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 Can two bad kids kill a civil right?
 We sure hope not.
 But gun grabbing fanatics are trying to use the March 24 Jonesboro, Arkansas 
shooting murder of a school teacher and four school children by two other children, 
aged 11 and 13, to do just that.
 Gun grabbers thrive on human tragedy involving firearms.
 They connive to use the natural human emotional response to human suffering 
to promote, step by step, their anti-gun owner agenda.  Although they sometimes 
deny it, they work to advance ever closer to their elitist goal of citizen disempower-
ment, of civilian disarmament.
 President Clinton, for instance, used the tragedy as an excuse for announcing 
April 6 a possibly unconstitutional ban on certain firearm imports even though none 
of the gun models covered by the import ban figured in the March 24 incident.  
 Back in the 1960s, gun grabbers promoted openly the idea of universal domestic 
civilian disarmament, to be preceded by universal firearms registration and firearms 
owner licensing.
 At that time, we wound up with the Gun Control Act of 1968 which, among other 
things, outlawed the mail order purchase of firearms by all but federally licensed 
persons and entities.
 Then, the gun grabbers wised up.
 They realized that firearms ownership was so popular in the United States, the 
land of the free, that a frontal assault on gun rights just would not fly.
 So they devised a divide and conquer strategy which they’ve been following 
ever since, with greater or lesser success.
 We’ve seen attacks on handguns and handgun owners, so-called “Saturday Night 
Special” handguns, “plastic” handguns, “assault weapons,” and large capacity am-
munition feeding devices ad nauseam.
 Part and parcel of that strategy has been the deliberate attempt to generate an 
emotional response to a tragic occurrence with a particular type of firearm and to 
use that emotional response as a vehicle through which to promote a specific part 
of an overall anti-gun owner legislative agenda.
 Remember the Stockton, California murder of school children by a culprit who 
should have been in jail and who would have been in jail had it not been for 
downward plea bargaining?
 In each of these situations, the gun grabbing professionals and their lap dogs 
in the media simply ignore salient facts such as the fact that many more lives are 
saved each year with the use of firearms than are lost with the misuse of firearms.
 The same strategy is at work here.
 Little or no attention is paid by the gun grabbers to the fact that the two alleged 
sadistic little killers not only stole the guns and ammunition they used in commit-
ting the murders but also stole the vehicle which they used to drive to the school 
to commit the murders.
 Let’s not let the gun grabbing fanatics succeed in pulling the wool over the eyes 
of the public.  Let your own U. S. Representative and both of your U. S. Senators 
know how you feel about these legislative proposals.  You may call them at 800-
504-0031 or 202-224-3121 and let them know what you think!
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 The Internet is perhaps the single 
biggest weapon available in the grass-
roots battle to defend your gun rights.  
The ability to get information fast and 
cheap allows even the smallest of gun 
rights groups to have a powerful voice 
all across the nation.  As an individual 
gun rights activist, you, too, can use the 
Internet as the most powerful means of 
protecting your gun rights.
 As part of an on-going feature in 
POINT BLANK, we 
will be running a 
series of articles that 
will teach you how to 
use cutting edge In-
ternet tactics in your 
effort to preserve the 
Second Amendment.  
Whether you’re a 
web veteran who’s 
been on-line for 
years, or someone 
who’s just getting 
started, this column 
will provide you with 
everything you need 
to know in order to be the most effective 
activist in this “Virtual Gun Lobby.”
 Gun rights activists have been taking 
advantage of the opportunities that exist 
in computers and the Internet for some 
time.  Some of today’s big players in the 
gun rights movement have been using 
remotely connected computer bulletin 
board systems to share grassroots infor-
mation for well over a decade.  Today the 
world wide web allows the individual 
gun rights activist the ability to research 
vital legislative information and com-
municate to hundreds of thousands of 
other gun rights activists all across the 
country for as little as $20 a month.
 Perhaps the most effective tool on the 
Internet for grassroots activists is e-mail.  
There are several programs available 
today that allow an activist instantly to 
create and mail a personalized letter to 
every Member of Congress in minutes, all 
for free.  The major gun rights groups use 
list-service alerts to broadcast updates to 
their members, keeping them informed 
of the latest news for little or no cost 
whatsoever.  If you haven’t signed up 
for CCRKBA’s e-mail info alerts, visit our 
web page at www.ccrkba.org and click 

on the e-mail server help page.
 Before you can start using e-mail, or 
other web resources, you’ll need to get 
connected to the net.  In most parts of the 
country, you can get an Internet access ac-
count from an Internet Service Provider 
(ISP) for about $20 a month, for virtually 
unlimited use.  A word of caution. If 
you want to be effective and make use 
of the latest in Internet technology, use 
small, local ISPs.  They give you much 

more freedom 
and versatility 
than the large 
on-line servic-
es.   
 The most im-
portant tool in 
your Internet 
grassroots arse-
nal is your e-
mail software.  
You want an e-
mail program 
that can compile 
mailing lists, so 
that you can no-

tify local legislators, gun club members 
and other fellow activists, all with the 
click of a button.  One such program is 
Microsoft Outlook Express.  After a brief 
demonstration by a few members of 
the Microsoft Gun Club, I immediately 
switched to this thorough and easy to 
use program.
 What about those gun activists who 
don’t even own a computer, let alone 
have an Internet service provider or fancy 
e-mail program?  Well, chances are that 
they can access the Internet at a local 
library or community center.  If you can 
find a computer that can access the net, 
you can have your own e-mail and gun 
rights web page, all for free.  Numerous 
companies host free e-mail services, al-
lowing a user to go to the company’s web 
site and log onto their own private mail 
account, for free.  Visit www.hotmail.
com or www.juno.com for an example 
of such free e-mail.  Once you have an 
e-mail address, you can make your own 
web page using the free web page hosting 
provided by such companies as geocities 
and angelfire.  Visit www.geocities.com 
or www.angel-fire.com to get started with 
your own free web site!

 In the next “Virtual Gun Lobby” re-
port, I’ll share techniques that can make 
a powerful Internet lobbyist out of the 
computer novice and the Internet junkie 
as well.  You’ll also see a listing of some 
of the best web sites for gun rights activ-
ists.  In the meantime, check out the web 
page at www.ccrkba.org and if you have 
any questions about how to make the 
internet work for you, e-mail me, Kevin 
H. Watson, at kevinw@liberty.seanet.org 
and be sure to use “virtual gun lobby” 
as the subject of the message!

JOIN THE 
“VIRTUAL GUN LOBBY!”

By Kevin H. Watson
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 “We applaud wholeheartedly a New 
York jury decision in late March exon-
erating seven firearms manufacturers 
and their owners of culpability in a 1994 
shooting of young people which left 
one dead and two others wounded,” 
John Michael Snyder, CCRKBA Public 
Affairs Director, said last month in 
Washington, D. C.
 “The attempt to use the specter of 
third party liability lawsuits as part of 
a long range program to discourage 
and then eliminate firearms ownership 
in the United States indicates how far 
the fanaticism of the gun grabbers can 
extend,” he added.  
 “It makes no sense whatsoever,” he 
continued, “to blame manufacturers of 
firearms for the criminal use to which 
some subsequent acquirers may put 
them.  Following the same logic, one 
would have to blame cutlery makers 
for murders committed with kitchen 
knives, automobile manufacturers for 
deaths or injuries resulting from cer-
tain traffic accidents, and swimming 
pool makers for deaths due to certain 
drownings.  
 “The gun grabbers’ fanaticism, if 
carried to its logical conclusion, would 
undermine the entire American econo-
my, and transform the materially most 
well-to-do people in the history of the 
world to one of the most impoverished.  
In this case, fortunately, the program 
of the radical extremists suffered a set-
back.  Let us hope that they will suffer 
more such setbacks in the future.”
 In what was the first case of its kind 
to go to trial, a Federal jury in Brooklyn 
cleared seven firearms manufacturers 
and their owners March 27 of culpabil-
ity in a 1994 shooting attack on a van 
full of Hasidic students on the Brooklyn 
Bridge that left one dead and two oth-
ers wounded.
 The plaintiffs in the case were the 
parents of the slain youth, Aaron Hal-
berstam, 16, and Nachum Sosonkin, 
22, who lives with a bullet in his brain 
from the attack.  In a civil suit, they 
argued that the defendants had made 

the parts of a gun used in the shoot-
ing and shared  responsibility with 
the assailant, Rashid Baz, a Lebanese 
immigrant who was convicted and 
sentenced in 1994 to a life term.
 However, lawyers for Sylvia and 
Wayne Daniel of Ducktown, Tennes-
see, and seven gun manufacturing 
companies they own, contended that 
there was no conclusive proof that the 
bullets Baz fired came from a gun as-
sembled from parts they had manufac-
tured, and that in any case the gunman 
himself bore sole responsibility for the 
shooting.
 Following a two-week trial before 
Federal Judge Jack B. Weinstein and 
six hours of deliberations over two 
days, the 12-member jury found that 
the gun companies had made and sold 
parts that substantially constituted the 
gun in the attack, but ruled also that 
this did not amount to negligence.
 Daniel Kane, a lawyer for the de-
fendants, said after the verdict “we’re 
very happy that the jury spoke.”  He 
compared the responsibility of a gun 
maker for a shooting to that of a car 
manufacturer in a reckless driving case.  
He said that “the guns don’t cause the 
injury.  The person causes the injury.”
 The slain youth’s mother, Devorah 
Halberstam, left the courtroom without 
comment.  
 A lawyer for the plaintiffs, however, 
Richard J. Davis, stated his clients were 
disappointed and said “obviously the 
jury did not accept the theory of causa-
tion here.”
 In recent years, crime victims and 
advocates of gun control who spur 
them on have brought hundreds of 
lawsuits against firearms manufactur-
ers across the country, reports Robert D. 
McFadden in THE NEW YORK TIMES, 
seeking to fix responsibility for deaths 
and injuries that they contend result 
from the production of 3.9 million so-
called “lethal weapons” each year.
 The two billion dollar industry, how-
ever, has fought back, adds McFadden, 
and lawyers for both sides in the March 

27 decision said theirs was the first case 
to go to trial, since others have been 
dismissed in pretrial stages.  After the 
verdict, Steven J. Harfenist, a defense 
lawyer, blasted Judge Weinstein for 
allowing the case to go to trial.
 “He had his own agenda,” said 
Harfenist.  “We felt he was looking to 
expand liability into the stratosphere.  
He was looking to expand it to the 
manufacturers.”
 The case stemmed from an incident 
on March 1, 1994, when 14 Hasidic 
students from Brooklyn accompanied 
their spiritual leader, Rabbi Menachem 
Schneerson, to a Manhattan hospital 
for surgery.  As they returned to Brook-
lyn in a van, a car pulled up alongside 
them on the Brooklyn Bridge and the 
driver began firing.
 The shots killed Halberstam, gravely 
wounded Sosonkin and injured anoth-
er student.  Baz, a livery cab driver, was 
arrested.  Prosecutors said at a trial that 
the shooting had been in retaliation for 
the massacre of Muslin worshippers in 
Hebron, Israel, a few days earlier by a 
Jewish settler from Brooklyn.
 Arguing that legal blame went 
beyond the criminal conduct of Baz, 
Devorah and David Halberstam and 
Sosonkin sued Sylvia and Wayne Dan-
iel and their companies:  S. W. Daniel;  
Mountain Accessories Corporation;  
Cobray Firearms;  F.M.J. Inc.;  the Ul-
tra Force Inc.;  R.P.B. Industries;  and 
Leinad Inc.  Although no damages 
were specified, lawyers spoke of ten 
million dollars for Sosonkin’s pain and 
suffering.
 Baz, 31, was called to testify, but de-
clined to answer most questions, citing 
his right not to incriminate himself.  His 
lawyer said Baz was still appealing his 
murder conviction.  Prosecutors in his 
criminal trial said he had bought the 
gun on the street, although it had been 
assembled from a kit.
 The jury’s verdict acknowledged 
that the defendants may have manu-
factured the parts, but found that did 
not constitute liability.

ccrkba laudS Jury 
firearmS deciSion
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 When President Clinton announced 
early last month that he was acting to close 
a “loophole” in a ban on the importation 
of semiautomatic firearms by banning 
the importation of still more previously 
importable firearms, John Michael Snyder, 
CCRKBA Public Affairs Director, responded 
by telling media representatives that it was 
time for Congress to close the “loophole” 
on the entire Clinton Administration and 
proceed with impeachment proceedings 
as soon as it reconvenes after its spring 
recess.
 He said the Clinton move to thwart the 
constitutional separation of powers in his 
war on law-abiding firearms owners was 
the latest in a series of good reasons for 
Congress to proceed with impeachment 
proceedings.
 He urged law-abiding firearms owners 
to contact their own U. S. Representatives 
and ask them to support H. Res. 304, the 
inquiry of impeachment of President Clin-
ton sponsored by Congressman Bob Barr 
of Georgia.
 Snyder was interviewed nationally on 
the issue by National Public Radio and 
ABC Radio News and by Carolyn Presutti, 
Capital Correspondent for the A. H. Bello 
Corporation.
 “We condemn the attempt by the Clinton 
Administration to usurp congressional 
authority in the area of firearms legisla-
tion and we support actions in Congress 
to prevent the success of this usurpation,” 
Snyder said in another statement.
 “Now taking place in the Nation’s Capi-
tal,” he continued, “is an obvious attempt 
at an anti-gun power-grab by an already 
discredited, scandal-ridden, anti-gun ad-
ministration, the most anti-gun adminis-
tration in our country’s history.  The issue 
here, though, involves the constitutional 
separation of powers as well as the right to 
keep and bear arms.  It is a most significant 
constitutional matter.”
 The specific issue concerns the impor-
tation of certain firearms.  By virtue of 
congressional legislation, signed into law 
by the President, semiautomatic firearms 
which do not meet certain criteria may not 
be imported but firearms which do meet 
that criteria may be imported.  What the 
Clinton Administration apparently is up to 
is an attempt to ban certain semiautomatic 
firearms which are not included specifically 
within the ban criteria enacted into law.
 On November 14, 1997, Clinton issued 
a directive to the Treasury Department to 

determine whether or not licenses to import 
certain “modified semiautomatic assault-
type rifles,” apparently previously legally 
importable, should be denied.
 On March 16, 1998, the Treasury Depart-
ment informed certain importers that the 
period of review to determine the issue of 
licensed importability, originally supposed to 
take 120 days, would have to “extend beyond 
the 120-day period.  We expect to complete 
the review within two weeks and will notify 
you when determinations concerning your 
permits have been made.”
 On April 6, shortly after Congress had 
adjourned for its spring recess, Clinton 
announced the ban as permanent and the 
White House said the action would block 
the entry of more than a million firearms 
into the United States.
 The firearms in question include: AK47 
variants, FAL variants, SIG 550 variants, 
HK91/93 variants and UZI variants.
 Currently being discussed on Capitol Hill 
is the possibility of a move to prevent tax-
payer money from being used to administer 
a Clinton end-run-around-Congress ban on 
the importation of firearms not included 
within the parameters set forth by Congress.
 This could take the form of a simple amend-
ment to a Treasury Department budget 
authorization, which amendment would 
prevent the use of appropriated funds from 
being used to deny permits for the importa-
tion of the affected firearms.
 The issue could come to a crunch as early 
as this month.
 CCRKBA Members and Supporters could 
call and write their own Senators and Rep-
resentative and let them know how they 
feel about this budgetary idea.  In addition, 
POINT BLANK readers could call and write 
to certain Senators who may be key play-
ers in this particular process, lawmakers 
such as Sens. Ben Nighthorse Campbell of 
Colorado, Lauch Faircloth of North Carolina, 
Tim Hutchinson of Arkansas and Richard C. 
Shelby of Alabama.
 In a March 16 paper distributed by the U. S. 
Senate Republican Policy Committee, under 
the chairmanship of Sen. Larry E. Craig of 
Idaho, a CCRKBA Congressional Advisor 
and CCRKBA Gun Rights Defender of the 
Month Awardee, Policy Committee firearms 
regulations expert Kenneth Ross noted that 
“on November 14, 1997, the Administration 
suspended import permits of all ‘modified 
semiautomatic assault-type rifles.’  All future 
sales of these previously legal firearms are 
effectively terminated...

 “The Administration’s import ban ap-
peared motivated by erroneous allegations 
that importers are exploiting loopholes in 
the 1994 semiauto gun ban.  Clinton’s own 
ATF Director John Magaw admits in the LOS 
ANGELES TIMES on December 22, 1997 
that ‘the 1989 standard (the most recent 
modification of the original 1968 *sporting 
purposes* standard) is even stricter than 
the 1994 assault weapon ban.’
 “While every firearm sold in the United 
States meets or exceeds the exact standard 
set forth in Clinton’s semiauto gun ban, the 
Administration is now attempting to justify 
further restrictions - only now ignoring the 
role of Congress.”
 Foss recalled that back on September 15, 
1994, after passage of the Clinton semiau-
tomatic gun ban, THE WASHINGTON 
POST indicated that “no one should have 
any illusions about what was accomplished.  
Assault weapons play a part in only a 
small percentage of crime.  The provision 
is mainly symbolic;  its virtue will be if it 
turns out to be, as hoped, a stepping stone 
to broader gun control.”
 In September, 1997, Sen. Dianne Feinstein 
of California, original sponsor of the 1994 
semiautomatic gun ban, noted Foss, “sent 
a letter to the White House urging the Ad-
ministration to use its executive authority to 
rescind the importation permits for certain 
Israeli semiautomatic firearms:  ‘You have 
the power to ban the import of all assault 

 ccrkba condemnS clinton attempt to uSurp authority and
SupportS congreSSional move to block anti-gun power grab
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weapons, including those that have received 
federal permits in the past.’”
 The 1994 semiautomatic gun ban out-
lawed any newly manufactured semiau-
tomatic firearm, regardless of domestic 
or foreign origin, that has a high-capacity 
detachable magazine and at least two of the 
following “military appearance” character-
istics:  “conspicuous” grip;  bayonet mount;  
flash suppressor;  folding or telescoping 
stock;  grenade launcher.  Imported firearms 
in fact must meet not only the standards 
of the 1994 gun ban but even the more 
restrictive “sporting purposes” importation 
requirements.
 Nonetheless, asserts Foss, “the case is 
now being made by the White House that 
the above legal standards are not the only 
elements of the law.  According to the Ad-
ministration, the overall spirit of the law, 
regardless of the letter of the law, was to ban 
all guns that have a ‘military appearance.’  
Specifically, a legal 1997 Uzi without the 
proscribed characteristics is now considered 
to be illegal due only to its continued military 
appearance.
 “The 1968 Gun Control Act created a 
uniform standard for all imported firearms 
- the so-called ‘sporting purposes’ standard.  
Specifically, the act states that imported 
firearms must ‘be generally recognized as 
particularly suitable for or readily adaptable 
to sporting purposes, excluding surplus 
military firearms...’

 “Shortly after passage of the 1968 Gun 
Control Act, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms (ATF) commissioned a panel 
to provide guidelines for implementation 
of the ‘sporting purposes’ test.   According 
to the Congressional Research Service, the 
only controversy of the time was whether 
the easily concealed, inexpensive, often 
low-quality ‘Saturday Night Special’ fit the 
‘sporting purposes’ mandate.  The panel 
focused on handgun regulations and did 
not propose criteria for evaluating rifles 
and shotguns.
 “The 1968 Gun Control Act states spe-
cifically that the act had no intention of 
‘placing any undue or unnecessary federal 
restrictions or burdens on law-abiding 
citizens with respect to the acquisition, 
possession, or use of firearms appropriate 
to the purposes of hunting, trapshooting, 
target shooting, personal protection, or any 
other lawful activity...’  It was not until 1984 
that this open-ended definition was more 
narrowly applied to only certain sporting 
activities, such as hunting and organized 
marksmanship.
 “In 1984, the ‘sporting purposes’ test was 
specifically applied to rifles and shotguns.  
The firearm in question was a South African 
riot control shotgun.  The importer, pursu-
ant to the statute requirements, indicated 
that the weapon fit ‘sporting purposes’ 
due to its suitability for police/combat style 
competitions.’  ATF denied the license.
 “Two years later, a second shotgun ap-
plication was denied due to the firearm not 
being ‘generally recognized as particularly 
suitable for or readily adaptable to a sport-
ing purpose.’  Here, ATF clarified that 
firearms must attain ‘general recognition 
as having a sporting purpose’ and events 
must attain ‘general recognition as being 
a sport.’
 “The criteria were last modified in 1989.  
The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Fire-
arms was ordered to suspend importation 
of 43 imported semiautomatic firearms 
until a study was completed pertaining 
to their eligibility for importation under 
the ‘sporting use’ criteria.  Thereafter, the 
review concluded that not one of the 43 
firearms was of sporting use as defined by 
the Import Restriction section of the 1968 
Gun Control Act, 18 USC 925(d)(3).
 “Still dissatisfied, the White House is 
now using the ‘sporting purposes’ test to 
further justify an expanded gun ban.  While 
the letter of the law has not changed, the 
politics of its interpretation apparently has.

 “On October 30, 1997, in response to Clin-
ton’s move to extend his 1994 semiautomatic 
gun ban, Sen. Patrick Leahy of Vermont, 
Ranking Member of the Judiciary Commit-
tee, wrote the President that he ‘strongly 
believes that using a presidential directive to 
avoid the normal legislative process regard-
ing any changes to the assault weapons ban 
is the wrong way to go.’
 “Since taking office, Clinton has managed 
to put half of U. S. gun dealers out of busi-
ness and has eliminated nearly two-thirds 
of firearm imports.  Still disappointed with 
the pace and direction of gun control policy, 
the White House is now pursuing a more 
unilateral gun control agenda - this time 
through the back door, essentially ignoring 
the role of Congress in setting gun control 
policy.”
 Mark J. Barnes, a lawyer representing 
the Firearms Importers Roundtable Trade 
Group, called Clinton’s action an “abuse 
of presidential authority” that circumvents 
earlier laws, reported THE NEW YORK 
TIMES.  Barnes said that importers would 
go to Congress to limit the President’s power 
to declare certain guns illegal.  He also said 
the Group might mount a court challenge 
to the presidential directive on statutory or 
congressional grounds.
 Rahm Emanuel, a White House spokes-
man, said the anti-gun directive by Clinton 
“is building on his record of passing the 
Brady Bill and the assault weapon ban of 
1994.  This is a piece of the Administration’s 
overall, comprehensive, anti-crime strategy.”
 Kristen Rand, Director of Federal Policy 
at the anti-gun Violence Policy Center in 
Washington, D. C., said “we have been urging 
the Administration to write a rule that can 
be applied to any assault-type gun, to keep 
out so-called sporterized weapons.”

 ccrkba condemnS clinton attempt to uSurp authority and
SupportS congreSSional move to block anti-gun power grab
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  Governor Mike Huckabee of Arkan-
sas is the designated recipient of the 
CCRKBA Gun Rights Defender of the 
Month Award for May.
 In Washington, D. C., John Michael 
Snyder, CCRKBA Public Affairs Director, 
said he decided to nominate Huckabee 
for the CCRKBA Award when he saw 
and heard the Governor’s comments on 
television following the March 24 slaying 
in Jonesboro, Arkansas of a school teacher 
and four school children allegedly by two 
other children, aged 11 and 13.
 On March 25, Gov. Huckabee said he 
was angry at a culture that breeds this 
kind of act, “whether it’s in the television 
programs they see, the movies they see, 
the language they use, the things they 
are exposed to and the glorification of 
those things.”
 Huckabee told the Cable News Net-
work (CNN) that “I’m not sure we could 
expect a whole lot else in a culture where 
these children are exposed to tens of 
thousands of murders on television and 
movies, and we desensitize human life...
 “It should shock us and maybe wake 
us up to recognize that this isn’t an indi-
vidual problem of students or one school 
or even a state.  It’s a cultural disease that 
we’ve got to address.”
 Snyder said what so impressed him 
about Huckabee’s remarks was that, 
despite the expected clamor for more 
and more gun control following the 
misuse of firearms in this tragedy by the 
two alleged child-murderers, Huckabee, 
the Governor of the State in which the 
incident occurred, “did not jump on the 
gun control background, but showed 
both common sense and measured judg-
ment in his remarks.  
 “Huckabee, a hunter and outdoorsman 
himself, did not follow the knee-jerk, 
politically correct program and point his 
finger at firearms ownership in general, 
as did a number of other people in public 
life, but he looked at the situation in a 
more statesmanlike manner and reacted 
in a much more prudent way.  This takes 
conviction, judgment and courage and 
he certainly is to be congratulated for his 
response.
 “After he made his comments, others 
made similar comments, and he may 
have started the ball rolling in a proper 

direction.  Perhaps now more and more 
people will realize that criminal violence 
is a serious problem and that the response 
to it lies not in infringing upon the right 
to keep and bear arms of law-abiding 
citizens who are not part of the problem 
but, rather, in determining what the roots 
of the problem really are and resolving 
to do something about them.  Let’s hope 
that turns out to be the case.  In any event, 
Gov. Huckabee is certainly deserving of 
this Award.”
 Among those who apparently agreed 
with Huckabee’s remarks was Robert H. 
Knight, Director of Cultural Studies for 
the Family Research Council, who stated 
“there is a steady drumbeat of violence 
in television and films that says you can 
solve your problem with the click of the 
trigger.”
 Knight said he believes the breakdown 
of the family is the primary reason that 
killings by the young have become so 
commonplace, but stressed that the 
“sheer volume of media violence is a 
major contributing factor.”
 Ron Slaby, a psychologist at Harvard 
University who specializes in television’s 
effect on the developing child, said he 
is convinced that violence portrayed on 
film and television contributed to the 
Jonesboro killings.
 Shortly after a 14-year-old boy killed 
three fellow students at a high school in 
West Paducah, Kentucky, reported Joyce 
Howard Price in THE WASHINGTON 
TIMES, Slaby said he was certain that me-
dia violence was a contributing factor in 
the incident, and he was proven correct.  
The boy said he was heavily influenced 
by a film that featured a similar killing.
 William S. Abbott, President by the 
Foundation to Improve Television, 
pointed out that “close to 3,000 studies” 
have made the connection between 
actual violence and violence portrayed 
in film and on television.
 Leonard Eron, a psychology professor 
at the University of Michigan, followed 
875 children from age eight to 30 that 
found a strong correlation between a 
person’s aggression and the violence of 
the television shows he watched.
 Hopefully, then, Huckabee’s remarks 
may have sparked a fresh approach to 
the whole problem of violence, including 

violence youth.  Let’s encourage that.
 Mike Huckabee became Governor of 
Arkansas on July 15, 1996.  Huckabee, the 
State’s Lieutenant Governor, ascended 
to the office when Gov. Jim Guy Tucker 
resigned.  Huckabee had been Lieuten-
ant Governor since 1993.
 Huckabee’s career includes service as 
President of Cambridge Communica-
tions in Texarkana, Arkansas from 1992 
through 1996, as a Pastor in Texarkana 
between 1986 and 1992 and in Pine 
Bluff, Arkansas from 1980 until 1986, as 
President of the Arkansas Baptist State 
Convention from 1989 through 1991, and 
as President of KBSC, a UHF 24-hour 
channel in Texarkana from 1987 through 
1992.
 Born August 24, 1955 in Hope, Arkan-
sas, Huckabee graduated from Hope 
High School in 1973.  He graduated 
magna cum laude from Ouachita Baptist 
University in Arkadelphia, Arkansas 
in 1975, completing a four year degree 
program in just over two years.  He 
attended Southwestern Baptist Theo-
logical Seminary in Fort Worth, Texas in 
1976 and 1977.  He holds an Honorary 
Doctor of Humanities from John Brown 
University and an Honorary Doctor of 
Laws from Ouachita Baptist University.
 He and his wife, Janet McCain, also 
of Hope, were married 24 years ago this 
month, on May 25, 1974 (Happy An-
niversary!) and are the parents of three 
children, John Mark, David and Sarah.

huckabee the 
ccrkba awardee
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	 “There’s	one	enemy,	and	that’s	the	
gun,	period,”	stated	Michael	Stephenson	
of	 the	 group	 Stop	 Firearms	 Violence,	
according	to	the	March	27	issue	of	USA	
TODAY.
	 The	same	article	indicated	that,	fol-
lowing	the	March	24	tragedy	in	Jones-
boro,	Arkansas,	in	which	“hunting	rifles”	
were	used,	gun	control	advocates	will	be	
seeking	“new	territory”	for	gun	legislation	
and	that	“hunting	rifles	might	be	drawn	
in.”
	 The	USA	TODAY	article	cited	John	
Michael	Snyder,	CCRKBA	Public	Affairs	
Director,	as	saying	that	“the	goal	of	some	
gun	control	advocates	is	to	ban	all	guns.”

	 	 	

	 Now	is	a	good	time	to	start	thinking	
about	participating	in	the	national,	13th	
annual	Gun	Rights	Policy	Conference	
(GRPC),	 slated	 to	 be	 held	 this	 year	
September	 18,	 19	 and	 20	 in	 Seattle,	
Washington,	at	 the	Double	Tree	Hotel	
-	Seatac	Airport.
	 Sponsored	 by	 CCRKBA	 and	 the	
Second	 Amendment	 Foundation	 in	
cooperation	with	the	National	Rifle	As-
sociation	of	America	and	the	American	
Shooting	 Sports	 Council,	 the	 GRPC	
theme	this	year	conveys	a	grass	roots	
victory	message:		Protecting our 
freedom by fighting for it.
	 Each	year,	 leaders	of	 the	national	
gun	rights	movement	gather	at	GRPC,	
the	premier	firearms	rights	activist	gath-
ering	of	the	year.		Together	with	hundreds	
of	state	and	local	activists	from	across	
the	 nation,	 we	 review	 the	 preceding	
years’	 activities	 in	 this	 unified	 forum.		
GRPC	provides	you	with	insights	on	how	
the	pro-gun	organizations	network	and	
operate.		
	 Join	with	over	450	other	activists	in	
helping	to	set	the	agenda	and	shape	the	
strategies	for	the	coming	year.			Registra-
tion	is	free.
	 For	further	information,	please	write	
John	 Barnett,	 1998	 GRPC	 Coordina-
tor,	12500	N.	E.	Tenth	Place,	Bellevue,	
Washington	98005,	phone	him	at	(425)	
454-4911,	fax	him	at	(425)	451-3959,	or	
e-mail	him	at	jbarnsaf@aol.com.

	 Anti-gun	Sen.	Richard	J.	Durbin	of	
Illinois	 introduced	 S.	 1917,	 which	 he	
calls	the	Child	Firearm	Access	Preven-
tion	Act,	and	which	has	been	referred	to	
the	Senate	Committee	on	the	Judiciary.
	 If	enacted	into	law,	the	measure	gen-
erally	would	provide	that	any	person	who	
keeps	a	loaded	firearm,	or	an	unloaded	
firearm	and	ammunition	for	the	firearm,	
within	 any	 premise	 that	 is	 under	 the	
custody	or	control	of	that	person,	and	
knows	or	reasonably	should	know	that	a	
juvenile	is	capable	of	gaining	access	to	
the	firearm	without	the	permission	of	the	
parent	or	legal	guardian	of	the	juvenile,	
shall,	if	a	juvenile	obtains	access	to	the	
firearm	 and	 thereby	 causes	 death	 or	
bodily	injury	to	the	juvenile	or	to	any	other	
person,	be	subject	to	imprisonment	for	
up	to	one	year	or	fined	up	to	$10,000,	
or	both.
	 Exceptions	would	 be	made	 if	 the	
person	uses	a	secure	gun	storage	or	
safety	device	for	the	firearm,	the	person	
is	a	peace	officer	or	member	of	the	mili-
tary	and	the	juvenile	obtains	the	firearm	
during	or	incidental	to	the	performance	
of	the	official	duties	of	the	person	in	that	
capacity,	the	juvenile	obtains	or	obtains	
and	discharges	the	firearm	in	a	 lawful	
act	of	self-defense	or	defense	of	one	or	
more	other	persons,	or	the	person	has	
no	reasonable	expectation	that	a	juvenile	
is	likely	to	be	present	on	the	premises	
on	which	the	firearm	is	kept.
	 Original	cosponsors	of	S.	1917	are	
Sens.	Barbara	Boxer	of	California,	and	
John	H.	Chafee	and	Jack	Reed	of	Rhode	
Island.

	 President	 Clinton	 “says	 there	 are	
two	many	guns	in	the	hands	of	too	many	
criminals,”	 noted	 THE	WASHINGTON	
TIMES	 following	 Clinton’s	 announce-
ment	of	his	latest	firearms	import	ban,	
which	 in	 turn	 followed	 the	 March	 24		
tragedy	with	the	misuse	of	stolen	guns	
in	 Jonesboro,	 Arkansas.	 	 “But	 crimi-
nals,”	editorialized	the	TIMES,	“almost	

by	 definition,	 ignore	 executive	 orders	
banning	politically	 incorrect	weapons.		
Law-abiding	 citizens	 do	 obey	 them,	
denying	themselves	at	the	least,	favored	
hunting	weapons	and	predator	controls,	
and	at	most,	weapons	of	self-defense.
	 “The	President	need	not	worry	about	
such	things.		He	has	the	luxury	of	round-
the-clock	guards.		But	most	Americans	
can’t	take	such	things	for	granted.		Least	
of	all	can	they	subscribe	to	the	theory	
that	by	limiting	the	importation	of	ugly-
looking	weapons,	they	can	control	crime	
in	Jonesboro	or	anywhere	else.”

	 After	 THE	 WASHINGTON	 TIMES	
reported	that	the	Clinton	White	House	is	
keeping	“special”	files	on	the	President’s	
political	opponents,	a	possible	violation	
of	the	1974	Privacy	Act,	Congressman	
Bob	Barr	of	Georgia,	Chairman	of	 the	
House	Firearms	Legislation	Task	Force,	
stated	“this	Administration	has	abused	
power	and	obstructed	credible	investiga-
tions	time	and	time	again.		
	 “This	is	yet	another	example	of	the	
abusive	tactics	of	an	administration	so	
consumed	with	holding	onto	power	that	
it	recognizes	few	-	if	any	-	limits	on	its	
conduct.		Such	abuses	of	power	should	
be	of	concern	to	all	Americans,	not	just	
those	of	us	who	are	being	targeted	by	
the	White	House.		This	is	very	reminiscent	
of	Watergate,	 where	 one	 of	 the	most	
serious	charges	against	President	Nixon	
was	his	keeping	an	enemies	list	in	the	
White	House.”		
	 Rep.	Barr,	the	1997	CCRKBA	Leg-
islator	 of	 the	 Year,	 notes	 that	 POINT	
BLANK	readers	could	contact	their	own	
U.	S.	Representatives	and	urge	them	to	
cosponsor	his	resolution,	H.	Res.	304,	
calling	for	an	inquiry	of	impeachment	of	
Clinton.
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BUMPER STICKERS
Let the “Gun Grabbers” 
know where you stand.

1- $1• 6 - $4 • 25 - $15
Visa • M/C • S&H - $1

A Lady With A Gun
Has More Fun

A Man With A Gun
Has More Fun

An Armed Society
is a Polite Society

Crime Control
Not Gun Control

Criminals Prefer
Unarmed Victims

Fight Crime
Shoot Back

Gun Control Is A
Steady Hand

I am A Gun Owner
And I Vote

If Guns Are Outlawed
only Outlaws Will Have Guns

Register Criminal
Not Firearms

Soft Judges Make
Hardened Criminals

The Second Amendment
Ain’t About Duck Hunting

Guns Don’t Kill People
People Kill People

Support Your Right 
To Bear Arms

Don’t Let Clinton Gore
Your Gun Rights

CITIZENS COMMITTEE
FOR THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS

12500 N.E. Tenth Place • Bellevue, WA 98005
(425)454-4911 • FAX-(425)451-3959

Become a 
Charter 
Subscriber to 
The Gottlieb-Tartaro Report

Name ___________________________

Address _________________________

C i t y _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

BE ThE 
InSIdER

Each and Every
Month!

The Gottlieb-Tartaro Report
The Insiders Guide for Gun Owners

Exclusive 
Report

  Check   Cash   Visa   MasterCard

$60

“See everything that lands on my desk, 
the secret files, legal briefs, everything,” 
says Alan M. Gottlieb, Founder of the 
Second Amendment Foundation.

“These are my personal faxes, phone 
messages, insider reports, and priceless 
nuggets that 
constantly flow into my newsroom, but 
escape the headlines,” says Joseph P. Tar-
taro, editor of GUn WEEK and President 
of the Second Amendment Foundation.  

$30

hALF PRICE!

12500 NE 10th Place  Bellevue, WA 98005
 12-Issues (1 year) $30 U.S.
 —$35 elsewhere

“Gottlieb has 
the slippery 

habit of making the 
Founding Fathers 
sound like preco-

cious lobbyists 
for the National 

Rifle Association.”                                 
—The Washington 

Post

“When I need to 
know something, I 
always check with 

Joe Tartaro.”            
 —Neal Knox, 

Firearms Coalition

Card number      Expiration date

hilarious  
Books!

	 They’re	silly,	thought	provoking	
and	 uplifting.	 Possibly	 the	 best	
philosophical	 humor	 since	 “Po-
litically Correct Bed Time 
Stories.”	
	 Available	 from	Merril	Press	 for	
$14.95	per	book	(plus	$2.00	ship-
ping	and	handling	for	each	book),	
These	trade	size	paperbacks	have	
180	pages	of	wit	and	illustrations.
	 Place	your	order	today	by	mail	
to	Merril	Press,	P.O.	Box	1682-PB,	
Bellevue,	WA	98009	or	call	425-
454-7009	or	fax	425-451-3959.	
Payment	may	be	made	by	check,	
Visa,	 MasterCard,	 Discover	 or	
American	Express.
	

The Gottlieb - Tartaro Report 
The InsIders GuIde for Gun owners

Signature___________________
REQUIREd OnLY FOR CREdIT CARd ORdER
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citizen action proJect
	 President	 Clinton’s	 recent	 executive	 order	 banning	 the	 further	 importation	 of	
semiautomatic	rifles	is	just	another	demonstration	of	what	many	gun	owners	predicted	
would	happen	when	the	1994	“Assault	Weapons	Ban”	was	first	debated.		Many	said	
then	that	the	measure	would	lead	to	further,	more	restrictive	measures.
	 U.	 S.	 Representatives	 and	 Senators	 must	 know	 that	 you	 disapprove	 of	 this	
measure.		We	are	likely	to	see	additional	proposals	for	even	more	restrictions,	some	
coming	from	within	the	Halls	of	Congress	itself,	and	we	must	let	our	elected	officials	
know	that	we	are	opposed	to	them.
	 It	is	extremely	important	that	you	write	to	your	U.	S.	Representative	and	to	both	of	
your	U.	S.	Senators	and	let	them	know	that	you	are	opposed	strongly	to	this	and	to	
any	attempt	to	subvert	your	rights.		Silence	often	can	be	taken	as	a	form	of	approval,	
so	make	sure	your	voice	is	heard!
 You can write to your U. S. Representative at:  The Honorable (your representative), 
U. S. House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 20515.  
	 You	can	write	each	of	your	U.	S.	Senators	at:		The	Honorable	(your	senator),	U.	
S.	Senate,	Washington,	D.	C.	20510.
	 If	you	need	help	finding	the	name	of	your	Representative	or	your	Senators,	please	

 ccrkba condemnS clinton 
attempt to uSurp authority 

and
SupportS congreSSional move 


