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  It is a struggle.  Make no mistake about that!
 There are continuing attempts at local, state and federal levels of government 
to further and further restrict and ultimately eliminate the right to keep and bear 
arms.
 At root, these attempts are attacks on the right to self-defense, on the right to 
defend one’s life and the lives of one’s loved ones against violent criminal attack, 
on the very right to life itself.
 Lately, the gun grabbers have added the international route to their attack on 
the right of Americans to keep and bear arms. 
 The United Nations Panel of Governmental Experts on Small Arms, came up with 
a bunch of anti-gun recommendations.  Included in the panel’s recommendations 
is a proposal urging nation states to ensure “effective” control over possession and 
transfer of small arms and “light weapons” by imposing licensing requirements on 
all civilian possession of small arms and “light weapons” in their territory.
 The panel also recommends the development of national laws in all nation states 
stipulating which arms civilians may possess and the conditions under which the 
arms may be used.  And on and on.
 The United States Department of Justice seems embarrassed by surveys showing 
that private American citizens use firearms millions of times each year to thwart 
crimes against persons.  The National Institute of Justice came out with a research 
brief stating “evidence suggests that” the Institute’s own “survey and others like 
it overestimate the frequency with which firearms were used by private citizens 
to defend against criminal attack,” but offered no actual proof of the “suggestion.”  
 If anything, the brief tended to validate a telephone survey on this matter con-
ducted by Professors Gary Kleck and Mark Gertz of Florida State University.  Earlier, 
in fact, anti-gun criminologist Marvin Wolfgang, Ph.D. said he could not fault the 
research by the Florida State University criminologists.
 So, the gun grabbers are beside themselves. But that doesn’t stop them.
 Last month, the Center to Prevent Handgun Violence held a news conference 
purporting to show the benefits of the Brady Act.  This, of course, came about after 
University of Chicago law professor John Lott released his report undermining 
the crime-fighting validity of the Brady Act.  An account of this latest Lott report 
appears elsewhere in this issue of POINT BLANK.
 Also appearing elsewhere in this issue of POINT BLANK is a documented report 
on media bias on the gun issue.  Another article shows how police organizations 
are opposing an anti-gun initiative in Washington State.
 It appears, then, that the pro-gun side of the argument is winning the intellectual 
argument hands down but that the elitist gun grabbers keep hammering away at 
individual rights via the media, governmental agencies and snobbish organizations.
 So the battle continues.  And probably, it will continue for a long time to come.  
For as long a time, in fact, as some people wish to be free and as others wish that 
the people were not free.
 We at CCRKBA are on freedom’s side.  
 We need your support in the ongoing struggle to preserve the individual right 
of law-abiding American citizens to keep and bear arms.  

Editorial Report

THE ONGOING STRUGGLE
By John Michael Snyder
Editor, POINT BLANK
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  Chief Gerald S. Arenberg, Founder of 
both the National Association of Chiefs 
of Police (NACOP) and the American 
Federation of Police and Concerned 
Citizens (AFPCC), last month attacked 
an anti-gun initiative on the ballot next 
month in Washington State.
 In a letter to John Michael Snyder, 
CCRKBA Public Affairs Director, Chief 
Arenberg stated “Initiative 676 is best 
described as a trojan horse funded by the 
very, very rich or those who seek power 
over a population unable to defend their 
homes.”
 CCRKBA has opposed the initiative 
since the very beginning, viewing it as a 
complex assault on firearms and on the 
right to self-defense.
 If passed next month by the voters, 
I-676 would:
 -  Register everyone in Washington 
State who owns, “possesses or controls” 
a handgun;
 -  Require testing and licensing of any-
one who merely “possesses or controls” 
a handgun;
 -  Require a minimum eight hour safety 
course, at an estimated cost of $100, for 
any prospective handgun owner who 
cannot pass an alternative test to be 
developed later by the Department of 
Licensing;
 -  Require that trigger locks be pro-
vided with any handgun transfer, but 
not require that anyone use the locks;
 -  Impose a $25 fee for a handgun 
safety license, renewable every five years, 
which would be required of anyone pos-
sessing or controlling a handgun;
 -  Permit seizure and confiscation of 
handguns from non-licensees;
 -  Impose misdemeanor to felony penal-
ties for unlicensed handgun possession;
 -  Prohibit teaching of firearms safety 
to a spouse or children except in officially 
designated shooting areas;
 -  Provide for control and reporting to 
the Department of Licensing of all private 
sales, gifts or bequests of handguns;
 -  Require that a person transferring 
a handgun be responsible for verify-
ing that the recipient holds a handgun 
license;
 -  Create the powerful position of 

poliCe eXeCutive Blasts
CCrKBa - opposed initiative

“handgun czar” for Washington State;
 -  Create a new state bureaucracy which 
would maintain a computerized registry 
of all handgun licenses which would be 
available on line to police agencies;  and
 -  Deny prospective handgun owners 
legal redress if licenses are denied and 
immunize government agencies from 
liability for failing to issue a license to a 
qualified applicant.
 In his September 4 letter, Chief Aren-
berg wrote that the NACOP “survey 
conducted for the last 10 years indicates 
that a vast majority of law enforcement 
officers (96.2 percent) feels that every 
law-abiding citizen should have and 
does have the right to purchase a firearm 
without any strings attached.
 “The State of Washington Initiative 
676 is hardly about gun safety.  It is what 
every citizen should fear.  When we asked 
police departments if they required their 
officers to have gun locks at home for 
safety 95 percent said no.
 “There are over 20,000 federal and 
state gun laws already passed and most 
have proved to be ineffective.  Criminals 
ignore them and law-abiding citizens 
have no need of additional regulations 
and gun registration...
 “John, the public and citizens must not 
agree to this proposal and we hope will 
reject it by using common sense.  Our 
survey of police and sheriffs supports 
the right of citizens to be able to own a 
firearm for sport or home defense.  This 
proposal if passed can only aid criminals 
and politicians.”
 Among the other law enforcement 
personnel and organizations expressing 
opposition to I-676 are Jim Fotis, Execu-
tive Director of the Law Enforcement 
Alliance of America, and, in Washington 
State itself, Grant County Sheriff Bill 
Wiester, President of the Washington 
State Sheriffs Association;  Thurston 
County Sheriff Gary Edwards, President 
of the Washington State Association of 
Sheriffs and Police Chiefs;  Snohomish 
County Sheriff Rick Bart;  retired Lewis 
County Sheriff Bill Logan;  retired Mason 
County Sheriff Bob Holter;  retired Skagit 
County Sheriff Gary Frazier;  Spokane 
Police Chief Terry Mangan;  retired Se-

attle Assistant Chief Roy Skagen;  retired 
Bellevue Chief Don Van Blaricorn;  King 
County Police Officer Charles B. Love, 
Vice President of the Washington State 
Council of Police Officers and Secretary/
Treasurer of the King County Police 
Guild;  the Washington State Law En-
forcement Firearms Instructor Associa-
tion (unanimously);  the Pierce County 
Sheriffs Guild;  the Douglas County 
Sheriffs Guild;  the Everett Police Of-
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  John R. Lott, Jr., the legal scholar whose 
work at the University of Chicago Law 
School demonstrates that state CCW laws 
correlate favorably with reductions in 
violent crime, now is taking some solid 
argumentive shots at the Brady Law.  
 He states that part of the national drop 
in crime is because more citizens are law-
fully armed, not because of Brady Law 
mandated background checks.
 “The Brady Law,” Professor Lott points 
out in the LOS ANGELES TIMES, “has 
received much credit for the country’s 
rapidly dropping crime rate.  Yet with 
the Supreme Court’s striking down the 
law’s background 
check requirements, 
it faces its ultimate 
test.  If President 
Clinton and gun 
control advocates are 
correct, the Court’s 
decision will unleash 
a new crime wave.
 “The Justice Department continually 
releases ‘new’ studies crediting the law 
with reducing crimes.  Actually, the 
downward crime trend started in 1991, 
well before the Brady Law became effec-
tive in March 1994.  My research shows 
that this decline is in great measure 
because of higher arrest rates and more 
states allowing law-abiding citizens to 
carry handguns.
 “Others estimate that the Brady Bill 
had a much smaller effect on gun sales 
than the 100,000 rejections its proponents 
claim.  Last year the General Accounting 
Office reported that initial rejections 
numbered about 60,000, and more than 
half were for purely technical reasons, 
mostly paperwork errors that eventually 
were corrected.  A much smaller number 
of rejections, 3,000, were due to violent 
crime convictions - and presumably 
many of these people just proceeded to 
buy a gun on the street.”
 Last month, the U. S. Justice Depart-
ment said that background checks by 
the police on 2.6 million prospective 
handgun buyers prevented the sales of 
70,000 guns, more than two-thirds of 
them sought by people already convicted 
of or charged with felonies, according to 

the Associated Press.Six percent were 
fugitives, said the Justice Department, 
6.2 percent were prohibited by state or 
local law from buying firearms, 3.9 per-
cent were subjects of restraining orders, 
1.5 percent were mentally ill or disabled, 
and 1.2 percent were drug addicts.
 The final 13.4 percent, said Justice, in-
cluded illegal aliens, juveniles, domestic 
abusers, people dishonorably discharged 
from the armed services, and those who 
renounced their United States citizen-
ship.
 “Brady Law backers have focused 
almost exclusively on the value of back-

ground checks,” writes 
Lott, pointing out that is 
“the one part of the Brady 
Law that the Supreme 
Court specifically struck 
down.  Yet there never 
was much controversy 
over this issue...The dis-

pute was over a five-day waiting period 
versus an ‘instant check.’  Ultimately, 
the success of background checks and 
waiting periods must be judged by their 
impact on crime.  To seriously evalu-
ate their impacts, however, one must 
recognize that other legal changes also 
occurred.
 “For example, during 1995 and 1996, 
10 more states adopted nondiscretionary 
concealed handgun laws.  In the belief 
that concealed handguns deter crime, 31 
states now grant permits automatically to 
citizens who have no significant criminal 
records or histories of mental illness.  
In all 31 states, more people now carry 
legally concealed handguns.
 “Considerable evidence supports the 
notion that permitted handguns deter 
criminals.  Polls show that there are at 
least 760,000 and possibly as many as 
3.6 millions defensive uses of guns per 
year.  In 98 percent of the cases, people 
simply brandish weapons to stop attacks.  
This is further reflected in the different 
rates of ‘hot burglaries,’ where a resident 
is at home when a criminal strikes.  In 
Canada and Britain, both with tough gun 
control laws, almost half of all burglaries 
are ‘hot.’  The United States, with laxer 
restrictions, has a ‘hot burglary’ rate of 
only 13 percent.

 “The difference is no accident.  Surveys 
of convicted American burglars indicate 
that the fear of potentially armed vic-
tims causes them to spend more time 
than their foreign counterparts ‘casing’ 
a house to ensure that nobody is at 
home.  Felons frequently comment that 
they avoid late-night burglaries because 
‘that’s the way to get shot.’
 “Fortunately, we can disentangle the 
different effects of waiting periods, back-
ground checks and concealed handgun 
laws, as many states adopted these dif-
ferent laws at different times.  In a study 
examining these differences (published 
in the January issue of the JOURNAL 
OF LEGAL STUDIES), David Mustard 
and I analyzed the simultaneous effect 
on crime from background checks, state 
waiting periods, the lengths of waiting 
periods, nondiscretionary concealed 
handgun laws and other gun laws.
 “Our research examined crime rates 
over 16 years in all 3,054 United States 
counties.  The largest previous gun 
control study examined only 170 cities 
within a single year.  We also accounted 
for changes in arrest and conviction rates, 
changes in prison sentence lengths and 
general variables affecting crime such as 
unemployment, income and poverty.
 “While arrest and conviction rates were 
the most important determinations of 
crime rates, of all the different gun laws, 
liberal concealed handgun laws were the 
most important.  Passing these handgun 
laws caused murders to decrease by at 
least eight percent, rapes by five percent, 
aggravated assaults by seven percent and 
robberies by three percent.  
 “The percentage drops were largest 
in the most urban, most crime-prone 
counties, and women benefited much 
more than men from carrying concealed 
handguns.  In contrast, no evidence 
indicated that either waiting periods or 
background checks lowered crime rates.
 “Yet research does not convince ev-
erybody.  Perhaps the Supreme Court 
decision will be able to shed light on 
how effective the Brady Law was.  Will 
crime rates shoot up as quickly without 
the nationwide background checks as 
gun control advocates claimed that they 

LEGAL SCHOLAR RAPS BRADY 
LAW FALSEHOODS



Page 4 October 1997

 “Our hats are off to the Media Re-
search Center (MRC) for its recent report 
demonstrating scientifically something 
we’ve suspected for some time, and that 
is that television networks use the First 
Amendment right to freedom of speech 
and press to undermine the Second 
Amendment right to keep and bear 
arms,” John Michael Snyder, CCRKBA 
Public Affairs Director, stated last month 
in Washington, D. C.
 “We applaud specifically,” said Sny-
der, “L. Brent Bozell III, the Founder 
and Chairman of MRC, for his courage 
in bringing out this report, and also 
Geoffrey Dickens, who authored the 
report in MRC’s July, 1987 edition of 
MEDIAWATCH, for his thoroughness 
of research in preparing it.
 “We, of course, believe in the signifi-
cance of all of the civil rights enumer-
ated in the Bill of Rights, including the 
First Amendment right to freedom of 
speech, press, assembly and religion, 
as well as the Second Amendment right 
of individual, law-abiding citizens to 
keep and bear arms.   We believe, 
furthermore, that the Second Amend-
ment right to keep and bear arms is the 
linchpin of the entire American system 
and tradition of civil rights, that without 
it, you really don’t have any of the oth-
ers for long.  
 “The networks and other media out-
lets which use the First Amendment to 
undermine the Second Amendment 
are as short-sighted as they are wrong-
headed.  Hopefully, they’ll wake up and 
realize that when they attack one part of 
the Bill of Rights, they’re attacking the 
entire system of rights, including those 
specific rights which they consider most 
necessary for their proper professional 
functions.”
 Following publication of MRC’s re-
port, and echoing its findings, Charlton 
Heston, the movie star who played Mo-
ses in THE TEN COMMANDMENTS, 
also took aim at the news media.  Last 
month during a luncheon speech at the 
National Press Club in Washington, D. 
C., Heston accused the news media of 
distorting the debate over gun control 
and eroding Americans’ right to keep 
and bear arms.
 “Clearly,” stated Heston, “too many 
have used freedom of the press as a 
weapon not only to strangle our free 
speech, but to erode and ultimately 
destroy the right to keep and bear arms 

CCRKBA HAILS REPORT SHOWING TV NETWORKS USE FIRST AMENDMENT
 TO UNDERMINE SECOND AMENDMENT RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS

as well.”
 Heston told media representatives 
that “for too long you’ve swallowed 
manufactured statistics and fabricated 
technical support from anti-gun or-
ganizations that wouldn’t know a 
semiauto from a sharp stick, and it 
shows.
 “I doubt any of you would prefer 
a rolled-up newspaper as a weapon 
against a dictator or a criminal in-
truder.  Yet, in essence, that’s what 
you’ve asked our loved ones to do 
through an ill-contrived and totally 
naive campaign against the Second 
Amendment.”
 Heston said that the Second Amend-
ment right to keep and bear arms is 
“America’s first freedom, the one that 
protects all the others.
 “Among freedom of speech, of the 
press, of religion, of assembly, of re-
dress of grievances, it is the first among 
equals.  It alone offers the absolute 
capacity to live without fear.  The right 
to keep and bear arms is the one right 
that allows rights to exist at all.”

GUN RIGHTS FORCES 
OUTGUNNED ON TV

 Earlier, in his report, titled “Gun 
Rights Forces Outgunned on TV,” 
MRC’s Dickens wrote that “network 
reporters feared a wave of criminals 
storming gun stores when the Su-
preme Court struck down portions of 
the Brady Bill as unconstitutional.  On 
the June 27 CBS EVENING NEWS, Jim 
Stewart left viewers with this fearful 
conclusion:  ‘No matter who does the 
checking, supporters of the Brady Law 
say one lesson from this is very clear.  If 
no background check is done anyone 
can walk into a gun store and purchase 
a weapon, including the nearly quarter 
of a million felons who tried to and 
were turned away the four years the 
Brady Law was in effect.’”
 MEDIAWATCH reported that 
“Stewart neglected” the view of pro-
gun forces “that the 250,000 number 
is completely exaggerated, especially 
considering that only 20 States are still 
subject to the Brady Law, and there 
are only ‘three individuals who’ve 
seen the inside of a prison cell under 
the Brady Act.’
 “To examine if CBS’ tone reflected 
how the networks covered the gun 
control debate, MEDIAWATCH ana-

lysts reviewed every gun control policy 
story on four evening shows (ABC’s 
WORLD NEWS TONIGHT, CBS EVE-
NING NEWS, CNN’s THE WORLD 
TODAY and NBC NIGHTLY NEWS) 
and three morning broadcasts (ABC’s 
GOOD MORNING AMERICA, CBS THIS 
MORNING and NBC’s TODAY) from July 
1, 1995 through June 30, 1997.  In 244 gun 
policy stories, those favoring gun control 
outnumbered stories opposing gun con-
trol by 157 to 10, or a ratio of almost 16 
to one (77 were neutral).  Talking heads 
were slightly more balanced:  gun con-
trol advocates outnumbered gun-rights 
spokesmen 165 to 110 (40 were neutral).”
     

STORY ANGLE

 In discussing story angle, MEDI-
AWATCH reported that “analysts counted 
the number of pro- and anti- gun control 
statements by reporters in each story.  
Pieces with a disparity of greater than 1.5 
to one were categorized as either for or 
against gun control.  Stories closer than 
the ratio were deemed neutral.  Among 
statements recorded as pro-gun control:  
violent crime occurs because of guns, not 
criminals, and gun control prevents crime.  
Categorized as arguments against gun 
control:  gun control would not reduce 
crime;  that criminals, not guns are the 
problem;  Americans have a constitutional 
right to keep and bear arms;  right-to-
carry concealed weapons laws caused a 
drop in crime.  The finding that the story 
angle numbers are much more lopsided 
than the talking head contrast reveals 
that the reporters’ own statements have 
a demonstrable pro-gun control spin.”
    EVE-

NING NEWS SHOWS

 In discussing evening news shows, 
MRC indicated that “gun rights advocates 
were treated like clay pigeons in a skeet 
shooting contest.  Out of 103 evening 
news segments, pro-gun control stories 
outnumbered anti-gun control stories by 
70 to six, along with 27 neutral reports.  
ABC was the most slanted (29 pro-gun 
control to five anti, only six neutral), fol-
lowed by CNN (17-1, and only six neutral).  
NBC reporters promoted gun control in 
13 (60 percent) of 22 gun segments.  CBS 
had the highest percentage of balanced 
stories but still advocated gun control in 
11 (65 percent) of 17 gun control related 
segments, to six neutral stories and zero 
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opposing segments.

 “Pro-gun control talking heads were 
televised 99 times on evening shows, 
to just 67 anti-gun control spokesmen 
and 24 neutral soundbites.  Once again 
ABC (35-20, five neutral) led the way in 
pushing for gun control followed by CBS 
(24-13, six neutral).  CNN (16-13), four 
neutral), NBC (24-21, and nine neutral) 
came closest to balance.”
    

MORNING SHOWS

 In a section on morning shows, Dick-
ens stated that “in 141 morning show 
gun policy statements, stories loaded 
in favor of gun control outnumbered 
stories opposing gun control 87 to four.  
(Fifty were neutral.)  ABC’s advocacy 
against gun owners carried over to 
GOOD MORNING AMERICA (36 pro-
gun control stories, zero opposed, 16 
neutral).  NBC came next (35-3, with 20 
neutral).  CBS set their sights against gun 
owners in 16 stories, but came closest to 
balance with 14 neutral segments (but 
only one story favoring gun rights).
 “The talking head count on morning 
shows also followed the pro-gun control 

trend:  66 pro-gun control to 43 against 
and 16 neutral.  Again, ABC had the 
highest slant (26-15, and eight neutral), 
followed by NBC (23-12, six neutral).  
CBS’ talking heads came out almost 
even:  17 in favor of gun control, 16 
opposed and two neutral.”
     

GUESTS

 In a section on guests, MRC reported 
that “the morning shows were also 
far more likely to invite gun control 
spokesmen like Sarah Brady than 
Second Amendment defenders...Pro-
gun control spokesmen were able to 
advocate their side three times more 
than the anti-gun control speakers:  37 
to just 12 opponents, and four neutral 
spokesmen.  On NBC, advocates over-
whelmed opponents 19 to three, with 
no neutral observers, followed by ABC 
(6-3, one neutral) and CBS (12-6, three 
neutral).
 “Network guest bookers and report-
ers fell over themselves to feature 
anti-gun rights Congresswoman Caro-
lyn McCarthy of New York.  On the 

November 6, 1996 TODAY Katie Couric 
asked:  ‘What do you think the lesson is 
for the National Rifle Association?  Of 
course, one of the cornerstones of your 
campaign was to maintain the ban on 
assault weapons in this country.’
 “That same day on GOOD MORN-
ING AMERICA, Joan Lunden also en-
thusiastically welcomed the gun rights 
opponent:  ‘McCarthy turned her rage 
over the availability of assault weapons 
into political activism and last night this 
ultimate outsider, a former nurse and 
homemaker, defeated incumbent Daniel 
Frisa and Carolyn McCarthy joins me 
now.  Good morning.  Congratulations!  
What are your thoughts as you sit there?  
I mean, a little fear, excitement?  Hopes?  
What are your thoughts?’  She added:  
‘Sounds like you really educated your-
self, too.  Are you at all daunted by this 
task that lies before you?’
 “At the end of the interview, Lunden 
cheered on McCarthy’s anti-gun cru-
sade:  ‘Well, we wish you the very, very 
best of luck and congratulations to you.’  
Would Lunden and Couric have wished 
luck to a Congressman desiring to place 
restrictions on the First Amendment?  
Apparently network reporters regard 
some constitutional rights as more sacred 
than others.”
 Founded in 1987, MRC’s mission is to 
bring political balance to the Nation’s 
news and entertainment media.  Cel-
ebrating its ten-year anniversary last 
month, MRC has become a large and 
respected conservative media watchdog 
organization.
 MRC tracks and analyzes virtually 
everything in the national media by 
using its Media Tracking System, which 
it claims is “the most sophisticated, com-
puterized tape archive and database of 
its kind, including more than 115,000 
hours of footage.”
 MRC’s address is 113 South West 
Street, Suite 200, Alexandria, Virginia 
22314.  The telephone number is 703-
683-9733.
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 James M. Purtilo, Ph.D., Associate 
Professor of Computer Science at the 
University of Maryland in College Park, 
Maryland, is the designated recipient of 
the CCRKBA Gun Rights Defender of 
the Month Award for October.
 In nominating Dr. Purtilo for the 
Award, John Michael Snyder, CCRKBA 
Public Affairs Director, said that “Jim 
has volunteered his many talents in an 
absolutely dedicated way to defend and 
promote the rights of law-abiding fire-
arms owners in the State of Maryland.  
He could serve as an example to other 
people throughout the State of Maryland 
and, indeed, throughout the United 
States, as a truly modern defender of 
our freedoms.  He is most deserving of 
this Award.”
 About a year ago, Jim founded and 
still edits TRIPWIRE, which he terms “a 
Maryland gun rights advocacy newslet-
ter.”
 Jim told POINT BLANK he thinks gun 
owners have got to “focus on the mes-
sage that in the elections next year for 
Governor and other offices in Maryland 
the most important thing to understand 
is that everyone in the pro-gun move-
ment has to get involved in the fight to 
win the General Assembly in 1998.”
 He says further that all too often “bad 
guys propose bad legislation and are 
promoted through the political ranks 

while the good guys who try to defend 
our rights are forgotten by gun owners 
at election time.  We have to turn this 
around.  TRIPWIRE is dedicated to that.”
 Born January 2, 1957 in Pennsylvania, 
Jim received a BA from Hiram College 
in Ohio in 1978, an MA from Kent State, 
also in Ohio, in 1980, and his doctorate 
in Computer Science from the University 
of Illinois in 1986.
 He and his wife, Christine, who have 
been married for 15 years, are parents of 
two sons.
 Truly a computer whiz, Jim is the au-
thor of SOFTWARE SPECIFICATION, 
A COMPARISON OF FORMAL METH-
ODS, published in 1994 by Ablex, as well 
as a large number of technical articles in 
scientific and computer journals.
 He came to Maryland in the mid-1980s 
and became active in the gun rights 
movement in the early 1990s because 
he just got fed up with continual media-
inspired political attempts to undermine 
the individual right of law-abiding citi-
zens to keep and bear arms.
 Since at least 1990, in fact, he has been 
involved in the discussion of firearms is-
sues on the internet.  Since then, he has 
been Moderator of REC.GUNS, which 
he describes as the largest bulletin board 
on technical issues regarding firearms in 
the world.
 Available on net news to subscribers 

to AOL and “all the big providers,” he 
says, REC.GUNS receives between 350 
and 600 messages PER DAY!  
 He says that while most of the posters, 
who post from all over the world, are 
concerned primarily with technical mat-
ters, the bulletin board also receives any 
number of questions regarding personal 
protection, collecting and “the whole 
gamut.”
 In a recent issue of TRIPWIRE, Dr. 
Purtilo wrote that Maryland Governor 
“Parris Glendening’s gun laws are now 
rigorously enforced by the Maryland 
State Police, but the spread of new state 
restrictions was slowed in legislative 
session.  Federally, a marginally pro-gun 
Congress was saved, but Clinton-backed 
gun banners made gains (right here in 
Maryland, for example).  It’s been a wild 
year.
 “The last year flew by, as will the next.  
Elections will be on us faster than we 
want to believe.  Now is the time for us 
to become informed about issues, reach 
out to concerned citizens, and build in-
frastructure.  Now, because it’s too late 
to educate voters the day they head to 
the polls.”
 “Educate, network and build.  These 
are our watchwords.  However you 
choose to pitch in - whether through 
TRIPWIRE, another group or on your 
own - begin it now.  We can’t afford not 

MARYLAND COMPUTER EXPERT
 CCRKBA GUN RIGHTS AWARDEE
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	  	 The	 Second	 U.	 S.	 Circuit	 Court	 of	
Appeals	 affirmed	 dismissal	 of	 a	 suit	 by	
anti-gun	Rep.	Carolyn	McCarthy	of	New	
York	against	Olin	Corporation’s	Winchester	
division	 in	a	2-1	 ruling	 that	blocks	state	
courts	from	hearing	her	case.
	 McCarthy	is	a	politician	who	rode	an	
anti-gun	crusade	to	Congress.		With	this	
summer	court	decision	she	failed	to	revive	
her	$1.49	billion	suit	against	the	maker	of	
so-called	 “mushrooming”	 bullets	 which	
were	used	in	the	murder	of	nine	persons	in	
the	1993	Long	Island	Rail	Road	slaughter.
	 “We...hold	 that	 Olin	 was	 under	 no	
legal	duty	to	prevent	criminal	misuse	of	its	
product	and	therefore	affirm	the	dismissal	
of	the	negligence	claims,”	the	panel	said	
in	 an	 opinion	 by	 Senior	 Circuit	 Judge	
Thomas	J.	Meskill,	who	was	appointed	in	
1975	by	President	Gerald	Ford.
	 McCarthy’s	 husband,	 Dennis,	 was	
among	the	dead	and	her	son	Kevin	was	
critically	wounded	in	the	brain	when	Colin	
Ferguson	opened	fire	on	the	third	car	of	the	
5:33	to	Hicksville	on	December	7,	1993.
	 The	McCarthys	contend	Winchester’s	
marketing	of	the	Black	Talon’s	“stopping	
power”	and	its	spreading	razor-edge	petals	
lured	Ferguson	to	use	it.
	 Richard	Feldman,	Executive	Director	
of	the	American	Shooting	Sports	Council,	
Inc.,	 said	satisfaction	with	 the	dismissal	
of	 the	case	is	diminished	by	the	cost	of	
repeatedly	 fighting	 identical	 cases,	 ac-
cording	to	THE	WASHINGTON	TIMES.
	 “The	 issues	 in	America	we	seem	to	
want	the	courts	to	decide	are	legislative	
issues,”	said	Feldman.
	 “It’s	less	relevant	who	manufactured	
the	9mm	gun	than	who’s	holding	the	gun,”	
he	said.		“If	it’s	Colin	Ferguson,	that’s	bad.		
It	it	was	any	of	the	citizens	injured	or	killed	
in	 that	 railroad	 car,	 it	 would	 have	 been	
good,	using	it	against	Colin	Ferguson.”
	 The	 two	 Clinton	 appointees	 on	 the	
appeals	panel	split,	with	Judge	Jose	A.	
Cabranes	joining	Judge	Meskill	and	Judge	
Guido	Calabresi	writing	a	dissent.
	 Ferguson,	convicted	of	six	murders	in	
1995	and	of	wounding	19	others,	is	serving	
a	life	sentence.


	 President	Clinton	last	month	formally	
nominated	anti-gun	Dr.	David	Satcher	to	
be	Surgeon	General	of	the	United	States.
	 As	Director	of	the	federal	Centers	for	
Disease	Control	and	Prevention,	Satcher	
oversaw	 the	 use	 of	 biased	 studies	 on	
handgun	violence	to	promote	an	agenda	
designed	 to	 make	 gun	 ownership	 look	

dangerous	 so	 that	 it	 becomes	 socially	
unacceptable.
	 Alan	M.	Gottlieb,	CCRKBA	Chairman,	
said	 “we	 oppose	 David	 Satcher.	 	 He’s	
totally	 anti-gun...This	 is	 another	 slap	at	
gun	 owners	 by	Bill	 Clinton,	who	 is	 the	
most	anti-gun	President	in	history.”
	 If	 confirmed	 by	 the	 U.	 S.	 Senate,	
Satcher	also	would	carry	the	title	of	As-
sistant	Secretary	for	Health	in	the	Depart-
ment	of	Health	and	Human	Services.
	 POINT	BLANK	readers	could	make	
known	their	opinion	on	this	nomination	by	
contacting	both	of	their	U.	S.	Senators	as	
well	as	Senate	Majority	Leader	Trent	Lott	
at	the	U.	S.	Senate	in	Washington,	D.	C.	
205l0.


	 Rep.	Gerald	D.	Kleczka	of	Wisconsin	
introduced	H.	R.	2342,	to	amend	title	18,	
United	States	Code,	to	permit	gunsmiths	
to	obtain	a	federal	firearms	license	without	
having	to	comply	with	state	or	local	laws	
relating	to	zoning	of	firearms	businesses.		
It	was	referred	to	the	House	Committee	
on	the	Judiciary.
	 Rep.	Kleczka	said	he	was	concerned	
with	“a	problem	affecting	gunsmiths	as	a	
result	of	the	1994	Crime	Act.
	 “The	1994	law	contained	a	provision	
requiring	 applicants	 for	 a	 new	 federal	
firearms	license,	or	renewal	of	an	existing	
one,	to	prove	that	they	are	in	compliance	
with	and	state	or	local	zoning	ordinances.		
Many	states	and	 localities	have	zoning	
laws	 that	 prevent	 individuals	 from	 ob-
taining	dealers’	 licenses.	 	For	 licensing	
purposes,	the	term	‘dealer’	includes	any	
person	who	makes	or	 repairs	 firearms,	
which	 includes	 gunsmiths.	 	 Therefore,	
many	gunsmiths	are	now	being	denied	
their	federal	firearms	licenses.
	 “One	 of	my	 constituents,	 who	 is	 a	
gunsmith,	 informed	 me	 about	 his	 dif-
ficulties	in	complying	with	the	Crime	Act.		
As	a	result,	I	have	introduced	legislation	
to	create	a	new	federal	firearms	license	
category	for	gunsmiths.		The	Bureau	of	
Alcohol,	 Tobacco	 and	 Firearms,	 which	
administers	the	federal	license	categories,	
supports	creating	this	new	category.
	 “My	 legislation	 will	 not	 allow	 gun-
smiths	to	sell	or	transfer	firearms,	but	it	
will	 permit	 them	 to	continue	 to	work	 in	
their	profession.”
	 Under	H.	R.	2342,	“gunsmith”	would	
mean	any	person	engaged	in	 the	busi-
ness	of	repairing	firearms,	or	of	making	
or	fitting	special	barrels,	stocks	or	trigger	
mechanisms	to	firearms.


	 Rep.	Steven	R.	Rothman	of	New	Jersey	
introduced	H.	R.	2359,	a	so-called	“Gun	
Shop	Safety	Act	of	1997,”	to	require	that	the	
Secretary	of	the	Treasury,	acting	through	
the	Director	of	BATF,	issue	minimum	safety	
and	security	standards	for	dealers	of	fire-
arms.
	 The	 regulations	 issued	 under	 H.R.	
2359	would	include	minimum	safety	and	
security	standards	for:
	 -			a	place	of	business	in	which	a	dealer	
covered	 by	 the	 regulations	 conducts	 a	
business	or	stores	firearms;
	 -	 	 windows,	 the	 front	 door,	 storage	
rooms,	containers,	alarms	and	other	items	
of	a	place	of	business;		and
	 -		the	storage	and	handling	of	firearms	
contained	in	a	place	of	business.
	 Referred	to	the	House	Committee	on	
the	Judiciary,	H.R.	2359	co-sponsors	 in-
clude	Reps.	Ronald	V.	Dellums	of	California,	
Bob	Filner	of	California,	Nita	M.	Lowey	of	
New	York,	Marge	Roukema	of	New	Jersey,	
Fortney	“Pete”	Stark	of	California,	Robert	
I.	Wexler	of	Florida	and	Sidney	R.	Yates	of	
Illinois.

	 
	 In	 Virginia,	 Paul	 Moog,	 Executive	
Director	of	the	Northern	Virginia	Citizens	
Defense	League	and	a	CCRKBA	Gun	Rights	
Defender	of	the	Month	Awardee,	says	he	
is	 not	 sold	 on	 the	 candidacy	 of	 James	
Gilmore	for	Governor.
	 Earlier	this	year,	Gilmore	split	with	the	
current	pro-gun	Governor,	George	G.	Al-
len,	when	he	said	he	would	have	signed	a	
Virginia	bill	to	let	Fairfax	County	bar	guns	
and	knives	from	its	recreation	centers.		Gov.	
Allen	vetoed	the	measure.
	 With	 regard	 to	 Gilmore,	Moog	 says	
“I’ve	been	disappointed	by	his	willingness	
to	 equivocate	 on	 the	 stances	 Governor	
Allen	has	taken.
	 “Mr.	Allen,	despite	his	no	compromise	
stance	on	gun	rights,	remains	a	very	popu-
lar	governor.		I	don’t	think	Mr.	Gilmore	is	
going	to	gain	anything	by	pandering	to	the	
pro-gun	control	faction.”
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