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Wide range listed with arms permit 
Judge in case has one, declines to say why he does  
Pat Flynn Staff Writer   
Published: February 27, 1987 
A schoolteacher, a retired Marine general, judges and lawyers, a fire chief, a La Mesa city councilman, an 
actor and owners of small businesses are among San Diego County residents who have obtained permits 
to carry concealed weapons.  
Most of the people on a list of 130 permit-holders released yesterday by Sheriff John Duffy wrote on their 
applications that they needed the weapons for personal protection. 
Duffy released the names in response to a court order after The San Diego Union and The Tribune sued 
the sheriff to obtain the names of the 2,676 people to whom he has issued permits. 
Superior Court Judge Richard Huffman ordered the 130 names made public because the permit-holders 
did not object to the release of the information. The names of the remaining 2,146 permit holders have 
not been released pending further court arguments. 
The newspapers sought the information in the wake of an October ruling by the state Supreme Court that 
such information is public record. Questions also have been raised about why San Diego County has far 
more concealed-weapon permit-holders than any other urban county in the state -- including five times 
more permits than more heavily populated Los Angeles County. 
Newspaper attorneys have argued that there is no way for the public to determine whether Duffy is 
dispensing permits properly unless the names of permit-holders and their reasons for wanting to carry 
concealed weapons are known. 
Among the names on the list released yesterday was that of Huffman, the judge who is presiding over the 
lawsuit. 
"I don't feel any need to answer your question," Huffman said yesterday when asked by a reporter why he 
has a permit. "One, it's inappropriate because of the case pending before me and two, it's frankly none of 
your business." 
None of the other permit-holders contacted yesterday objected to being interviewed. 
Art Madrid, a member of the La Mesa City Council, was one of 80 people who said they got a permit so 
they could protect themselves. 
"I applied for that gun permit when, as a councilman, I received on several occasions telephone calls that 
were kind of threatening, if you will," Madrid said. "Then, for three consecutive months, I received post 
cards from an organization called The Order." 
The Order is a white-supremacist organization that, among other things, has distributed racist literature at 
East County high schools. Madrid said he believes that he received the post cards because of his 
Hispanic surname. 
Madrid said he applied for a permit and bought a gun after conferring with three law enforcement officers 
who advised him to get a weapon in the wake of the threats. "I have no objection in telling why I did it," he 
said yesterday. "I have nothing to conceal." 
Walter Farrell, a retired Marine major general, also said yesterday he had no objection to the release of 
his name. 
"Why should I?" he asked. "After all, I'm an easy target for anybody who wants to try and rob me. That's a 
legitimate reason to have a weapon available. 
"I requested a permit because one, I'm crippled, I lost a foot ... In my younger days, I normally wouldn't 
have carried a pistol or revolver, I would've carried a knife. It doesn't make any noise and I was an expert. 
I taught knife-fighting in World War I." 
Del Mar Fire Chief Larrick Jones, a former sheriff's deputy, said he got a permit because "over the years 
I've been threatened so much." 
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He said that he has been threatened since he became fire chief. "I've had one incident when a person 
pulled a weapon and cocked it on me," Jones said. 
Many of those on the list said they often carry large amounts of cash in the course of their business. 
Several cited past careers in law enforcement or the military that would make them vulnerable now. 
"Formerly engaged in Army covert operations, presently security officer," one permit-holder wrote on his 
application. He wrote that at one point it was "announced that there would be a large sum payable for my 
death." 
Another applicant wrote that he is in danger because he has been trying to expose the leader of a cult. 
The name of the leader and the cult were deleted on the copy of the application released by the sheriff, in 
accordance with the judge's instructions. 
"I have been told," the applicant wrote, "that in therapy sessions held by (deleted) that he said I was bad, 
evil and that if he (deleted) ever took drugs again he would kill me. 
"(Deleted) has manipulative powers over many unstable kids coming off drugs and on drugs ... (deleted) 
may run out of town and he may get a few strong followers to go with him. Several girls who have broken 
away from (deleted) said they would do anything for him, including the possibility of killing for him. The 
story is long, involved and quite incredible but true." 
Another permit-holder wrote that he needed a concealed weapon in part to kill rattlesnakes while 
surveying isolated properties. 
Huffman has scheduled a March 3 hearing to determine whether permit-holders who have objected to 
having their names released should be certified as a single class to pursue their action in opposition to 
the newspapers' suit. He also is expected to decide whether witnesses will be allowed to testify in secret 
about death threats they have received. 
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