


CO Many Kids Arc Getting A Real Bang Out or* Life."
announces a full-page ad in The New York Times—
"Help Save The Next Generation."

The aa. purchased by Handgun Control. Inc.. re-
flects tne theme of the organization’s latest pcsh for the
Brady oiil. In a February press conference. Sarah Brady.
Handgun Control's chairwoman, noted that nearly 4.000
Americans unaer the age or 20 had been murdered in 1991,
eThat numoer. actually closer to 3.700. covers a lot of
ground. It's based on arrests, so u includes IN-year-old
armea roooers snot by their victims. It also includes 19-
jear-oio crac>; dealers shot by competitors.)

Braay oid not suggest how many lives the Brady bill
mignt save. Nor did she cite studies showing how similar
laws, enacted by more than 20 states, have reduced crime.
That's cecause tnere are no such studies. All the scholarly
researcn has found that laws like
the Braoy Dili have no statistically
significant impact on crime. 1

But tne wnoie idea of asking
people to ‘Jo it for our kids™ is to
avoid sucn analysis. Gun conrrol
advocates are nammering at the
issue of children and guns as never
before. :r. :ne nope that it will be W/
easier to enact gun controls aimed
al adult-, in an atmospnere ni panic
,.coui cr.aaren,

America due - nave a serious
orooiem un cmldren and guns,
nut it's . orootem uuite different
:rom tne one described by
American s gun orombitiomsts and
their Washington allies. Indeed,
it's a Drooiem mat has been aggra-
vated bv anti-nun iaws.

V-0nsiner now me repressive f
eun laws or cities sucn as Chicago. o
Washington. D C.. and New York
drive re”consioie eun use unrier-
ground, wnue a man who operates
acooega on tne Lower East Side
ol New torK Cits mav keen an ille-
gal pistol nioden under the counter

dren,

m ote

aal-"TV- is
R ather than

addressing
real social
problem s that-
contnbuterfo

gurrviolence
among chil-
oppo-

nents ofgun
ownership pro -
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the teenager would have to obtain his own permit.

An airgun. which uses compresseo air or carbon diox-
ide to propcll a ociiet. is safe enougn to fire inside an apart-
ment. yet New York City makes it illegal for supervised
minors to touch one. The city thus closes off one more ave-
nue for children to be taught proper firearm use and safety.

In this light, repressive gun laws nr? r.o; merely ineffec-
tive. They actually foster misi’Swot firearms, including
gun violence. By making urearm ovvnersmo illegal, or pos-
sible oniv for wealthy peopie wun the clout to move
through numerous bureaucratic obstacles, anti-et.n laws
render legitimate gun owners invisible. Children are left
with criminals ana violent television characters as their
only moaels of gun use.

The experience with gun accidents shows the impor-
tance of leaching our children about proper firearm use.
Gun control advocates have sought to
create the impression that firearm acci-
dents involving children are a large and
growing problem. Paradoxically, this
Impression has been reinforced by the
very fact that sucn accidents arc rare.
Almost every time achild dies in a gun
accident, the event is coverea by ihe
« state's wire services, and sometimes b

the nationai news. Many people misiak-
eniv conclude inai cniidren die fre-
quently in gun accidents ana that sham
restrictions on gun ow nersmo are neces-
sary to address me oroolem. But gun ac-
cidents involving com cniiuren and
aoults have actually tallen dramatically
in the last two uecaaes. almost entirely
because or private satety erforts.

In 27* children tinder the age
0i 13 were killed bv accidental firearm
oiscnarrcs. according 10 me National
Safety Council. Thai ntimncr represents
a48% drop trom i974. even as the num-

_ber ot guns per capita increased. From
~7%8 to iV83. me annual rate ot ratal
gun accidents tell from 1.2 per 100.00C
Americans to U.6. Thanks to orivate ed-

woittr

in case 0: aroobery. he is not
likely :¢ tase the gun to a target
range tc: practice.

Even if the storekeeper man-
aged to get a gun license, he could
not take ms teenage son to a target
range to teach him responsible
firearm use. Just to hold the gun
in his nano unoer immediate adult
supervision at a licensed ranee.

“solutions”

distortions and

fabrications:

ARTICLE

ucational efforts, including programs
sponsored by the NRA. the Boy Scouts.
4-H ana other grouos. the firearm acci-
dent rate nas been cut in naif.

Despite this imoressive onvate-sec-
tor achievement. Sen. Howard
Metzenoautn iD-Ohioi thinks that the
government could do better. He pro-
poses giving the Consumer Product
Safety Commission authority over tirc-
arms. ostensibly to reduce accidents.
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This move could be an indirect way to achieve gun con-
trols tar more sweeping and restrictive than Congress is
likely to pass. With jurisdiction over firearms. the CPSC
couid. by unilateral administrative action, ban the future
production ana sale of all firearms and ammunition. Con-
gress has forbidden tne CPSC to regulate guns precisely
because of such fears.

Short ot canning nrearms. the CPSC might require fea-
tures imencied to orcvent accidents, such as child-proot
grips or inaicators mat show when a gun is loaded. But
mwen tecnnoiogica! fixes. lavorites ot the gun control
lobby, do not aaaress tne main cause of firearm accid nis_

A 1991 stuav bv the General Accounting Office roung
ihat 84rroi gun accidents involve deviations tmm nnsir
Njtety ruies. f or example, accidents occur when people

"carelessly wave a gun around, thinking it s unloaded, or put
their fingers on the trigger prematurely. Safety education
is therefore me best way to continue reducing gun accidents.
Unfortunately, children whose parents have no interest in
firearms are uniikely tc hear gun lessons Firearm safety
programs ought to be expanded to reach nore children.

One successrul effort io teach children about gun safety
is the NRA's "Eddie Eegie" Elementary Gun Safety Edu-
cation Program. The Eddie Eagle program offers curricula
for children irom kindergarten throuEh sixth grade, using
an unimaieu video, cartoon workboo
livjttes. The carioon nero Eddie Eagle offers a simoie
‘Utety lesson: ‘If you see a gun: Sioo! Don't Toucn. Leave
;he Area. T-ii anauuli."

While scnoois anu otner social institutions nave an im-

s, ana piay saiety ac-

gn%r@é’a% b ﬁéxhth gé%%ﬁ oG “’;‘19
Psg)/cholggltgamo ence on television—American

TWo Sunv Ame ale violent fel-
ons toun y 5% Z‘I%Ea nlmtqted creime
techniques @e}{ - Wsatﬁ%e on television pro-

ramS — Studies in Vio-
Ience and Television,

ﬁ an outlaws hz1nd ns ard fles and mokes
P NS extreme?/ ICUlt t0 0 Baln Ye%teenage

uictae is 30% én eguent inJapan than in
merica— ralg ra r €I, The Japanese Poljc

System Today: An American Perspective, F 5

|Ie te}e e ]%umlde has remained s o e inthe
ye IS, teena esw as rsen
urope; W un ontro 1S muc
r|c Teenage deat ncreasm AgrosEu
rOpe —CJInternatlonaI Nov.-Dec,

hn recent decaaes the AmeEccn flrearms suA) |r¥
S e o
}aﬁen snarpiy, (CJ chnbeqb nearly 50" %/olnt%e |ast
fwo aecaaes. fsee

Decline In Accidental Childhood Gun Deaths

The number ofgun accidents
involving ctuldren nasjallen
-bxi-overSChciesieji.MSJ h e
number of guns has increased
substantially. 1lie anu-gunners
seek to confuse the issues

of accidental shootings with
the deliberate violence among
young people .ignoring

the successful role by t\RA

— and others in ‘addressing
the eun safety issue.
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nonant rote to oiav in gun safety, me orimarv resoonsiDil-
itv rests win narents. A cnild who can. unaer parental su-
pervision. invite aclassmate to snoot a .22 rifle at a target
ranee witi be less tntr.gued by the oossioiiitv 01 surrepti-
tiously preying witn a otstr' touna in acloset.

In contrast to cun aceiaents. cun suicides do account
for the oeatnsot many young pcooie—more than 2.000 in
1090. From tne mio- 1950s to me late 70s. teenage suicide
rose shuroty. anu most of the increase was due to gun sui-
cides. But since men. me teenage suicide rate has re-
mained staole. ana so has the percentage ot suicides in-
volving guns. Teenagers are still less likely to commit sui-
cide than any oider age group.

Although the teenage suicide rate nas been abo'r 'he
same since the late 70s. gun control advocates tnstsi ..at
immediate action is necessary to address this “crisis™ as
well. They otten cite false statistics to justify their sense or
urgency, in 1989. for example, the American Academy of
Pediatrics told acongressional committee that “every three
hours, a teenager commit; suicide with a handgun.” But this
figure is valid oniv if one counts all suicides as handgun
suicides, or if one cails every person under 25 a teenager.

In addition to exaggerating the extent of the pronlem.
gun control suoponcrs simclv assume mat tewer firearms
wouid mean tewer suicides. One mtgnt soeculate that the
presence ot agun can turn a teenager s Meeting impulse
Into an trrevocaole decision. If gun: were less readily
available, pernaos suicide would decune. This theory is in-
tuitively plausible, but n is not consistent with the evidence.

In his 1991 book Point Blank. Florida State University
criminologist Gary Kleck analyzes suic.de rates and gun
laws in every American ciiv with a popjiation over
100.000. He takes into account all the factors that might af-
fect suicide, sucn as race (whites are more likely to com -
mit suicidei. religion iCatholics are less likely I. economic
circumstances and 19 gun control laws, ranging from wan .
ins penoas to hanacun bans.

Klecx 1lnos no evidence that anv of the eun control
laws nao a statistically Memticani ettec: on suicide rates.
White some eun control laws aid atte'ct tr.e rate ot eun sut-

-idc. the total suicide .ate remained the same. Pcooie wno
had decided to kill themselves simpiv suostnutco other,
equally lethal methods.

Data trom otner countries appear to suodoh Kleck’s
conclusion mat gun control is not an etfecttve way to re-
duce suicide. While teenage suicide has remained stable in
the United States tr. the last 15 years, it has risen shuroiy
in Europe, where gun control is much stricter.

In Great Britain, where gun laws are very strict and the
gun ownersntp rate is less than one-tenth that in the U. §..
adolescent suicide has risen by more than 2595: in just live
years. Similarly, in Japan handguns and rifles are illegal
and shotguns very difficult to obtain. Yet teenage suicide
is 30% more frequent in Japan than in the U.S.

Given ne lack of evidence that gun control reduces sui-
cide. anti-gun activists have resorted to “factoids™ such as
this one. reported by syndicated columnist Richard Reeves
last September: “Teen-agers in homes with guns are 75
times more likely to kill themselves man tren-noers livinn
in homes without euns./The storv oentno tnts claim tllus-
trates now mvtns that suDoort eun control are Generated.

article in \n&Journal of tlie American Medtcat
Association discussed a study of several dozen homes in
western Pennsylvania where a teenager had commuted or
jttemptcd suicide or wnere a nort-sutcidal teenager who
had been admitted to a psychiatric hospital lived. A home
with a teenager who had commuted suicide was twice as
likely as tne other homes to contain a gun.

In an editorial accompanying the article, three employ-
ees of the federal Centers for Disease Control incorrectly
wrote: “The odds that potential suicidal adolescents wiil kill
themselves go up 75-fold when a gun is kept in the home."

JAMA later puoiished a retraction, noting that the 75-
fold figure was incorrect: the increase was in fact twofold
(and the number was merely a correlation, not proof of

Iause%.. _

In"his column. Reeves took the factoid one step further,
telling his readers that n applied to all teenagers, even
though all of the subjects In the study had serious psveno-
loctcal problems.

S DU WOYO

M v tfl "Onecmid under 14 is accidentailv shot to
deatn every aav in tne USA." iCenter to prevent Hand-
eun Vioknecci

Truth True, if the year tr auesuon is 1979, when
there were 16A such deaths. In 19°0 the mnst mrrm
vear for wntch data are available, the numoer was 226.
accnrdingio ihe National Center tor Health mmkniisiu-s
The numoer of fatal eun accidents among children has
fallen hy 56% since 1970. even as the enn ninnlv has
grown significantly.

-M-yth—lrrthq-past-uecadcrmore-than-BS-.OOO-AmeTT'
cans were snot just oy children unaer the age of 6."
-xHttrttora Cottrarm-

A-Truth No source is ever cued for this “factoid" be-
cause mere is none. No government oracaaemtc
aeency even collects data to provide an estimate for

the true neure.

186.000. is often attributed to the Deoanment of Justice tDQJ). but no
specittc L)0J study is lacnunedTThe numoer is a nuge distortion from
the plausible 16.000 to 17,000 nationally extrapolated from cnminolo-
eis' Garv Klcck's data.

Mlyth “Firearms are responsible for the ah atfas_QiA5.000jn faais™
children and adolescents per vcar." (American Academv of Pediatrics)

w\J'th\venafAlU-persons--s-Q-S-are-eonsidered-"dGlesc-em&TAhis—
one can't be true. The 45.000 figure exceeds the total deaths in all ages
—ffem-alf-c-auses-felated-io-fifeatTOS;

Myth "One million U.S. inhabitants die prematurely each year as
‘TntrresniroTTnrenrional homictdiror suicrdc7“TtOTTncrSiirgc'on'General mm
C. Everett Koopj

Truth" According to Hie National Center tor Health Statistics, in 1988
there were about 30.000 suicides tbv all methods) and about 22.000
homicides (by all methods, including iegai self dcfensei. Thus, the "one
million™ claim is off bv about 1800%.

Myth "Guns arc the leading cause of death among older teenagers—
and hinck—in America-" (Ncwswimkt

) . , A Truth True for black males, but not for females or for maies of
h The-lj-a.0Q0-figureT-ftlso-somettfnes-gtven-ng-------- otherruees:

%

'r?'&L* SenS/ BidCn A 'a’ee
Tru
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Factoids also oiay an important roic in the debate about
guns in scnooi. Sea. John Chafee iR-Rhode Island I and

Sen. Josepn Biden iD-Delaware iclaim that "135.000 chil-

dren carry aeun 10 school every day.” Sen. Christopncr
Dodd iD-Connecticuti ups the figure to 186.000. The Na-
tional Education Association puts the numoer at 100.000.
The oniy comorciiensive data on this question come
from a 1990 survey by the Centers for Disease Control
that asked students if they earned weapons onto school
grounds. Students who answered ves included all thosIT
~wiooccasionally camea euns anvwnere Mien ns in c-rs.
wnen driving at night in dangerous neighborhoods

Interpreting tne data realistically. Kleck. the FSU cnmi-

nologist. estimates that one in everv 800 hieh school stu-
dents. which wonts out to 1ft.000 to 17.000 students n;u
~Anonailv. carries Tcun tc school on a given dav. Accorg |
insiv. cun- mav a reianveiv small role in ine overall
j orooiem ot_.uricnee in school. /!

Katner man address tne real problem ot discmime and
-county in manv ouolic scnools. gun control advocates

have argueu tor ".un-tree scnooi /.ones.'wiucn mase 00s-

-ession ot veaDons wunin 1.1)00 It. ot school property a
leiony. imce tne t."JOU-ft. school /.one encompasses over
half the territory :n most cities anu towns, the sc.iool /.one
laws arc trcquentiy a backhanded way to outlaw the pos-
-ession ot firearms ov adults on public property,

These laws can add to the regulatory obstacles that dis-
courage pcooie from using guns tor protection. The crime
of carrying witnout a permit is a misdemeanor in many ju-
risdictions. out sun-tree
-chool zones car. turn it

Youngsters who
learn about firearms
in a constructive
-andrtrsponsible
environment are
less likely to have
-accidentsryci—  —
firearms education
lias a low priority

claim to be
concerned with
-firearms-accidenis—

and from school, as they pass throuun neignborhoods
ruled by gangs, or m school used. To focus on guns in
-chool™ is to miss tne larger picture ot the violent condi-
tions that make tmarmen teenagers led vulnerable.

While the claims or eun control advocates about a ris-
ing tide ot eun accioents anu eun suicides are tatse. mere
is no ooubt that violent crime among teenagers is soaring.
From 1985 to 1991 arrests ot aoults tor muraer declined.
hut arrests for muraer ot 17-vear-old mates rose bv 1217
ot 16-vear-olds bv ot 13-vear-Piris bv 21797. ana of
bovs 12 and under hv |J(t)rr

Those ngures conceal an even more serious problem.
The murocr arrest rate of whites between tne ages of 10
and 17 was tne same in 1989 as in 1980 (it dipped in the
middle of the decade and then rose to its former ievel).
Meanwmle. the black rate has skyrocketea.

Most ot these ho.mciucs are carried out with handguns.
Vet. if there is a relaiionsnio between gun density and ho-
micide in the U.S.. ii is an inverse one. The regions with
the most euns are the regions uun me lowest nomiciue
dies. And whiie whites nave a nigner rate 0i cun uwner-
-hip than clacks, they nave a muen tower nomiciue raic.

connnuea on oa. 74

into a serious leiony.

Even wnen narrow ly
drafted. scnooi-zone laws
are misguiuea. A .ompari-
-on ot the numoer ot m j-
cents carrying guns in
-cnool to the numoer ot
gun crimes committed in
‘Chool indicates mat the
vast majority ot itudents
who earn1Firearms ao so
fornoncnrmnai ourposes.

Most stuaents wno carry
guns are trying 10 orotect
themselves on me wav to
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usan R. Lamson. direc-

tor of NKANrUA's Fea-
eral Affairs Division, re-
cently told the U.S. Senate
Subcommittee on Juvenile
Justice: "It appears that
society s failure to deal
wiLhxrime inameannctu)
wav. embodied in our
"catch and release” criminal
justice system, beg.ns wiin
and has us most deleterious
effects on our voutliT

NRA is working with

juveniles, at the same time making sure that the nehts or the

—illions-of-law-abidine-younB-peoplc-are-proiecten,



Southern States PBA Crime Control

Landmark Law Enforcement Survey Show s R ani

LEAA Operation*Director Ted Gogol explains significance of Southem States PBA

gun control suney to a state legislator during the Southemn Legislative Conference

luncheon titled, "Gun Control; Southem Style™ held in Mobile Alabama on July 11

St E . I Before HCI’s Sarah Brady spoke at the luncheon, LEAA medesure every legislator and

ters fiors Pl BAl ;reegjdr\e/r;ty\;?gll(ﬂyg for- guestin attendance recei eda copy ofthesurvey. In addition, LEAA officials explained

LA § why rank-and-file officers do not support gun control, and answered questionsfrom
g:-eattSaJﬁHnStamPBAheadquartersmAﬂanta, Geor- legis! and the media.

LEAA Executive Director Jim Foils

LEAA Menmber Todd Pipkin (far left), a law enforcement officerwith the Alabama Depart- Sg;:f gmeg% controloﬁfvsn?ot

ment of Conservation, discusses the Southem States PRA gun control sunvey with LEAA CBS affill Center Ei |
Executive Director Jim Folis (center) and Spectrum Resources, Inc, President Scott Maddox . affiliate d erFive re

or o ; YV bile. Al during the hem Lecislat Kristen McFann at |.FAA press confer-
p:rlonr press onJuly I1in €. nng egisative ence in Mobile, Alabama on July 11

during Southem legislative Conference.
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and Gun Control Survey Results

mand-File O fficers DO NOT Support Gun Control

8 nacomprehensive effort to find out how its nearly 11.000 law enforcement members really feel about gun and crime control,
H Southern States Police Benevolent Association became the nation's first major law enforcement group to conduct a
professional, scientific survey of its membership.

Southern States PBA has traditionally maintained a neutral position on gun control, but decided to poll its membership to
resolve the controversy over claims by pressure groups on both sides of the issue as to the position of law enforcement.

"We simply had enough of every special interest group, including anumber of national police organizations, claiming they
spoke for rank-and-file officers on the subject of gun control,” said Southern States PBA President Jack Roberts. “The only way
to know how law enforcement feels about gun control is to ask them. And lhai's exactly what we did. What our members told
us may be quite an eye-opener for some people, butitwon't be to anyone who is in touch with street cops.”

To ensure thar the survey would accurately reflect its members views, a professional research firm. Spectrum Resources.
Inc., of Tallahassee, Florida, was employed. "Oursurvey methodology was configured to preserve the objectivity of the Southern
States PBA and to elicit accurate sentiments of the officers polled.” Scott Maddox, president of the firm, said.

The results found that law enforcement officers resoundingly reject gun control laws as effective measures in deterring violent

crime, and strongly support the right of citizens to own firearms.

Editor'sNote: The survey was conducted in Juneof1993. Outof 10,61d surveys mailed, 3,824 total responses were received,
which is a response rate of 36%. Copies of the entire analysis of the survey (nearly 100 pages) irxlrding charts, graphs, cross
tabulations, etc.. are available from either LE4A or Southern Slates PBA. To obtain a copy, write to either organization and
enclose a note requesting the survey withyour name andaddress and include a $5.00 check to coverprinting andpostage. LEAA's

address is on the table of contents page.

1) In general whas do you think is the most pressing cause of 2a) How effective has the US. Congress been in dealing with
violent crime in die United Stales today? violent crime? Has Congress been very effective, sairjrwhat ef-
fective, only minimally effective, or not effective as all in deal-

No. of ing with violens crime?
Ret" prprftl(ngf 3812 99.7%  Totals
3641 952% TOTALS 3 0.1 Very Effective
1637 450 Drugs 246 5.6 Somewhat Effective
356 10$ Family Values/ Decline Of Fimily 1796 47.1 Only Minimally Effective
151 41 Couru. Inadequate Sentencin 1751 45.9 Not Effective At AU
370 10.2 Early Release(} Lack Of Punis%ment 48 13 Not Sure
39 11 Alcohol
62 17 PunishmentDoes Not Fit The Crime 2b) Please indicate which of thefollowing optionswould be
139 38 Breakdown Of Criminal Justice System least effective in reducing violent crime? (pickonh one option)
35 10 Lack Of Education/Ignorance 3798 99.3% Totals
28 10 Federal Judges/ Politicians 435 115 Slop Early Release
51 14 Television 230 6.1 Tne Death Penalty
72 2.0 Crack Cocaine 188 4.9 More Police On The Streets
80 2.2 Lack Of Religion/ Attention To God 226 6.0 Tougher Judgex And Sentences
28 0.8 Money ' 2481 65.3 Stricter Gun Control Laws
31 09 Youthful Offenders 238 6.3 Not Sure
2 0.6 Racial/Ethnic Problems
40 11 Guns/Firearms 3a) There should be an immediate criminal background check
117 3.2 No Fear Of Being Caught Or Punished on handgun purchases right at the gunshop.
156 43 Unemployment/ U.S.. Economy 3818 99.8% Totals
54 15 Liberalism/ Criminal Rights Favored 1813 475 Strongly Agree
134 37 Other 1330 34.8 Agree
448 1L7 Disagree
141 3.7 Strongly Disagree
86 2.3 Not Sure

cortinued ori page 32
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Southern States PBA Crime Control and Gun Control Survey Results
Continuedfrom Page 31

3b) Other thanfor police and military, all guns should be out-

lowed
3820 99.9% Totals
69 18 Strongly Agree
64 17 Agree
1069 28.0 Disagree
2591 67.8 Strongly Disagree
u 0.7 Not Sure
3c) The entire criminaljustice .systemneeds major reform
3821 99.9% Totals
/12283 59.7 Strongly Agree
1138 29.8 Agree
313 8.2 Disagree
25 0.7 Strongly Disagree
62 16 Not Sure
Id) The US. Constitution guarantees every Lav-abiding citizen
the right toown agun
3820 99.9% Totals
2219 58.9 Strongly Agree
1190 31.2 Agree
222 5.8 Disagree
94 2.5 Strongly Disagree
65 17 Not Sure
3e) Pegple should have the right to ann a gunforselj-proiec-
lion.
3819 99.9% Touli
2540 66.5 Strongly Agree
1140 29.9 Agree
91 2.4 Disagree
19 0.5 Strongly Disagree
29 0.8 Not Sure

3f) A waiting period to purchase handguns will only affect law-

abiding citizens—criminals will still be able to obtain hand-
guns illegally whenever they wars,

3798 — 99.3% Totals..—

2201 59.5 Strongly Agree
1024 27.0 Agree

382 10.1 Disagree

92 2.4 Strongly Disagree
39 10 Not Sure

3g) The Federal government should lake legal action to curb
the amount of violence on television.

3818 99.8% Toiils

962 25.2 Strongly Agree
1468 38.4 Agree

939 24.6 Disagree

224 5.9 Strongly Disagree
225 59 Not Sure

3h)A Federal lawshould be passed allowing qualified law en+
forcement officers to cany a concealedfirearm arywhere Inthe

United States.

3814 99.7% Totals

2852 74.8 StrongiyAgrec
742 19s Agree

129 3.4 Disagree

27 0.7 Strongly Disagree
64 17 Not Sure

Summer 1993
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31) Based an ny awn experience, if the lans on handgun owner-
ship were stricter than they are now, the overall number ofvio-
lent crimes would be reduced.

3817 99.8% Totals

284 74 Strongly Agree
653 171 Agree

1380 36.2 Disagree

1324 34.7 Strongly Disagree
176 4.6 Not Sure

3j) A gun is not anassauit weapon if itfires only one bullet each
tire the trigger it pulled.

3807 99.6% Totali

893 23.5 Strongly Agree
981 258 Agree

1039 21.3 Disagree

734 193 Strongly Disagree
160 42 Not Sure

4) All things considered, which of thefollowing two options
wouldyouprej'tr- a bill requiring afive-day wailing period on
the purchese of handguns, or a bill requiring an immediate
criminal background dheck as the time ofthe sale?

3811 99.7% Totals

881 23.1 Waiting Pericd

2430 63.8 Instant Check

213 5,6 Neither

80 11 Wo Opinion/Not Sure
207 54 Both

5) Asidefrom your department-issued sidearm, do you have
gunscfany land in your home?

3805 99.5% Totals
3247 85.3 Yea
329 8.6 Refure To Answer
229 6.0 No
6) Howmanyyears have you served in law enforcement/
3818 99.8% * Totals
248 05 * 0-2 Yean
811 112 2-5Yean
1015 26.6 5-10 Years
1744 45.7 10 Yeare or mere
7) Are youasnom or non-saom employee?
3806 99.5% Totals
3687 96.9 Sworu
119 3.1 Non-Sworn
3% In general, doyou sene in a rural or in an urban area?
3804 99.5% Totals
1237 325 Rural
2440 64.1 Urban
127 3.3 Mixed Urban/Rural
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1,000,000 times a year according 10 a
report from Morgan 0. Reynolds, Uni-
versity of Texas, "Crime in Texas".
Violent crime strikes a Texan every 22
seconds. Are our 45.000 Texas peace
officers going to stop liiat? Not hardly.
How many Texans are you willing lo
allow ;0 be victimized to presentCCW ?

Texas CCW will prohibit those
with class B arrests and include Disor-

. derly Conduct and Public Lewdness as
disqualifies. It will be valid for only
two years as opposed to four and will
require 15 hours of induing. The back-
ground check will be conducted by DPS
who will require $130.00 non-refund-
ablc fee, who will then contact the local
agency for input Applicants must be
registered voters, which by itself elimi-
nates a lot of folks.

Do Police Officers really under-
stand this bill? Most of them who dis-
agree believe it is a blanket carry bill,
but when it is explained to them, they
tend to change positions. More Police
Officers than you think support this bill.
Texas Municipal Police Officers Asso-
ciation and Texas State Troopers Asso-
ciation have publicly supported it.
Police Magazine polled its readers and
as reported in their January 1993 issue,
more than 85% support concealed cany.

This is why LEAA and | support
CCW. You know, when T think of
CCW, I stop to think about those law-
abiding citizens who will back me up
when the stuff gets deep. My Depart-
ment just recendy awarded seven civil-
ians for coming to the aid of a police
officer. There are many citizens who
will help out a cop in ajam, more than
we think. Some of them may be Rambo
or John Wayne, but did you know thar
in Florida after they enacted their CCW
that they have had 16 total arrests for
weapons violations over a three year
period-- and one of those was for a lady
who carried her pistol into a library!

The supposition has not happened.
The media hype hasnotoccurred. CCW
will probably notincrease the number of
weapons already on the streetthatmuch.
Tnosc who are predisposed to carry are
already carrying. Those who aren't,
won't. Besides, we should be treating
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everyone we deal with as if they were
armed. In every coutact we make there
is a gun Involved, our own.

Also in considering this issue you
mightask yourselfthese three questions
that 1 now ask other officers who re-
spond negatively toCCW .

1. Does your wife carry?

2. Will you carry when you retire?
3.Do you know someone, who is not a
police officerlhatis carrying ahandgun,
that you as a police officer have done
nothing about?

If you answer any of these ques-
tions with a yes. then you should support
cecw!

"AC
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If you have any questions or co
meuts please feel free to contact me
borne by phone or mail. | am usua
available during the evenings. Also
me solicit an invitation to address yc
areaPOA.FOP lodge orsimilar orgai
zation. | think I could find my way
Ector County, MIdland-Odessa.

Sincerely,
John Chapman

.Professional

...Confident
IB)
ASS The Ime.

You're off duty but

the job is never done.

When you left the station, you didn’t
leave the job behind. Yestire i
professional, confident and ready to carry
oucyour respondbilitea whenever it is
demanded of you—en duty or off.

As a professional, you demand the
hestofyour equipment. You have

to be confidentin its shility

to perform anytime

it's needed. That's

why it it important to

make the tight choice

in the handgun you ctrry

offduly or asahickrp.

Tmith it Wtsson't foil line of

and small frame rerolven

law enforcement professionals

the confidence needed co mett their
responsibilities at any time.

Seeyour Smith 4c Wesson authorized dealer
or call us today ac 1-800-331-0852, eilL 3953.

Confidence...Smith & Wesson.
(UiUri&ouc yrta cpteni tr< LOW tt GaAtju.

Summer 1993



DEPARTMENT OF LAW

OFFICE OF THEATTORNEY GENERAL

April 13, 1983
Redated 7/1/83

The Honorable Pat Rodey

Senator

Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

The Honorable Charlie Bussell

Representative
Alaska State Legislature

Bill Sheffield, Cavernar

POUCHK - STATE CAPITCL
JUNEAU, ALASKA 35011
PHONE: 19071 465-3600

for

Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811
Re: Handgun Ban
Our file No.: 366-444-83
Dear Senator Rodey and Representative Bussell:

You have asked this office whether a landlord, through
a leasehold agreement, may prohibit a tenant from possessing
handguns. We conclude that in certain circumstances a landlord
may restrict or prohibit the use and/or possession of handguns on
property which is leased to another individual.

Our initial inquiry regarding thismatter commenced
with a review of relevant Alaskan Constitutional provisions. The
Alaska Constitution directly addresses a citizens ability to bear
arms at Article 1, Section 19 which states:

A well-regulated militia being necessary to the

security of a free state, the right of the people

to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.

The language embodied in Alaska's Constitution pertain-
ing to arms is virtually identical, save for two changes in punc-
tuation, to language found in Article 11 of the United States
Constitution. Article Il of the United States Constitution was
proposed Ly the Congress on September 25,1789 and became the law
of the United States on December 15, 1791. During the one
hundred and ninety two years since adoption of the Second
Amendment to the United States Constitution and the twenty-four
years since the Alaska Constitution has been in effect, numerous
court cases have interpreted the <constitutional Jlanguage which
establishes the right to bear arms.

ATTORNEY GENERAL

LETTER 4/ 13/83

printing purposes
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We note the period since the adoption of the Second
Amendment has witnessed an ever increasing issuance of opinions
from the judiciary of the various states and the federal courts

which place limits on an individual's ability to bear arms. Some
commentators have theorized that the legislative and judicial
limitations increased significantly with the availability of

inexpensive surplus weapons following the American Civil War. 1/
According to this theory, the increase in restrictive gun control

measures and corresponding judicial interpretations was
associated with increasing acquisition of firearms by recently
emancipated Black Americans and immigrants coupled with the
increased availability of firearms in the post Civil War
industrial America. The right of 'bearing arms' is not a right
granted by the Constitution nor is it in any manner dependant
udou that instrument for its existence. U.S. v. Cruiks'nank, 92

U.S. 553 (B.C.La. 1875).

while offering no judgment on the propriety or effec-
tiveness of the restrictive legislative and judicial measures, we
observe that the current state of the law pertaining to the con-
stitutional language holds that:

[The] purpose of this amendment, guaranteeing that
the right of the people to keep and bear arms, was
to preserve the effectiveness and assure the con-

tinuation of the state militia. U.S.v. Oakes.
564 F.2d, <cert, denied 98 S.Ct. 1493 (C.A. Kan.
1977) .

The modern judicial view has increasingly found that
the guaranteed riant to Keep ana F-ar arms is not an inaiviGuailv
protected right, but rather a co.lective right which allows tne

people of the various states to serve in a m ilitia./ The contem-
porary judicial view in the great majority of states interprets
the constitutional language as posing no limitations on the
legislature's power, to regulate the ownership or control of fire-
arms. W hatever the escope of any common-law or constitutional
right no bear arms, it- is not absolute and does not guarantee to
individuals the right to carry weapons abroad at all times and in
all circumstances. Application of Atkinson, 291 N.W.2d 396

(Minn. 1980). By analogy then, a landlord, too, could restrict

1/ Kates, Don B. Restricting Handguns, North River Press, pages
7-30 (1979)



Redated 7/1/83 for printing purposes

Hon. Pat Rodey, Senator April 13, 1983
Hon. Charlie Bussell, Representative Page 3
Our File No.: 366-444-83

the possession of handguns on property he or she owns and leases.
If the State can restrict arms without running afoul of constitu-
tional provisions, an individual almost <certainly has similar
abilities.

It is conceivable that a landlord's ban on handgun
ownership could be <challenged under constitutional doctrines
which afford a right of privacy. The United States Constitution,
while not containing an express provision guaranteeing privacy
has been interpreted to afford an individual certain protections,
Cf. Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U.S. 479 (1965). "The Constitu-
tion extends special safeguards to the privacy of the home, in-
cluding activities which might be prohibited in other contexts.”
Cf. U.S. v. Orito, 413 U.S. 137, 142 (1973).

W hile it is wunlikely that a court would find that an
individuals right to possess arms (for example a gun collection)
is protected by the privacy shield of the U.S. Constitution, the
argument could be maintained. We are wunaware of this argument
being successfully asserted in any anglo-american jurisdi ’tion.

A more likely source of protection under the right to
privacy doctrine may be afforded by the Alaska Constitution at
Article 1, Section 22 which states that:

The right of the people to privacy shall not be
infringed. The legislature shall implement this
section.

The Alaska Supreme Court has explicitly statea thac the right of
privacy guaranteed to Alaskans is broader in scope than that
guaranteed by the federal constitution. Woods & Rohde. Inc., V.
State, 565 P.2d 138 (1977). Even so, the meaning or privacy or
necessity must vary depending on the factual context and the
often compelling interests of society and the individual. State
v. Glass, 583 P.2d 879 (1978"). The test for what interests are
protected wunder Alaska's constitutional right to privacy are,

first, whether a person has exhibited an actual (subjective)
expectation of privacy and, second, that the expectation be one
that society 1is prepared to recognize as "reasonable". Hilbers

v. Municipality of Anchorage, 611 P.2d 31 (1980).

The question of handgun ownership in Alaska and whether
such ownership is "reasonable"” in the <context of a Ilandlord
tenant relationship is open ended. Probably the "expectation"”
and reasonableness of gun ownership in Alaska is different than
the reasonableness of gun ownership in many ocher jurisdictions
where actual firearm ownership and use is reuuced. In any event,
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absent specific language wunder the Alaska Uniform Residential
Landlord and Tenant Act, AS 34.03.010 et sea ., or other relevant
Alaska law, prohibiting inclusion of provisions in a leasehold
agreement, we believe a landlord can properly restrict the terms
of the tenancy. 2/ In ail probability, under existing Alastca
law, a landlord can restrict possession of handguns for tenants
in a manner not unlike a landlord's ability to prohibit tenants
from possessing dogs, operating businesses in a residential
leasehold or operating obnoxious stereo equipment.

W hil* a landlord will probably be able to impose a re-
striction prohibiting future tenants from possessing handguns, an
across-the-board ban applicable to tenants with existing
leasehold agreements may be invalid. Under classic contract
principles, neither party to an agreement may superimpose an
idaitional term on a valid contract without the consent of each
party to the contract. Consequently, a landlord may not prohibit
handgun possession among tenants during the pendency of an
existing lease. Conversely, where a landlord “~nd tenant agree to
a lease agreement which contains a restriction banning handguns,
remedial legislative action interpreting Alaska's right to
privacy law to permit such possession probably would not

invalidate existing prohibitions.

Finally, concern was expressed regarding the state's
liability with respect to landlord/tenant agreements which pro-
hibit handgun ownership in buildings located on property owned by
the State. This last point is <conceivably problematic if the
land on which the Panoramic View Apartments are located is
conveyed to the state as a result of the current Alaska Railroad
transfer negotiations. Attached is a copy of a memorandum by

A ssistant Attorney General Jack McGee which deals with thi_
subject.

2/ In passing, we note that a landlord concerned with
unjustified gun play need not necessarily prohibit gun ownership.
Other remedies exist for controlling individual tenants with a
propensity r.o abuse eun ownership. Cf. Osness v. Dimood Estates.
me. 615 P.2d 605 (1980) wvnere the landilord ootamea a Forcible
Entrv and Detainer (F.E.D.) thereby removing a tenant that proved
incapable of properly handling firearms.
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We trust this response answers your inquiry, ir you
have any additional questions, please let me know.
Sincerely,
NORMAN C. GORSUCH

ATTORNEY GENERAL A , I/

By:
Joseph W. Geldhof
A ssistant Attorney Gent.al

JWG:vrb

cc: Norman C. Gorsuch
Attorney General

Ronald W. Lorensen
Deputy Attorney General



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BELL NO. sJr 39

1994 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: s0ra7ari v t D-Tt Dept. Affected: ~ Office of the Governor

. ’r r aipfitvdn r [ .

Title: 0B rlbu ran,,,ao {:th e OreAIaska bRU: Division of Elections
relatln% to thtr TwTviOuail™Ttgrni eep aaru--—-——-— . _ —
bear arms Component: General and Primary Elections
Sponsor: Senate State Affairs

Requestor: COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 22
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollarsl

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 95 FY9G FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FYoO0
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 0 0 - u u
CONTRACTUAL 2.2% 0 0 0 0 0
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0 c
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0 0 0 0 0 0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0 0 0 0 0 0
MISCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 2.2¢ 0 0 0 0 0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0 0 0 0 0 0
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( )
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollarsl

1002 Federal Receipts 0 0 0 0 0 0
1003 GF Match 0 0 0 0 0 0
1004 GF 2.2*% 0 0 0 0 0
1005 GFIProyram Receipts 0 0 0 0 0 0
1006 GF/MHTIA 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0o .. 0 o " u 0
TOTAL 9 ox l u "0 u 0
Er.rimatc nfany current year .Y94) cost $
POSITIONS

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0

PART-TIME 0 0 0 0

TEMPORARY 0 0. 0 0 0
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary) *This figure covers cost of inclusion of information
about this 1issue in the Official Elections Pamphlet as required by AS15.58, and
programming for DataVote counting of votes cast on the measure. However, only A
measures can be printed on a single ballot card. Should this measure require printing
an additional ballot card, thf, fiscal impact would be 53.A.
Prepared by: Swanson, Director Phone: A65-A611
Division: Date: 1715794
Approved hy Commissioner: Date: 1/1A/9A
Agency: 0 ffice of

PREPARER TO PH IS LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For furtli FISCALNOTE ivo Office

(Rev 10(93194(isno.xIs/DBR Page  of



Official Business Slate Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

SPONSOR STATEMENT
SJR 39

SJR 39: "Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of tire State of Alaska
relating to the individual right to keep and bear arms.”

Article | of Alaska’s Constitution declares the rights of Alaskans and each of
the 23 sections is important in order to preserve our rights and civil
liberties. The right to decide whether or not to own a firearm lies with each
individual and most Alaskans believe this right to be protected in our State
Constitution.

Article I, Section 19 of Alaska's Constitution reads: "A well-regulated
militia being necessary to the security of a free state, die right of die people
to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.”

Although this language is common and currently does guarantee the
individual the right to keep and bear amis, many have challenged it and will
continue to do so. The language is ambiguous enough, that several attempts
have been made in past Legislatures to clarify die right of the individual
citizen to own a firearm, whether it be for hunting, recreation, liberty, or
for defense of self, home, family or state.

There is no existing Alaska Supreme Court interpretation of diis language as
either assurance or prohibition of this right. There have, however, been
numerous attempts to place restrictions on law-abiding citizens who own
firearms, and the potential for unreasonable firearms restrictions is
becoming more likely.

Thus, the Senate Committee or "fate Affairs, supported by eleven Senators,
has introduced Senate Joint Resolution 39, which would place the issue of the
right of die individual to keep and bear arms before the voters in the 1994
general election. This resolution would place die issue before die voters, so
Alaskans can decide the issue.

SPONSOR STATEMENT



Sponsor Statement - SJR jo
Senate Committee ui State Affairs
Page 2

The passage of this amendment will not abrogate the laws of the state
restricting access of firearms by felons, juveniles, or the mentally
incompetent. Although citizens have the constitutional right to free speech,
they do not have the right to cry "fire" in a crowded theatre; they do not
have the right to joke about hijacking an aircraft within earshot of airline
security. When formulating public policy, it is necessary to balance the
rights of die individual with the authority given to the state by its citizenry
to protect the public. | believe this amendment will better ensure this
balance in the future.

It is imperative that the state retain its authority to protect the safety of its
citizens. It is neither my intent, nor my desire to interfere with the state's
ability to reasonably protect the public from the misuse or inappropriate use
of firearms. But, the individual right of Alaskans to own firearms for legal
purposes should not be left open to potential unreasonable government
intrusion, the potential erosion of that constitutional right, nor to uncertain
court interpretation.

The Municipality of Anchorage recently passed a resolution endorsing the
individual right to keep and bear arms constitutional amendment anc
resolutions are currently pending in Fairbanks and several other boroughs
and cities firoughout Alaska.



TO: PORTIA BABCOCK
FROM: JANE WINEINGER, NRA ALASKA GRASSROOTS
RE: STATE'S CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS (CURRENT 1993)

ALASKA - "A  WELL REGULATED MILITIA, BEING NECESSARY TO THE SECURITY OF A FREE
STATE, THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED."

ALABAMA - "THAT EVERY CITIZEN HAS A RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF HIMSELF AND
THE STATE."

ARIZONA - "THE RIGHT OF THE INDIVIDUAL CITIZEN TO BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF HIMSELF
OR THE STATE SHALL NOT BE IMPAIRED, BUT NOTHING IN THIS SECTION SHALL BE CONSTRUED
AS AUTKORIZIITG INDIVIDUALS OR CORPORATIONS TO ORGANIZE, MAINTAIN, OR EMPLOY AN
ARMED BODY OF MEN. *

ARKANSAS - "THE CITIZENS OF THIS STATE SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS
FOR THEIR COMMON DEFENSE."

CALIFORNIA - NONE

COLORADO - "THE RIGHT OF NO PERSON TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF HIS HOME,
PERSON AND PROPERTY, OR IN AID OF THE CIVIL POWER WHEN THERETO LEGALLY SUMMONED,
SHALL BE CALLED IN QUESTION; BUT NOTHING HEREIN CONTAINED SHALL BE CONSTRUED TO
JUSTIFY THE PRACTICE OF CARRYING CONCEALED WEAPONS."

CONNECTICUT - "EVERY CITIZEN HAS A RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF HIMSELF AND
THE STATE."

DELAWARE - "A PERSON HAS THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS FOR THE DEFENSE OF SELF,
FAMILY, HOME AND STATE, AND FOR HUNTING AND RECREATIONAL USE."

FLORIDA - "(a) THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF
THEMSELVES AND OF THE LAWFUL AUTHORITY OF THE STATE SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED, EXCEPT
THAT THE MANNER OF BEARING ARMS MAY BE REGULATED BY LAW. (b) THERE SHALL BE A
MANDATORY PERIOD OF THREE DAYS, EXCLUDING WEEKENDS AND LEGAL HOLIDAYS, BETWEEN
THE PURCHASE AND DELIVERY AT RETAIL OF ANY HANDGUN. FOR THE PURPOSES OF THIS
SECTION, "PURCHASE" MEANS THE TRANSFER OF MONEY OR OTHER VALUABLE CONSIDERATION
TO THE RETAILER, AND "HANDGUN" MEANS A FIREARM CAPABLE OF BEING CARRIED AND USED
3Y ONE HAND, SUCH AS A PISTOL OR REVOLVER. HOLDERS OF A CONCEALED WEAPON PERMIT
\S PRESCRIBED IN FLORIDA LAW SHALL NOT BE SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THIS
PARAGRAPH, (c) THE LEGISLATURE SHALL ENACT LEGISLATION IMPLEMENTING SUBSECTION (b)
DF THIS SECTION, EFFECTIVE NO LATER THAN DECEMBER 31, 1991, WHICH SHALL PROVIDE
THAT ANYONE VIOLATING THE PROVISIONS OF SUBSECTION (b) SHALL BE GUILTY OF A
IELONY. (d) THIS RESTRICTION SHALL NOT APPLY TO A TRADE IN OF ANOTHER HANDGUN."
THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA, IN A DECLARATION OF POLICY INCORPORATED
IN ITS "WEAPONS AND FIREARMS" STATUTE, RECOGNIZES THE LAWFUL OWNERSHIP, POSSESSION
iND USE OF FIREARMS FOR THE DEFENSE OF "LIFE, HOME AND PROPERTY" AND FOR USE IN
?ARGET PRACTICE, HUNTING AND "OTHER LAWFUL PURPOSES."

iEORGIA - "THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED,
iUT THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY SHALL HAVE POVITER TO PRESCRIBE THE MANNER TN WHICH ARMS
IAY BE BORNE."

STATES' CONSTITUTIONAL
PROVISIONS



HAWAII - "A WELL REGULATED MILITIA BEING NECESSARY TO THE SECURITY OF A FREE
STATE, THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED."

IDAHO - 'THE PEOPLE HAVE THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS, WHICH RIGHT SHALL NOT
BE ABRIDGED; BUT THIS PROVISION SHALL NOT PREVENT THE PASSAGE OF LAWS TO GOVERN
THE CARRYING OF WEAPONS CONCEALED ON THE PERSON, NOR PREVENT PASSAGE OF
LEGISLATION PROVIDING MINIMUM SENTENCES FOR CRIMES COMMITTED WHILE IN POSSESSION
OF A FIREARM, NOR PREVENT PASSAGE OF LEGISLATION PROVIDING PENALTIES FOR THE
POSSESSION OF FIREARMS BY A CONVICTED FELON, NOR PREVENT THE PASSAGE OF
LEGISLATION PUNISHING THE USE OF A FIREARM. NO LAW SHALL IMPOSE LICENSURE,
REGISTRATION OR SPECIAL TAXATION ON THE OWNERSHIP OR POSSESSION OF FIREARMS OR
AMMUNITION. NOR SHALL ANY LAW PERMIT THE CONFISCATION OF FIREARMS, EXCEPT THOSE
ACTUALLY USED IN THE COMMISSION OF A FELONY."

ILLINOIS - "SUBJECT ONLY TO THE POLICE POWER, THE RIGHT OF THE INDIVIDUAL CITIZEN
TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED."

INDIANA - "THE PEOPLE SHALL HAVE A RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS, FOR THE DEFENSE OF
THEMSELVES AND THE STATE".

IOWA - NONE

KANSAS - "THE PEOPLE HAVE THE RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS FOR THEIR DEFENSE AND SECURITY;
BUT STANDING ARMIES, IN TIME OF PEACE, ARE DANGEROUS TO LIBERTY, AND SHALL NOT BE
TOLERATED, AND THE MILITARY SHALL 3E IN STRICT SUBORDINATION TO THE CIVIL POWER."

KENTUCKY - "ALL MEN ARE BY NATURE, FREE AND EQUAL, AND HAVE CERTAIN INHERENT AND
INALIENABLE RIGHTS, AMONG WHICH MAY BE RECKONED; THE RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE
OF THEMSELVES AND OF THE STATE, SUBJECT TO THE POWER OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY TO
ENACT LAWS TO PREVENT PERSONS FROM CARRYING CONCEALED WEAPONS."

LOUISIANA - "THE RIGHT OF EACH CITIZEN TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHALL NOT BE
ABRIDGED, BUT THIS PROVISION SHALL NOT PREVENT THE PASSAGE OF LAWS TO PROHIBIT THE
CARRYING OF WEAPONS CONCEALED ON THE PERSON."

MAINE - "EVERY CITIZEN HAS A RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS AND THIS RIGHT SHALL
NEVER BE QUESTIONED."

MARYLAND - NONE

MASSACHUSETTS - "THE PEOPLE HAVE A RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS FOR THE COMMON
DEFENSE. AND AS, IN TIME OF PEACE, ARMIES ARE DANGEROUS TO LIBERTY, THEY OUGHT
NOT TO BE MAINTAINED WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE LEGISLATURE; AND THE MILITARY
POWER SHALL ALWAYS BE HELD IN AN EXACT SUBORDINATION TO THE CIVIL AUTHORITY, AND
BE GOVERNED BY IT."

MICHIGAN - "EVERY PERSON HAS A RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS FOR THE DEFENSE OF
HIMSELF AND THE STATE."

MINNESOTA - NONE



MISSOURI - "THAT THE RIGHT OF EVERY CITIZEN TO KEEP AND EEAR ARMS I[N DEFENSE OF
HIS HOME, PERSON AND PROPERTY, OR WHEN LAWFULLY SUMMONED IN AID OF THE CIVIL
POWER, SHALL NOT HE QUESTIONED; BUT THIS SHALL NOT JUSTIFY THE « WEARING OF
CONCEALED WEAPONS."

MISSISSIPPI - "THE RIGHT OF EVERY CITIZEN TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF HIS
HOME, PERSON, OR PROPERTY, OR IN AID OF THE CIVIL POWER WHEN THERETO LEGALLY
SUMMONED, SHALL NOT BE CALLED IN QUESTION, BUT THE LEGISLATURE MAY REGULATE OR
FORBID CARRYING CONCEALED WEAPONS."

MONTANA - "THE RIGHT OF ANY PERSON TO KEEP OR BEAR ARMS I[N DEFENSE OF HIS OW
HOME, PERSON, AND PROPERTY, OR IN AID OF THE CIVIL POWER WHEN THERETO LEGALLY
SUMMONED, SHALL NOT BE CALLED IN QUESTION, BUT NOTHING HEREIN CONTAINED SHALL BE
HELD TO PERMIT THE CARRYING OF CONCEALED WEAPONS."

NEBRASKA - "ALL PERSONS... HAVE CERTAIN... RIGHTS; AMONG THESE ARE...THE RIGHT TO
KEEP AND EEAR ARMS FOR SECURITY OR DEFENSE OF SELF, FAMILY, HOME, AND OTHERS, AND
FOR LAWFUL COMMON DEFENSE, HUNTING, RECREATIONAL USE, AND ALL OTHER LAWFUL
PURPOSES, AND SUCH RIGHTS SHALL NOT BE DENIED OR INFRINGED BY THE STATE OR MY
SUBDIVISION THEREOF."

NEVADA - "EVERY CITIZEN HAS THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS FOR SECURITY AND
DEFENSE, FOR LAWFUL HUNTING AND RECREATIONAL USE AND FOR OTHER LAWFUL PURPOSES."

NEW HAMPSHIRE - "ALL PERSONS HAVE THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF
THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, THEIR PROPERTY, AND THE STATE."

NEW JERSEY - NONE

NEW MEXICO - “NO LAW SHALL ABRIDGE THE RIGHT OF THE CITIZEN TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS
FOR SECURITY AND DEFENSE, FOR LAWFUL HUNTING AND RECREATIONAL USE AND FOR OTHER
LAWFUL PURPOSES, BUT NOTHING HEREIN SHALL BE HELD TO PERMIT THE CARRYING OF
CONCEALED WEAPONS. NO MUNICIPALITY OR COUNTY SHALL REGULATE, IN ANY WAY, AN
INCIDENT OF THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS."

NEW YORK - NONE

NORTH CAROLINA - "A NELL REGULATED MILITIA BEING NECESSARY TO THE SECURITY OF A
FREE STATE, THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED;
AND, AS STANDING ARMIES IN TIME OF PEACE ARE DANGEROUS TO LIBERTY, THEY SHALL NOT
BE MAINTAINED, AND THE MILITARY SHOULD BE KEPT UNDER STRICT SUBORDINATION TO, AND
GOVERNED BY, THE CIVIL POWER. NOTHING HEREIN SHALL JUSTIFY THE PRACTICE OF
TARRYING CONCEALED WEAPONS, OR PREVENT THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY FROM ENACTING PENAL
STATUTES AGAINST THAT PRACTICE."

MORTH DAKOTA - ™ALL INDIVIDUALS ...HAVE CERTAIN INALIENABLE RIGHTS, AMONG WHICH
\RE...TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS FOR THE DEFENSE OF TKEIR PERSON, FAMILY, PROPERTY, AND
THE STATE, AND FOR LAWFUL HUNTING, RECREATIONAL, AND OTHER LAWFUL PURPOSES, WHICH
SHALL NOT EE INFRINGED."

BHIO - "THE PEOPLE HAVE THE RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS FOR THEIR DEFENSE AND SECURITY; BUT
STANDING ARMIES, IN TIME OF PEACE, ARE DANGEROUS TO LIBERTY, AND SHALL NOT BE KEPT
JP; AND THE MILITARY SHALL BE IN STRICT SUBORDINATION TO THE CIVIL POWER."



OKLAHOMA - "THE RIGHT OF A CITIZEN TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF HIS HOME,
PERSON, OR PROPERTY, OR IN AID OF THE CIVIL POWER, WHEN THEREUNTO LEGALLY
SUMMONED, SHALL NEVER BE PROHIBITED, BUT NOTHING HEREIN CONTAINED SHALL PREVENT
THE LEGISLATURE FROM REGULATING THE CARRYING OF WEAPONS."

OREGON - "THE PEOPLE SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS FOR THE DEFENSE
OF THEMSELVES AND THE STATE, BUT THEMILITARY SHALL BE KEPT IN STRICT
SUBORDINATION TO THE CIVIL POWER."

PENNSYLVANIA - "THE RIGHT OF THE CITIZENS TO BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF THEMSELVES
AND THE STATE SHALL NOT BE QUESTIONED. "

RHODE ISLAND - "THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHALL NOT EE
INFRINGED."

SOUTH CAROLINA - "A WELL REGULATED MILITIA BEING NECESSARY TO THE SECURITY OF A
FREE STATE, THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND LEAR ARMS SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED."

SOUTH DAKOTA - "THE RIGHT OF THE CITIZENS TO E'AR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF THEMSELVES
AND THE STATE SHALL NOT BE DENIED."

TENNESSEE - "THAT THE CITIZENS OF THIS STATE HAVE A RIGHT TO KEEP AND TO BEAR ARMS
FOR THEIR COMMON DEFENSE; BUT THE LEGISLATURE SHALL HAVE POWER, BY LAW, TO
REGULATE THE WEARING OF ARMS WITH A VIEW TO PREVENT CRIME."

TEXAS - "EVERY CITIZEN SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS IN THE LAWFUL
DEFENSE OF HIMSELF OR THE STATE; BUT THE LEGISLATURE SHALL HAVE POWER, BY LAW, TO
REGULATE THE WEARING OF ARMS, WITH A VIEW TO PREVENT CRIME."

UTAH - "THE INDIVIDUAL RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS FOR SECURITY AND
DEFENSE OF SELF, FAMILY, OTHERS, PROPERTY, OR THE STATE AS WELL AS FOR OTHER
LAWFUL PURPOSES SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED; BUT NOTHING HEREIN SHALL PREVENT THE
LEGISLATURE FROM DEFINING THE LAWFUL USE OF ARMS."

VERMONT - "THAT THE PEOPLE HAVE A RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS FOR THE DEFENSE OF THEMSELVES
AND THE STATE- AS STANDING ARMIES IN TIME OF PEACE ARE DANGEROUS TO LIBERTY, THEY
OUGHT HOT TO BE KEPT UP; AND THAT THE MILITARY SHOULD BE KEPT UNDER STRICT
SUBORDINATION TO AND GOVERNED BY THE CIVIL POWER."

VIRGINIA - "THAT A WELL REGULATED MILITIA, COMPOSED OF THE BODY OF THE PEOPLE,
TRAINED TO ARMS, IS THE PROPER, NATURAL, AND SAFE DEFENSE OF A FREE STATE,
THEREFORE, THE RIGHT OF THE-.PEOPLE TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS SHALL NOT BE INFRINGED,;
THAT STANDING ARMIES, IN TIME OF PEACE, SHOULD BE AVOIDED AS DANGEROUS TO LIBERTY;
AND THAT IN ALL CASES THE MILITARY SHOULD BE UNDER STRICT SUBORDINATION TO, AND
GOVERNED BY, THE CIVIL POWER."

WASHINGTON - ""THE RIGHT OF THE INDIVIDUAL CITIZEN TO BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF
HIMSELF OR THE STATE SHALL NOT BE IMPAIRED, BUT NOTHING IN THIS SECTION SHALL BE
CONSTRUED AS AUTHORIZING INDIVIDUALS OR CORPORATIONS TO ORGANIZE, MAINTAIN, OR
EMPLOY AN ARMED BODY OF MEN."



"WVEST VIRGINIA - "A PERSON HAS THE RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS FOR THE DEFENSE OF
3ELF, FAMILY, HOME, AND STATE, AND FOR LAWFUL HUNTING AND RECREATIONAL USE.*

WISCONSIN - NONE

'WYOMING - "THE RIGHT OF THE CITIZENS TO BEAR ARMS IN DEFENSE OF THEMSELVES AND THE
STATE SHALL NOT BE DENIED."



Daily News guys just don’tgetiton guns

y PAUL JENKINS

The guys over at the Daily News just
on't get it when it comes to guns and
le pesky notion of individual freedom,
nd that’s understandable.

They adhere to an ancient and repeat-
dly discredited dogma that attributes
vil to inanimate objects and demands
ubjugation of individual rights to the
.srums of liberals because, well, the rest
fus are dummies who don’t know
/hat’s good for us.

And. because in their view the road to
itopian socialism — and believe it, that’s
/here thovAvant to go — sometirnesJs.
ockv. thev are not above stretching the
ruth to make another mile or two, i

The latest evidence is in an embar-
assing editorial this week ripping As-
emblvman Dick Traini. The News as-
ercs Traini is getting schizo because he
vants the Assembly to endorse a state

onsdtutional amendment dealing with  genate Joint Resolution 34. notion of an individual’s rights to
he right to keep and bear arms. It would allow voters next year to  firearms. —
They claim his ef- amend the state constitution to include It does m dismantle laws keeping
ort on behalf of the the sentence: "The individual right to  guns outot__ools. It does not dismantle
imendment somehow keep and bear arms shall not be denied P_laws aimed at keeping guns out of the
s at odds with his or infringed by the State or a political ~hands~of telons. It does not give eajch~at
Irive to keep kids subdivision of the State." It also would 1 us the absolute right to carry a concealed
rom carrying guns amend the section's title to read: ‘Right | weapon anywhere we dioose. |
evithout their parents’ to Keep and Bear Arms.” But the Daily News guys know all
vritten permission. From that the Daily News somehow this already. They are not telling you
They claim that the surmises the end of the world is just  what really sticks in their craw. In the
oroposed amendment around the comen that all gun laws will ~ Daily News' view, the absolute worst
evould be bad. bad. . go out the window. thing this amendment would do is spedf-
Ioad: that it would Jsnkins Howcanthatbe? oo - icallv protect individuals from their gov-
overturn a host of We have the freedom oi speech!but 1 eminent. That's it.
reasonable gun controls, such as bans on \ve cannot vetPTire iira~crowded thtF~;  They don't want you to have guns —

ronceaied weapons, convicted felons car-  aer \We have the freedom oi the press, ! or ammunition, for that matter. They
rying guns, and possessing guns on ot cannot libel with impunity. We have: want to disarm you and make you be-
ichool property. _ _ - tne treeaom ot religion, but we cannot en- » lieve that will make you safe. They des-

That is a lie. That is not a misunder-: gage in human saerince. We have thei perately want the government to do their
standing of facts known far and wide.; pgnt ot assembly, as long as we remain! dirty work for them. They think this
That, is not a misrepresentation. That is ; —5eacerul anu Drst get a permit. We have i amendment may slow that prooess. They

a lie. ~ail kinds of seemingly absolute rightsi think 3nybodv who supports it is part of
Article 1, Section 19 of the Alaska i that/are tempered by lesser law. what they see as the problem.

Constitution — entitled "Right to Bear Courts across the nation, from the ;  Presto — Dick Traini is a schizoid id-

Arms”— reads: "A well-regulated militia  lowesTto the highest, repeatedly have" i iot. the Daily News says.

being necessary to the security of a free  ruled that local political lunsaictions" Hardly. He’ right as rain on this is-

state, the right of the people to keep and  have the neht to regulate firearms. Mire- ' 8ue.

bear arms shall not be infringed." ly_the Daily News is aware of some of The only schizoid idiots in this whole
Nifty but nebulous, and just a bit am- 1 the geosions. sonry mess are Daily News writers and

biguous. The constitutional amendment pro- editors who fear individual rights and

Sen. Loren Leman and many others  posed by Leman and others does nothing  work to ensure ours are buried by the
in the Legislature worry that the section  to abrogate the notion that, yes, dues or  government.
does not address specific individual the state can regulate guns. I wonder what they think is going to
lights, and. because the Daily News and But what it does do is make it mot'l happen to their First Amendment rights
othei gun-haters are always looking fora  difficult for a government entity in Alas-  when they've succeeded in denying the
way to disarm the rest ofus. the senators ~ ka to one day say: Everybody must turn  rest ofus our Second Amendment rights.
thought they might try to clarify the con- "o Like I said, theyjustdon't getit

stitution to ensure the individual right to . )
. PaulJavans s anodtord The Ajvrotnga Tines*
keep and bear arms. They came up with
P y P EDITORIALS
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TAKING ASTAND

Gun control can creep up on all Alaskans if they’re not vigilant

'It doesn't matter if you are
male, female, white, black or Na-
tive — civil rights are important
to'all Alaskans. Because of this, |
would encourage you to defend of
our most cherished and funda-

1mental rights; the right to keep
and bear arms.

This right could be jeopardized
by the vague wording in the Alas-
ka State Constitution. It states:

“A well-regulated militia being
necessary to the security of a free
state, the right of the people to
bear arms shall not be infringed

1'*'This article only says the peo-
ple' can bear arms, but makes no
provision for keeping them. Be-
cause this language is so poorly
* written, the courts could interpret
it to mean the people only have
- the right to bear arms while serv-
ing in the military reserve or na-
"tional guard.
1The Alaska attorney general's
office confirmed our worst fears in
.a letter to Sen. Pat Rodey dated
April 13, 1983. According to As-
' sistant Attorney General Joseph
' Geldhof, “the modern judicial
«view has increasingly found that
thfe guaranteed right to keep and
-, bear arms is not an individually
protected right, but rather a col-
* jective right which allows the peo-
;;ple of the various states to serve

Gary Hammond

in a militia.”

Because of this legal opinion,
Sen. Rodey has tried to restore
your rights for nine years. His
resolution would clnrify and reaf-
firm our commitment to the indi-
vidual’s right to keep and bear
arms. It states:

The individual right to keep
and bear arms shall not be de-
nied or infringed by the state or a
political subdivision ofthe state.”

The Senate was committed to
restoring this right, so it passed
the resolution without change.
Since then, the anti-gun politi-
cians serving on the House State
Affairs Committee have rewritten
the measure. The new version
states:

“A well-regulated militia being
necessary to tine security ofa free
state, the right of the people to
keep and bear arms shall not be
denied. The individual right to
keep and bear arms shall not be
unreasonably infringed by the
state or a political subdivision of a
state."

The word “unreasonably” is
like a rubber band: It can be
stretched to encompass any
meaning the bureaucrats want.
Because of this, your rights are in
jeopardy. Those responsible for
this new language are: Chainnan
Kubina, CD) District 6; Rep. Cho-
quette, (R) District 6 8-B; Rep.
Gruenberg, (D) District 11-B.

The only representative to
stand up for your rights was Rep.
Bruckman, (D) District 8-A.

The next obstacle in this fight
is Rep. Dave Donley and his
House Judiciary Committee. By
inaction, Rep. Donley, (D) District
11-A, could let this resolution die
in committee.

It is unfortunate these elected
politicians do not believe in the in-
dividual right to keep and bear
arms.

According to a recent article in
the Fairbanks Daily N*.vs-Miner,
the Hickel administration is also
after your guns. Apparently, the

appointed lawyers at the attorney
general's office have been leading
the fight They claim the individ-
ual right to keep and bear arms
would invalidate existing laws
that prohibit criminals from o"~i-
ing-gnns-  --------------m----

Let'9 look at the evidence.

The state ot Rhode Islandhas
the most explicit constitutional
provision regarding this right. IL
simply states: “the right of the

Tpeople to keep and bear arms
/ shall not be mirinped."

During my recent conversation
with Rhode Island Assistant At-
torney General Mike Stone, |
asked this auestion: “Has the
Rhode Island Constitution guar-
anteeing the right to keep and
hear arms invalidated existing:
gun laws or allowed criminals the

legal right to own a gun in Rhode!
Island?” ' '

He replied with a resounding
Jjitio.” Chapter 1147 of the Rhode
Island Statutes exDlicitlv “pro-
hibits mental incompetents,
drunkards, aliens and people who
have been convicted of a violent
crime from possessing a firearm ”.

Here's the point. The Rhode Is-
land Legislature has enacted
many laws that prohibit crimi-
nals and other undesirable per-
sons trom pos'jessing firearms. In
fact, Rhode Island has some of the
most restrictive gun laws in the
country, (

Attorney Stone also said the
nght to keep and bear arms pro-
vision in the U.S. Constitution did
not invalidate federal firearms
laws. Uh,

The Gun Control Act of 1968
explicitly prohibits “felons, fugi-
tives from justice, people addicted
to controlled substances, the men-
tally defective,” and others from
possessingfirearms._

Despite overwhelming evi
dence against their argument, the
lawyers at the Alaska attorney
general’ office continue their as-
sault on your rights.

Let me conclude by saying
this. Senate Joint Resolution 1, as
introduced by Sen. Rodey, would
preserve your right.to keep and
bear arms, but the anti-gun politi-
cians have compromised the xnea-
sure by inserting bad language.

We cannot afford to take this
right for granted any longer.

Instead, let us re-affirm out
commitment to civil rights by
sending a message to Rep. Donley
and the House Judiciary Commit-
tee Tell them time is running out
and you want action.

Vote for SJRI as submitted by
Sen. Rodey.

Gary Hammond isan accounting stu—
dent at University ol Alaska Fairbarks and
president of the UAF Rolitics Club. Opinions
expressed in Taking a Stand do not noces-
santy reflect the editorial position ol The An —
chorage Times.



G un

How can one best illus-
trate, to an inquiring youth,
the differences between con-
servatives and liberals? Ab-
stract principles — bloodless
ephemeral — don’t make a
strong impression. It’s best,
perhaps, to use a single issue

as an example — political
philosophy by metaphor, so
to speak.

As Congress and the Clin-
tons prepare their next as-
sault on the American
people’s right to keep and
bear arms, let’s try gun con-
trol as our primer.

Liberals are statists —
collectivists who believe
government control is the
solution to society’s ills. Are
people shooting each other?
The liberal’s answer is for
government to take all the
guns away. Conservatives
are individualists; they re-
sent and resist the collective
(the state) curtailing their
liberty. Take guns away
from violent criminals —not

-control

V- | oo
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with the power that comes
with control of a deadly
weapon. Conservatives are
populists who have faith in
average Americans and their
ability to handle firearms.
Liberals are Utopians; if
properly managed and con-
trolled, society, and man-
kind, can approach perfec-
tion. Thus, if you make a
law against guns and hire a

ides prim
they know there will always
be criminals (who are by
definition scofflaws) who
will manage to arm them-
selves. Disarming the law
abiding will only embolden
the lawless.

Liberals are fantasists;
they are infatuated with ges-
tures. No one seriously be-
lieves enactment of the Bra-
dy Bill, with its five-day
waiting period, will have
any real impact on violent
crime in America. But, to
liberals, it was important to
do something, if for no other
reason than to make oneself
feel good and demonstrate
that one really really cares.
Conservatives believe in
substance, not symbolism.
To them, dealing with crime
means putting criminals be-
hind bars and keeping them
there.

Liberals are inclined to a
certain daintiness, or a kind
of fecklessness when con-

er on

to deal with such things. It
is not a citizen's place to
have to dirty one’s linen in
taking on criminals oneself.
Conservatives believe in
self-reliance. If confronted
by an assailant, they prefer
a .357 to 911.

Liberals are trendy, and
naturally attracted to fads.
Gun ownership is so passe.
Gun control is so modem.
Conservatives are tradition-
alists. Two hundred and 18
years ago the Shot Heard
Round the World — precipi-
tating the War of Indepen-
dence — was fired because
the Brits tried to confiscate
a colonial armory. If keep-
ing and bearing arms was
good enough for our Foun-

ding Fathers, it’s good
enough for us.
To liberals, the founda-

tion of American liberty —
the Constitution of the Unit-
ed States —doesn’t necessar-
ily mean what it actually
says. They argue that as our

political

yers, trained at elite law
schools, determine the pace
and direction of the evolu-
tion of interpretation. Con-
servatives honor the Consti-
tution, and every word of it,
above all documents, save
one. The framers knew pre-
cisely what they were doing
when they wrote it, and it
literally means what it says.
The recognition, in the Sec-
ond Amendment, that the
people’s right to bear arms
themselves shall not be in-
fringed upon is, and always
shall be, the highest aw of
the land.

Liberals today are the es-
tablishment in this country,
the powers that be. the elites
who control most major
American institutions. In the
universities, the major news-
papers and magazines, the
television networks, the film
and recording industries, the
Congress, government bu-
reaucracies, the law schools,
the main-line churches, char-

philosophy

positions of influence, liber-
als dominate American soci-
ety. They like their power,
and despise any threat to it,
however remote. A well-
armed citizenry contains the
possibility of posing such a
threat.

Conservatives are, at least
potentially, revolutionaries.
They take to heart the ad-
monishments of the grandest
document of them all — the
Declaration of Indepen-
dence. Thomas Jefferson's
charge to the generations
who succeeded him —that it
is not only their right, but
their duty, to throw off des-
potism — is taken quite seri-
ously by American conserva-
tives. If and when that time
ever comes, they want to be
armed.

CJFritz Pettyjohn, an Anchor-
ar];e lawyer, served In both the
Alaska state Senate and the

from me, they say.
Liberals are elitists; they
don’t trust common folk

Difference of opinion

In the slick insert from Arctic Power that
appeared in the Fairbanks News-Miner last
week, former Kaktovik Mayor Herman Ais-
hanna is quoted as saying, “The people of
Kaktovik ... are insulted when people try
to tell us this (the coastal plain of the Arctic
Refuge) should be a wilderness area, as if
we don't exist and have no rights to live,
hunt and work here.”

Mr. Aishanna should know better, and |
suspect maybe he does.

The difference between those who want to

lot of police, people won't
shoot each other any mure!
Conservatives

fronted with the brutality of
thugs. The constabulary,
don’t you know, is employed

are realists;

great biological importance. Not unreason-
ably, the Arctic Slope Regional and Kakto-
vik Inupiag corporations wish to pursue
what they see as further economic develop-
ment in their region. We understand that,
but we also see that oil development on
state lands has already brought the North
Slope a strong economic base, including the
highest per capita income in the United
States, and a very large trust fund. In that
context, our contention that the highest
value of this one piece of Alaska's coastline
lies in its wilderness and habitats, and that
it deserves protection as an intact, unique

society evolves, the Consti-
tution likewise changes with
the times. Judges and law- all

each one alive, and yet we send our young
who have never committed a crime to a
foreign country to be killed and to kill other
young people who have never committed a
crime either. This can't be true, can it?
I wish Howard Weaver would donate his
brain to science ... soon.
— John J. Cowdery

Wake up before it’s too late

I find it hard to believe how much space
you allotted to tell us the tobacco executives
believe that their product is not harmful on
Dec. 7. And on the front page even! How

itable foundations,
lishing and advertising — in
these and many more

Alaska House of Representa-

in pub- A
tives.

in a talk show. Yes, a lot is said at a PTA
meeting, however, | disagree with “no point
and you come to your own conclusion.” Our
children's education is reliant on a system
that has become political, which makes it
ever more important for parents, teachers,
principals and those concerned about the
education of our children to attend these
meetings and become involved.

Without Central Council PTA meetings,
and those involved in them, we would not
have positive programs for our children
such as POPS (parents on playground),
Child Watrh. and an Enrthnnake Disaster





