credible 
evidence is found to exist that warrants 
impeachment, then the Committee will 
so inform the House.”
 Snyder said that, in addition to con-
tacting their own U. S. Representative in 
support of H. Res. 304, CCRKBA Mem-
bers and Supporters also could contact 
Speaker Newt Gingrich of Georgia, 
House Majority Leader Richard Armey 
of Texas, House Majority Whip Tom 
DeLay of Texas, House Rules Committee 
Chairman Jerry Solomon of New York, 
and House Judiciary Chairman Henry 
Hyde of Illinois and let them know they 
ought to get behind H. Res. 304.  They all 
can be reached by calling (202) 224-3121 
or by writing them at the U. S. House 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
20515.
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  Attorney Jeffrey R. Snyder, a CCRKBA 
Gun Rights Defender of the Month 
Awardee, presented an in-depth paper 
on permits to carry concealed firearms 
during a Policy Forum hosted October 
22 in Washington, D. C. by the Cato 
Institute’s Center for Constitutional 
Studies.
 Representing CCRKBA at the Forum 
was Public Affairs Director John Michael 
Snyder, who is not related to Jeff Snyder.
 Jeff Snyder ’s Policy Analysis, No. 
284, titled FIGHTING BACK, CRIME, 
SELF-DEFENSE, AND THE RIGHT TO 
CARRY A HANDGUN, is a 64-page, 
single-spaced comprehensive study of 
the entire issue and its various ramifica-
tions.
 “Since 1987,” noted Jeff Snyder, “24 
states have enacted laws requiring 
licensing authorities (usually, the chief 
of police or county sheriff) to issue 
permits to carry concealed weapons to 
adult state residents who have not been 
convicted of any felony;  who have no 
history of drug or alcohol abuse and 
no history of mental illness;  and, in 
most states, who have taken a firearms 
training course.  In nearly all cases, ap-
plicants’ fingerprints are taken and the 
applicants are subject to background 
checks.
 “In most cases, the new shall-issue 
licensing laws replaced concealed-
weapon licensing statutes, dating from 
the 1930s and the 1940s, that granted 
the licensing authority (usually the 
police) broad, undefined discretion to 
issue permits to ‘suitable persons’ or to 
persons of ‘good moral character’ who 
had ‘proper cause’ or a ‘justifiable need’ 
to carry a weapon.  
 “As written, those laws suggest that 
only certain people, in ‘special’ circum-
stances, are entitled to defend them-
selves from deadly violence with lethal 
force, and that those who face only the 
‘ordinary’ risk of criminal violence do 
not deserve the right to carry the means 
with which to defend themselves.  The 
implicit suggestion that some people’s 
lives are more worth protecting than are 
the lives of others is morally repugnant 
and unsupportable.  The frustration 
of the common, law-abiding citizen’s 
desire to protect himself (and increas-

ingly, herself) from violent crime has led to 
vociferous demands for the replacement 
of those laws with licensing regimens 
based on satisfaction of nondiscretionary, 
objectively verifiable and enumerated 
criteria.
 “According to Department of Justice 
statistics, approximately 87 percent of 
violent crime occurs outside the home.  
Despite the fact that Americans possess 
approximately 70 million handguns, 
one is not armed is one does not have 
a weapon at hand when needed.  Per-
versely, the discretionary licensing laws 
and prohibitions against the carrying of 
weapons succeed only in disarming those 
who respect the law.  Perversely, by ensur-
ing that those who abide by the law will 
not carry weapons outside the home, the 
law aids and abets criminals by assuring 
them that they will find unarmed, easy 
victims.  Shall-issue concealed-carry laws, 
by contrast, deprive criminals of that 
peace of mind.
 “Shall-issue licensing systems are based 
on the right of self-defense, that is, the 
right to use lethal force to repel a criminal 
assault that threatens imminent danger 
of death or grievous bodily injury.  Every 
state recognizes a right of its citizens to 
use lethal force in self-defense.  
 “Self-defense, so defined, is not lawless-
ness;  it is in accord with the law.  It is, in 
fact, in accord with the same law the police 
rely on in using lethal force.  The right 
to self-defense belongs to each person, 
not merely those who the police or other 
licensing authorities believe ‘deserve’ to 
have that right.
 “Opponents of the new licensing laws 
argue that more guns on city streets can 
only lead to more violence and deaths;  
that the laws will transform the streets of 
America into ‘Dodge City,’ as previously 
law-abiding citizens take to settling hot-
headed arguments over fender benders 
and slights to their dignity with guns;  
that the carrying of weapons by ordinary 
citizens jeopardizes the safety of the 
police;  that citizens’ lack of training will 
lead to false confidence in or unrealistic 
expectations about the usefulness of fire-
arms, with the possible result that license 
holders will take foolish risks;  that due 
to insufficient training, license holders 
will lack good judgment in determining 

when it is appropriate to shoot, result-
ing in wrongful shootings and wrongful 
brandishing of firearms;  or that insuf-
ficient proficiency with their weapons 
will result in the shooting of innocent 
bystanders or loved ones.
 “With the publication this year of the 
Lott-Mustard study, ‘Crime, Deterrence 
and Right-to-Carry Concealed Hand-
guns,’ finding that licensing laws deter 
violent crime and save lives, an intense 
criminological debate has begun over 
whether shall-issue licensing laws in fact 
deter violent crime.  Notably, despite 
fears of opponents that the licensing 
laws will lead to increased crime and 
violence, the criminologists criticizing 
the Lott-Mustard study are arguing only 
that shall-issue licensing laws have no 
demonstrable effect on violent crime 
rates, that is, they neither decrease 
violent crime rates nor increase them.  
It remains to be seen whether Lott and 
Mustard’s finding will withstand the 
scrutiny now being brought to bear on 
them, or whether the critics are correct.  
However, after intense scrutiny of 10 
years of national data, there is no rigor-
ous comprehensive economic analysis 
supporting the view that shall-issue 
licensing laws are a danger to public 
safety.  In a free society, the burden of 
proof is borne by those who would re-
strict the liberty of others.  Opponents 
of shall-issue licensing laws are lacking 
in hard criminological data and analyses 
condemning those laws and justifying 
opponents’ desire to prevent persons 
who satisfy the licensing standards from 
carrying handguns for self-defense.
 On the basis of 10 years of experi-
ence in 25 states, we may conclude that 
shall-issue licensing systems work.  They 
accomplish the twin goals of providing 
a mechanism by which law-abiding citi-
zens can carry the means with which to 
defend themselves from a violent crimi-
nal assault that imminently threatens life 
or grievous bodily harm and provide the 
public reasonable assurance that those 
who receive permits are persons who 
will act responsibly.”
 

—————————

detailed ccw Study preSented to  repre-
SentativeS of ccrkba & otherS 
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 John Michael Snyder, CCRKBA Public 
Affairs Director, ripped into a congressio-
nal attempt last month to blackmail states 
into conducting background checks of 
prospective handgun purchasers.  
 He also announced CCRKBA support 
for a congressional measure to block the 
Clinton Administration’s latest action 
against firearms importation.
 The congressional anti-gun blackmail 
move came after the Supreme Court 
ruled it is unconstitutional for Congress 
to require that state officials perform 
federally-mandated checks of prospec-
tive handgun purchasers.
 On June 27, the U. S. Supreme Court, 
in Printz and Mack v. United States, ruled 
the Brady Law violated the very principle 
of separate state sovereignty recognized 
in the Tenth Amendment to the United 
States Constitution by requiring state 
officials to conduct background checks 
of prospective handgun purchasers.  (See 
POINT BLANK, August, 1997, pp. 4-5.)
 On November 8, Rep. Gary L. Ack-
erman of New York introduced H. R. 
2935.  This would reduce by 25 percent 
certain federal anti-crime funds, avail-
able to states, if the states in question do 
not conduct the prospective handgun 
purchaser background checks when the 
purchases in question are made through 
a federally licensed dealer. 
  It was referred to the House Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.
 Snyder said the introduction of the bill 
is “an obvious attempt to get around the 
Supreme Court decision. 
 “It shows the die-hard commitment 
of gun grabbers to the Brady Act,set to 
sunset anyway a year from now, when 
the point-of-purchase instant criminal 
records check is supposed to be in place.” 
he continued.
  “ What the anti-gunners like most 
about the Brady Act is its requirement 
for a waiting period.  We can expect an 
all-out attempt on their part to demand 
that it be continued.”
 Cosponsors of H.R. 2935 include 
Reps. Robert E. Andrews of New Jersey, 
Thomas Barrett of Wisconsin, Rod R. 
Blagojevich of Illinois, Michael Castle 
of Delaware, Thomas M. Davis III of 
Virginia, Eliot Engel of New York, Bob 
Filner of California, Floyd H. Flake of 

New York, Patrick J. Kennedy of Rhode 
Island, William O. Lipinski of Illinois, 
Nita M. Lowey of New York, Thomas 
J. Manton of New York, Matthew G. 
Martinez of California, Jim McDermott 
of Washington, James P. McGovern of 
Massachusetts, Cynthia McKinney of 
Georgia, George Miller of California, 
Constance A. Morella of Maryland, 
Major R. Owens of New York, William J. 
Pascrell of New Jersey, Marge Roukema 
of New Jersey, Robert C. Scott of Virginia, 
Fortney “Pete” Stark of California, Robert 
I. Wexler of Florida, Lynn Woolsey of 
California and Sidney R. Yates of Illinois.
 In another development, the Clinton 
Administration acted to halt the issu-
ance of new firearms import licenses 
and require reviews of the “sporting 
purposes” criterion as the measure of 
import acceptability.  
 Clinton himself on November 14 told 
the Democratic National Committee’s 
Women’s Leadership Forum his Admin-
istration is suspending importation of all 
modified so-called “assault weapons” 
for 120 days while his Administration 
studies whether they can be perma-
nently stopped.  
 Anticipating the Clinton Administra-
tion’s anti-gun move, pro-gun Rep. Bob 
Barr of Georgia introduced a bill which 
would do away with the “sporting use 
test” used by the Treasury Department 
to prevent legitimate firearms from 
coming into the United States.  
 The measure, H. R. 2734, was referred 
to the House Committee on the Judi-
ciary.
 Snyder announced CCRKBA support 
for H. R. 2734 and said that the “sport-
ing use criteria is not sufficient at all.  It 
leaves out of consideration the whole 
concept of self-defense, defense of oth-
ers and property protection.”
 Congressman Barr said “it’s time that 
this Congress put a stop to the gun con-
trol agenda of Bill Clinton.  The Congress 
is in control of the Republicans because 
of the President’s gun control schemes, 
and we must not forget that.
 “The President set down a standard 
by which guns were to be manufactured 
and sold legally in the nation.  This stan-
dard was set forth in the 1994 Clinton 
gun ban.  Guns were either good or bad 

based on certain characteristics that they 
possessed.  
 “Now that the manufacturers have 
complied with the law the President 
wants to change the rules.  He now 
says that the so-called ‘good’ guns are 
no longer ‘good’ guns and should be 
banned from importation, even though 
those guns are legal for sale here in the 
United States.
 “The President set the standard and 
the manufacturers complied.  They did 
what the President mandated and now he 
wants to cry foul.  The President says he 
needs to close a loophole.  What loophole?  
It’s a government standard on how to 
manufacture a legal firearm, a standard 
he created.
 “This proves one point that gun owners 
have known all along.  All guns are bad 
guns to the President and his agenda is 
to ban possession by honest Americans.
 “The legislation that I introduce today 
will prevent the President from banning 
more guns.  It will allow the importation 
of any firearm into the United States if that 
same firearm can be legally manufactured 
and sold here in the United States.
 “This is a fair standard and Congress 
needs to take firm steps to protect Ameri-
can gun owners from the long arms of 
the President.”
 Cosponsors of H.R. 2734 include Reps. 
James Barcia of Michigan, Roscoe Bartlett 
of Maryland, Joe Barton of Texas, Kevin P. 
Brady of Texas, Jim Bunning of Kentucky, 
Randy Cunningham of California, Virgil 
H. Goode, Jr. of Virginia, Charles Nor-
wood of Georgia, J. C. Watts of Oklahoma 
and Robert E. Wise, Jr. of West Virginia.
 Barr also introduced H. R. 2984, which 
would provide an exemption from the 
Gun Free School Zones Act of 1990 for 
conduct that does not violate state or 
local law.  
 It, too, was referred to the House Judi-
ciary Committee.

ccrkba ripS blackmail move;
praiSeS import eaSe attempt
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 Nicholas J. Johnson, Associate Profes-
sor of Law at Fordham University School 
of Law in New York, is the designated 
recipient of the CCRKBA Gun Rights 
Defender of the Month Award for De-
cember.
 In nominating Johnson for the Award, 
John Michael Snyder, CCRKBA Public 
Affairs Director, said that “as the struggle 
to preserve the individual right of law-
abiding American citizens continues, it 
becomes more and more evident that 
we need a solid scholarly background 
upon which to base our positions in 
public debate.  Scholars such as Nicholas 
Johnson, through their research and 
writing, enable all of us to establish and 
maintain that background and, for that 
reason, the pro-gun rights movement 
owes many thanks to him and to others 
like him.”
 Johnson is a graduate of Harvard 
Law School, and West Virginia Uni-
versity, Magna Cum Laude.  He has 
published a number of articles dealing 
with constitutional  issues.  His articles 
on firearms ownership include “Beyond 
the Second Amendment:  An Individual 
Right to Arms Viewed Through the 
Ninth Amendment,” (24 RUTGERS LAW 
JOURNAL 1-81, 1993) and “Shot Across 
No Man’s Land:  A Response to HCI’s 
Richard Aborn,” (22 FORDHAM URBAN 
LAW JOURNAL 441, 1995).
 In late October, Johnson participated in 
a scholars conference on “Fact v. Fiction 
on Firearms in America” sponsored by 
American Firearms Council, Inc.
 On that occasion, Johnson, himself an 
African-American, presented a paper on 
“Minorities and the Erosion of the Second 
Amendment.”
 He charged that the gun control “de-
bate is, at its core, one about disarmament 
of the American citizenry.”
 Johnson declared that “one of the 
indications that our debate is decidedly 
one about disarmament is the bad gun 
regulatory formula.  So far our primary 
regulatory approach has been to target 
or restrict ‘bad guns’ — small guns, semi-
automatic guns, guns with pistol grips.  
The justification for this formula is that 
these are the weapons criminals prefer.  
But it is silly to suggest that the formula 
offers a limiting principle that protects 

certain guns owned by decent people.  
Criminals prefer guns that shoot.  Any 
gun can fit this bill.  Using portrayals 
of criminal preferences as the test, the 
bad gun formula is a recipe for creeping 
disarmament of good people.
 “Another indication that we are ul-
timately debating disarmament is the 
anti-gun lobby’s creeping interpreta-
tion of the Second Amendment.  This 
suggests the amendment only protects 
an amorphous state right to arm state 
militias.
 “As Steven Halbrook and Professor Van 
Alsytyne recount, the anti-gun lobby’s 
interpretation of the Second Amendment 
was the best kept secret of the 19th Cen-
tury, as there is no surviving statement 
from the framers or their contemporaries 
supporting the view that it is a right of 
states rather than the people. This does 
not prevent Handgun Control, Inc., for 
example, from declaring to anyone who 
will publish the statement, that the indi-
vidual rights view of the Amendment is 
a fraud concocted by the NRA.
 “This tactic seems calculated to set us 
on the same path as the British.  As Dr. 
Joyce Malcolm explains, the once vital 
English right to arms ‘has been so gently 
teased away from public use that most 
Britons have no notion of when or how 
it came to be withdrawn.’
 “Moreover, regardless of what we think 
about the wisdom of the Second Amend-
ment, this effort to simply construe it out 
of the Bill of Rights is fundamentally an-
tidemocratic, and something that should 
worry all of us...
 “We are sitting in the jurisdiction with 
the most restrictive gun laws in the 
country.  Handguns, except for a very 
small number grandfathered in by being 
registered before 1976 are illegal in the 
District (of Columbia).  Long guns kept 
in the home must be kept disassembled.
 “Whatever else it may be, this is a 
public policy geared to eliminate armed 
self-defense by victims of crime.  In 
several settings I have witnessed public 
statements by representatives of the 
anti-gun lobby to the effect that the laws 
of the District (of Columbia) reflect their 
ambitions nationwide.  Members of the 
anti-gun lobby have taken this position 
in print as well.  Sen. Diane Feinstein’s 

statement on national television - ‘If I 
could have gotten the votes for an out-
right ban - Mr. and Mrs. America turn 
them in...’is also illustrative.”
 Professor Johnson argued that “gun 
bans create a perverse result in which 
government employees (ostensibly ser-
vants of the citizenry) enjoy a peculiarly 
enhanced level of security from armed 
public employees, while common people 
get something much less.
 “This problem is symbolized by a re-
cent story from the NEW YORK DAILY 
NEWS.  It reports a precinct sized security 
force guarding the fortress that houses 
the city’s political elite.  On the same 
page is a report of the plight of a hapless 
911 operator (a black man) whose only 
recourse against a knife attack was to 
call 911.  This man was stabbed to death, 
while one of his fellow operators listened 
to him die.
 “It is offensive, at least to me, to hear 
politicians, who are protected by armed 
employees, and police executives (who 
carry concealed weapons, although 
not directly involved in apprehending 
criminals) suggest that the rest of us, and 
particularly those who live in dangerous 
neighborhoods, should rely on generic 
police services and hope for the best.
 “Will failed gun bans lead to other 
curtailments of freedom?  Arguably 
this already has occurred.  Consider 
President Clinton’s initiative to require 
tenants in public housing to agree to 
allow their apartments to be searched 
as a condition for keeping or acquiring 
apartments in public housing projects.
 “Having already been forced to sacri-
fice one liberty (keeping arms), we see 
good people being told that they now 
must give up their Fourth Amendment 
protections;  that they can only retain 
their public housing by permitting 
police to randomly sweep search their 
homes.  The message is clear:  once we 
sink into total dependency on the state, 
for our personal security, anything can 
be demanded of us and we are in no 
position to object.”

fordham law profeSSor 
ccrkba rightS awardee
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	 Senate	Majority	Leader	Trent	Lott	of	
Mississippi,	a	CCRKBA	Congressional	
Advisor,	last	month	announced	there	will	
be	a	delay	until	next	year	of	a	confirma-
tion	vote	on	the	nomination	of	anti-gun	
Dr.	David	Satcher	to	be	Surgeon	Gen-
eral	of	the	United	States	and	Assistant	
Secretary	of	Health	in	the	Department	
of	Health	and	Human	Services.
	 As	Director	of	the	federal	Centers	for	
Disease	Control	and	Prevention,	Satcher	
oversaw	 the	 use	 of	 biased	 studies	 to	
promote	an	agenda	designed	to	make	
gun	ownership	look	dangerous	so	that	
it	becomes	socially	unacceptable.
	 Keep	 up	 the	 good	 work!	 	 Write	
Sen.	Lott	at	Room	S-320,	U.	S.	Capitol,	
Washington,	D.	C.	20510,	or	call	him	at	
(202)	224-3135	and	let	him	know	how	
much	you	appreciate	his	efforts.

	 Is	 Kiwanis	 International,	 a	 distin-
guished	service	organization,	in	danger	
of	falling	prey	to	the	blandishments	of	
anti-gun	 propagandists?	 	 The	 group	
is	 listed	 as	 an	 ally	 by	 the	 Handgun	
Epidemic	 Lowering	 Plan	 (HELP),	 one	
of	the	many	anti-gun	front	groups.		The	
Kiwanis	honchos	should	see	to	 it	 that	
the	 service	 organization	 continues	 to	
serve,	and	not	to	disserve,	the	public.		
The	President	is	Walter	G.	Sellers	of	Wil-
berforce,	Ohio	and	the	President-Elect	
is	Glen	M.	Bagnell	of	Dartmouth,	Nova	
Scotia,	Canada.		The	headquarters	are	
at	3636	Woodview	Terrace,	Indianapolis,	
Indiana	46268.		Chris	Rice,	the	Director	
of	Program	Development,	probably	 is	
the	guy	most	responsible	for	the	HELP	
connection.		Sounds	like	he	may	need	
some	help.		The	toll	free	Kiwanis	number	
is	1-800-549-2647.		Rice’s	extension	is	
211.

	 In	Washington,	D.	C.,	CCRKBA	an-
nounced	 its	opposition	 to	yet	another	
anti-gun	bill	introduced	by	Rep.	Charles	
E.	Schumer	of	New	York,	a	candidate	for	
the	U.	S.	Senate	from	the	Empire	State.		

 





	







His	latest,	H.	R.	2702,	would	amend	sec-
tion	925	of	title	18,	U.	S.	Code,	to	provide	
that	 the	 Treasury	 Department	 “shall	
prohibit	a	firearm	from	being	imported	or	
brought	into	the	United	States	if	the	fire-
arm	would	be	a	semiautomatic	assault	
weapon	but	for	cosmetic	alteration.”		It	
was	referred	to	 the	House	Committee	
on	the	Judiciary.

	 Rep.	Rod	R.	Blagojevich	of	Illinois	
introduced	 H.	 R.	 2774,	 which	 would	
“prohibit	the	transfer	of	a	handgun	by	
a	licensed	dealer	unless	the	transferee	
states	that	the	transferee	is	not	the	sub-
ject	of	a	restraining	order	with	respect	
to	 an	 intimate	 partner	 or	 child	 of	 the	
transferee.”		It	was	referred	to	the	House	
Committee	on	the	Judiciary.

	 Pro-gun	Congressman	Ron	Paul	of	
Texas	 introduced	 two	 pro-gun	 bills	 in	
late	October,	H.	R.	2721	and	H.	R.	2722,	
both	of	which	were	referred	to	the	House	
Committee	on	the	Judiciary.
	 H.	R.	2721	would	repeal	the	Brady	
Act	and	eliminate	 the	 “lawful	 sporting	
purposes”	 test	 from	 the	 Gun	 Control	
Act	of	1968,	substituting	for	it	a	simple	
“lawful	purposes”	test.
	 H.	 R.	 2722	 would	 provide	 that	 a	
resident	of	a	state	who	is	entitled	to	carry	
a	concealed	firearm	in	such	state	may	
carry	such	firearm	in	any	state.		
	 As	a	constitutional	 justification	 for	
the	provisions	of	H.	R.	2722,	 the	Paul	
measure	would	stipulate	that	they	“are	
enacted	to	effectuate	the	requirement,	
under	section	1	of	article	IV	of	the	Con-
stitution	of	the	United	States,	that	‘Full	
Faith	and	Credit	shall	be	given	in	each	
State	 to	 the	public	Act,	Records,	 and	
judicial	proceedings	of	every	other	State’	
(in	accordance	with	the	precedents	es-
tablished	by	23	U.S.C.	401	et	seq.),	and	
are	enacted	to	effectuate	the	provisions	
of	the	Second	Amendment	to	the	Con-
stitution,	together	with	other	applicable	
provisions	of	the	Constitution.”

	 In	Mexico	City,	“urban	residents	are	
quietly	 arming	 themselves,	mainly	 by	
purchasing	 handguns	 from	 the	 black	
market,	since	procedures	 for	 register-
ing	weapons	legally	are	cumbersome,”	
reported	 THE	 NEW	 YORK	 TIMES	 on	
November	7.
	 “A	few	blocks	from	the	headquarters	
of	the	Federal	Judicial	Police	in	Mexico	
City,”	 continued	 the	 TIMES,	 “a	 black-
market	gun	dealer	in	a	sharp	white	suit	
and	expensive	dark	glasses	took	time	
out	from	his	booming	trade	to	describe	
his	customers.
	 “‘My	 business	 has	 grown	 a	 lot	
because	 of	 the	 lack	 of	 public	 safety,’	
explained	the	dealer,	who	asked	to	be	
identified	only	by	his	street	name,	The	
Egyptian.
	 “‘It’s	a	vicious	circle.		Criminals	need	
more	and	better	weapons	to	work,	and	
the	number	of	private	citizens	who	buy	
from	me	is	growing,	too.
	 “‘Even	housewifes	who	have	been	
assaulted	 buy	 from	 me,’	 the	 dealer	
continued,	 appearing	 relaxed	 despite	
the	 police	 patrol	 cars	 that	 passed	 by	
on	 their	way	 to	headquarters.	 	 ‘To	 tell	
you	the	truth,	they	are	my	best	custom-
ers.		I	can	sell	them	a	good	weapon	at	
a	good	price.		But	thieves	and	people	
with	higher	debts	to	justice	are	hard	to	
deal	with.		They	want	weapons	with	no	
criminal	record	at	a	cheap	price.’”

	 “A	decent	society	 is	not	based	on	
rights,”	declared	Britain’s	gun	grabbing	
Prime	Minister,	Tony	Blair,	“it	 is	based	
on	duty,”	reported	THE	WASHINGTON	
POST	on	November	9.
	 “Our	duty	to	one	another,”	continued	
Blair.		“To	all	should	be	given	opportunity;		
from	all,	responsibility	demanded.”
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