
Museum Road to Bureaucracy, U.S.A. 
By Richard V. Langston 
 

This issue I am forced to write this article which in my 
heart I have feared was inevitable but for reasons which 
will become apparent. I truly dread having to make this 
entire matter public. My only hope is that by bringing this 
to media attention it will at least make the public aware 
(and at best help to correct) what has been a bureaucratic 
nightmare.  First let me advise the reader that this has 
been a convoluted and frustrating experience.  However 
having been a public employee for the state of New York 
for over 26 years it is (if nothing else) not a surprise. This 
incident began in the summer of 2003 but the story and 
why it is happening is much older. 

 
Some of you who have read my book and other writings may be aware that the realization of a 
museum showcasing the history, contributions, product and influence of the cutlery industry in 
New York State, i.e. particularly the Hudson Valley, has been a dream of mine since I was 8 
years old and used to cross over High Bridge in Walden on my way to school each day. Looking 
into the Wallkill Gorge I would wonder at what wonderful history lay in the ruins of the old and 
once majestic brick building which rose from the chasm floor to several floors above the street 
level when machines were being driven from the waters of the Wallkill River pouring over High 
Falls. This company which at one time along with the other knife companies of Walden, Walden 
Knife and Schrade Cutlery were producing as much as 50% of all the pocket knives sold in this 
country, and all this from a small village in the rural countryside. It is a wonderful history. It is a 
true American story of proud people who came to this country to escape unfair exploitation, 
unsafe working conditions and oppression. People with pride in their craft, who sought and 
treasured the sanctuary of a democracy and the God given right to be free.  While the products 
they produced were among the finest of their kind ever made (and are still considered so). These 
knives were not the main product produced by these Americans. The real legacy of these people 
was what they instilled in the fabric of America, their work ethic, morality, honesty, and when they 
felt their cause was just, their unstoppable sense of commitment. This they passed on to the 
generations that followed who because of  these factors, went on to enrich and in some cases 
fight and die for this land and the ideals this country was built on.    
 
NOTE:  This phenomenon was not limited to this one small village. The fact is, that within a 40 
mile radius of Walden there were over this period, dozens of cutlery companies with the 
abundance of water power as well as a wealth of talent. The area had such noted companies as 
Ulster (Ellenville) Knife Co, Napanock, Honk Falls, Grahamsville, Nagle, and a host of others. 
These in turn not only produced knives under these markings but contracted and manufactured 
knives for other well known names such as Winchester, Keen Kutter and Shapleigh. There were 
dozens and the list includes the vast majority of known companies. 
 
This being said, imagine my elation when I was informed that a project was under way to 
establish a museum in Walden by the town fathers, to keep this history alive. Originally it was to 
be a joint effort by the Walden historical society, the village of Walden and those who would 
contribute. Money had been allocated by the village. There was an appropriate building and work 
was begun to renovate. New security and fire protection systems were compared. Since the 
building was next door to the police station, a 24 hour video was planned for installation for 
round-the-clock active visual observation as well as the regular state of the art systems. To be 
quite candid it was not all smooth sailing. The Historical Society had its own agenda regarding 
what would be in the museum. They felt it should be more of a general museum.  Since there is 
already a museum maintained by the historical society, others felt it should be mainly a knife 



museum as it was originally intended. These differences began as minor disagreements and I 
feel could have been resolved if the project could have continued in a timely manner.  
 
Aside from these issues my main point of contention was the legality and manner in which 
automatic knives could be exhibited. Many of the people involved did not and do not understand 
the miasma of laws involved with these items. Once again it must be understood that many of 
these people were also unaware of how important this segment of this history was, and is, in 
understanding the overall picture.   
 
The Press Button Knife Company (a division of Walden Knife) was really the first factory 
production, American line, of these knives. Then the Schrade Cutlery Company began production 
on a newer, more automated version in 1903. These knives were originally designed so that a 
woman would not break her nails when attempting to open a knife for sewing or similar purposes 
and they did not have the sinister aura now associated with them.   
 
Some of those involved said that they, the Historical Society, had been showing a donated 
salesman’s knife roll of these knives for years - one day a year on Walden Day - without any 
problems. I explained that due to the nebulous nature of these laws, their interpretation is subject 
to the whim of whichever police agency decides on any given day, by whatever their prevailing 
whim that day.   
 
I cited the situation in Pennsylvania a few years back when an incumbent police chief wanted 
some publicity for his reelection. He decided that a raid would be held on a knife show in his 
jurisdiction.  These knives had been a viable part of this show for 30 years. The raid was held, the 
knives confiscated. Two years later the knives were given back and charges were dropped [but] 
this cost each of the owners thousands in legal fees. Just for a bonus, some of the knives had 
been etched on the blades with an evidence number, thus mutilating their original condition. 
 
I explained that the laws regarding these items have exceptions which change their status as 
such. That they (as any other legal item) may be displayed since there are exceptions under the 
law, in which these items may be legally owned, carried and possessed. The problem seems to 
be making someone in authority take the time and care enough to realize it and give a legal 
procedure for their display.  It is simply that the policy has always been a ‘don’t ask, don’t tell’ 
philosophy due to no one really wanting to be the one to take a stand and simply explain what the 
law actually says and give an interpretation of the law. I have always felt that if someone had the 
courage to actually fully explain what the policy was on them - and enforced it in a fair and 
impartial manner [that] these laws would be found to be totally in violation of several constitutional 
rights. Again it was suggested that this segment of this history be circumvented or told with 
pictures. I pointed out that I have a CD out which is a virtual museum tour for this very reason.  
However in an age of dirty bombs, anthrax, and every conceivable horror of destruction, it was 
beyond stupid that these 100 year old artifacts (with blades in some cases less than 1 ½ inch in 
length) were the object of society’s concerns. I pointed out that new imported versions of these 
knives designed expressly for violence were being imported and sold by the tanker load every 
day with no active enforcement of these nebulous laws. In fact they have played a definite part in 
the demise of American cutlery companies which must abide by these laws. I also explained that 
telling this story without being able to tell it completely was like getting a history of World War II 
from Hitler, leaving out the holocaust.  
 
Here we sit with every objectionable subject in the world stuck in our faces in the name of free 
speech and individual rights but cannot with out fear, show (not sell) a uniquely American historic 
product (artifact) without the possibility of prosecution due to individual interpretation. Quite 
frankly my impassioned appeal was rather lost on some of those present. This is part of the 
problem and not a field that historians and people in general normally deal with in old paintings 
and quilts. They handle the usual genre of items they are used to associating with and having no 
logical or reasonable understanding of what is really happening, they like most conjure a picture 
of James Dean wielding an Italian stiletto. This is their entire frame of knowledge of the subject. 



They care not to learn or even know where to look. Since by virtue of these laws and lack of 
understanding and interpretation, it is not surprising that there is so little reference [material] and 
no place where these items can be learned about, or seen. 
 
The second point is (as I have pointed out) that no one will give a definitive interpretation of what 
these laws mean. The reason for this second factor is mainly that no one wants to take a stand. 
“Not me, oh no, let someone else do it” or “What did the other guy do?” don’t set a precedent. 
The other part of this is, that it is nice for law enforcement to have an open end law with enough 
ambiguity to enforce any way they want to, so they certainly are not pressing the issue. The result 
is that you have a law enforced upon individual interpretation and whim and that is not a law.  
 
So you might now say “Well let’s get it defined”.  In New York State you have several alternatives 
regarding a law like this. First you can get arrested and charged, and then you can go to court 
with a bank of lawyers and fight it. Usually in the end the charges are dropped, unless the knife 
was used while committing a crime. Well what the heck it would be the same if you stuck 
someone with a sharp stick (it is the weapon of commission) so I have never understood how 
cases like this are used as a precedent in support of the application of the switchblade laws, 
however they often are, due to lack of others, are the examples [that] cases used. The other 
alternative is among the greatest of catch 22’s.  
 
You may submit a request for an opinion from the Attorney General’s office. Now what makes this 
nice is that the Attorney General is only mandated to issue an opinion if the request is submitted 
by an agency or municipality of the state of New York. This has always been the reason that they 
have never been forced to answer such a request.  In this particular case the opinion was 
requested by the Village of Walden which is a municipality. It also was being requested by the 
Historical Society whose Charter is under State auspices.  So a request was made to the Village 
lawyer to submit such a request. It would be hard to explain just how low on his agenda and how 
little he knew about this subject. Therefore as time went on and nothing was done, I submitted a 
request for an opinion to the Lawyers which was forwarded to the Attorney General’s Office under 
his authority as by him.   
 
The following is the text of that request.  
Note: Much of what is written in the opinion request is a restatement of what has already been 
mentioned in this article; therefore the text has been edited to give the reader the gist of the 
information while eliminating some of the redundancy.  
 
DIVISION OF APPEALS AND OPINIONS 
Solicitor General OAG  
The Capitol 
Albany, NY 12224 
(518)-474-7330 
 
APPLICATION FOR OPINION REGARDING THE LEGALITY OF STORING AND DISPLAYING 
AUTOMATIC KNIVES (SWITCHBLADES) BY THE WALDEN KNIFE MUSEUM.   
 
Reason for the need for such an opinion:  Presently the Village of Walden, in conjunction with the 
Historical Society of Walden, are in the endeavor of a permanent museum and or gallery, whose 
purpose is to show the significant history of the village and surrounding area, [and that] that much 
of that history involves the cutlery industry.  
 
An integral part of this history revolves around the automatic or switchblade knife. The first major 
factory production of these items was begun by the Walden Knife Company under a patent by 
George Schrade, who as manager helped produce this line of knives (Pressbutton Knife 
Company).  In 1904 Schrade sold his interest in this firm and in conjunction with his brothers 
opened the Schrade Cutlery Company in Walden. This company offered an improved version of 
this style of knife in a multitude of sizes and patterns.   



 
These knives were originally 
designed so that people 
would not break a fingernail 
when opening them (which 
can happen with a regular 
pocket knife). This style of 
mechanism was made, 
marketed, and sold by most 
major knife companies 
through 1958, when different 
states, and in some cases 
municipalities, imposed 
various laws regarding their 
manufacture, ownership, 
transport, etc.. NYS was no 
exception, and as often was 
the case, in other areas, 
were by design, quite 
nebulous (to say the least). 
These laws vary from state 
to state.  In some states 
there are no laws regarding 
them at all, in others various 
aspects of ownership, 
carrying, etc. could be 
construed to be a felony.   
 
The laws in NYS allow legal 
ownership of these artifacts 
under several sections of the 
law. The fact is the ambiguity 
and differences in these 
requirements vary so much, 

and are subject to so much interpretation, that until this project, it has been virtually impossible to 
amass a large group of these objects, to allow them to be explained and studied as any other 
section of history is.     
 
The museum in Walden offers a unique chance to allow the educational and historical study of 
these items. This petition for opinion is being requested for several reasons. First, the Historical 
Society has a large collection of these style items.  Second, they have established precedence in 
that for many years they are taken out of storage and displayed, as part of the village’s heritage 
on Walden Day. Third, the clarification and authorization by Attorney General Opinion would allow 
the transfer of these items to extend this precedent, and become part of the permanent display of 
these items. This is impossible until this opinion is given for several reasons. The first and 
foremost is in regards to having the items insured, which could well be restricted, if the legality of 
such a display is in question.  Secondly, there are several legal collectors of these items who 
have expressed interest in loaning various segments of their collections, as long as they can be 
assured of the legality of doing so. It would not be fair or correct to ask private citizens to loan 
items in their personal collections, if by doing so they were in any violation of the laws regarding 
such an action. Again, in this case the insurance factor comes into play, for these items as well, 
would have to be covered.  
 
There are several circumstances which should be considered in reviewing this matter.  First, 
Walden is unique to the history and manufacture of this style of knife. This venture has proceeded 
to the point of having a building which is already being renovated for this purpose.  It is supported 



by both the Village municipality and the Walden Historical Society. Third, the heritage of these 
items needs a venue to explain the various aspects of this subject.  Knives of this type, as well as 
regular styles, have played a significant part in the military history of our country.  Fourth, these 
knives have been displayed (but not on a permanent basis), for years. It is to be emphasized that 
this is a non profit organization and that NO automatic knives will be offered for sale.  It should 
also be noted that they are for display as historical artifacts for study and educational purposes. 
In fact, the only handling of exhibits will be by those on duty at the time as necessary.  Also note, 
aside from a state of the art security system, the local municipal police office is within 50 feet of 
the museum, and will have additional security cameras for 24 hour supervision of the displays. 
This is [in addition to] the range of motion detectors, video, audio and electronic alarm.   
 
It is also to be noted that these items will be but one aspect of the material covered and 
explained, regarding this history. However, its importance to the entire picture cannot be over 
stated. In effect, it is unique to Walden and just as surely as without nurturing and care, a species 
may become extinct, so may this part of history, if it is not allowed to be shown and explained. 
This is the ideal opportunity to do just that.  
 

I wish to impress upon you that it is not just about artifacts. They 
are second to the stories of the people who exemplify the 
American spirit and dream. It really is an amazing story.  It is 
one that needs telling. All of these circumstances make for a 
unique chance to explain this story and show these items.  
 
On April 28th Informal Opinion No. 2004-2 was sent to the village 
of Walden Attorney.  In your capacity as Village Attorney for the 
village of Walden you have asked whether the Village would be 
in violation of State law if it displayed in a museum or gallery to 

commemorate the role the village has played in the history of knife manufacturing in this State. 
 
As you are aware, under Penal Law 265.01 (1) a person is guilty of criminal possession of a 
weapon in the fourth degree, a class A misdemeanor, if he possesses, inter alia, a gravity knife, 
switchblade knife, pilum ballistic knife (or) metal knuckle knife.” Under this provision, the mere 
possession of one of the listed items constitutes a violation of the law. See people v. Talbart, 107 
A.C. 2d 842, 843 (sd Dept 1985) People v, Dolson 140 Misc, 2d 240 (City Ct, 1987), of. Penal 
Law 265.01 (2) (“criminalizing possession of any dangerous knife with intent to use the same 
unlawfully against another”). These per se illegal knives are specifically defined in the penal Law.  
See Penal Law 265.00 (4) through (5-b) 
 
As you noted in your letter, various exemptions to the possession of illegal weapons are set forth 
in the Penal Law 265.20. With respect to weapons other than firearms, these exemptions include 
possession by law enforcement, prison, and military personnel id 265.20 (1) (a), (2), and the 
possession of a switchblade or gravity knife while hunting. Trapping or fishing pursuant to a valid 
license id 265.20 (6) Although firearms that are otherwise per se illegal to possess (pistol and 
revolvers) may be possessed by individuals licensed to carry them. There are no provisions for 
the licensing of otherwise illegal knives. 
 
In sum none of the exemptions in Penal Law 265.20 covers possession by a local government, 
municipal agency, or museum for display purposes. Nor are we aware of any other State law that 
exempts the possession of per se illegal weapons when displayed for educational, cultural or 
historical purposes.   
 
While we conclude that the village and its authorized agents may not lawfully display those knives 
that are designated as illegal to possess under Penal Law 265.01 (1) we believe the village could 
legally display the knives if they are disabled in such a manner as to bring them outside the scope 
of the applicable Penal Law definitions. See Penal Law 265.00 (4) through 5-b) (defining each 
type of per se illegal knife).  That is, the knives should be fully disabled so that they can no longer 



be used in an illegal manner. For example because the definitions of a switchblade knife and 
gravity knife define these knives in terms of the mechanisms that cause the blade to open 
automatically (switchblade ) or lock into place (gravity knife) the devices in the knife that cause 
the blade to spring or pivot and lock should be removed. Staff at the New York State Museum 
with whom we consulted in response to your inquiry, have agreed to assist you in obtaining 
additional practical advice on this issue. 
 
The Attorney General issues formal opinions only to officers and departments of State 
governments. Thus, this is an informal opinion rendered to assist you in advising the municipality 
you represent. 
 
This actually is where this story begins.  However I must again digress to give a better 
understanding. Remember the original beginnings of this project were in the summer of 2003.  
The opinion was rendered April 28th of 2004.  I did not get the opinion until July of 2004 - or about 
a year later. During this interim the atmosphere for the project had cooled people and differences 
in the content and purpose of the museum, as well as the prevailing political winds had 
dampened the enthusiasm for the project. It was not dead but it was obvious that the lack of a 
timely resolution could well spell its demise.  
 
When I said that I would not be loaning my collection or any part of it to the project until I could be 
sure that they were safe and that I had no intention of dismantling knives worth thousands of 
dollars to display, then it seems at this point the rumor was circulated that my refusal to donate 
items until their safety was secured would be the main reason, if the project failed.  In the mean 
time I know of no one else who has made any positive effort regarding this project. I also brought 
out that while I knew many of the well known collectors in this field I doubted that they would 
hasten to loan items to the project knowing that they could be confiscated or broken when 
displayed. Apparently I did not endear myself to these people when I expressed this opinion, 
which I feel may have had a bearing on the unfolding of this story. 
 
You may at this juncture wonder why this factor is being mentioned. Frankly it may be simply my 
paranoia. Later in this narrative I will point out some factors which came to light during this 
exercise in bureaucratic futility. You (the reader) decide how valid my observations may or may 
not be.  
 
My next recourse was to follow the suggestion of the opinion from the Attorney General’s office 
and contact the staff at the NYS museum. I was put in touch with the person who had along with 
the representative from the Attorney General’s office been the one involved with the decisions 
offered in the opinion. I advised this person that as directed by the Attorney General’s opinion I 
was inquiring as to what a legal procedure for displaying these items would be. I also asked what 
the procedure would be for an individual who owned these legally to display them on their own in 
their house or in public.  It would seem that if these were legally personally owned items as such 
there would be no restriction of displaying anywhere. I was advised that upon receiving a copy of 
the opinion he would email me with the procedure and information of what was needed. This is 
some of what ensued. 
 
July 15th – SENT: Hello I sent the Attn Gen opinion as we had agreed however I have not 
received a response and I was wondering if you had received it and if it was all in order. Please 
respond ASAP. Thank you Richard Langston 
 
July 15th – RECEIVED: Sorry, the following is the first message I received from you.  There was 
no attachment. Might be best if you faxed or mailed us a copy. 
 
July 15th – SENT: You should get this - please advise (This message had another jpeg attachment 
of the opinion) 
 



July 16th – SENT: Hello I sent another email with the information last night. However since I have 
not heard back I have sent the information via FAX and you should have it now. Please advise 
Thank you Rich Langston 
 
July 19th – RECEIVED: Sorry; we checked our fax again today and there is nothing I would 
suggest sending me the Attorney General's letter by regular mail and I will respond to you. 
 
July 19th – SENT: I just left a message on your phone and am sending this email to further advise 
that I have refaxed the information requested as well as the copies of the times it was sent. I am 
also about to send the information registered mail. I do not understand why we are experiencing 
this problem. As I said my only question is what is going on and what your decision is regarding 
these items. Thank you please advise ASAP. Rich Langston 
 
July 19th RECEIVED: We just retrieved the fax from our machine. You don't have to mail to us. 
I'll be in touch when I review the letter.  
 
July 19th – SENT:  Too late on the way $5.65 Oh well story of my life. Thanks again Rich 
 
Aug 2nd – SENT: Hello I hope you are well I sent the request for the directions and instructions 
required for the display of automatic knives on the 19th of July and apparently you received the 
fax with the information you required as well as the certified letter with the request and 
information you required. Obviously with the time it has taken to submit the request for an 
opinion from the Attn General and then the time required to receive the opinion it has been 
over a year I do realize you are quite busy but I was wondering if you could advise when I might 
expect the directions to legally display and continue with this project. In the ensuing time one of 
the largest possible benefactors to completion of the project The Schrade Cutlery Company has 
gone bankrupt this increases the need to save this history and at the same time makes it all the 
more difficult. Those who for reasons of personal agenda who would like to see this project fail 
have gotten a large boost and the longer it takes or at least get an answer into what the legal 
procedure is the closer they come to the ultimate failure of its completion. For these reasons I 
would truly appreciate as expeditious an answer as possible. Thank you for your time Richard 
Langston 
 
Aug 2nd - RECEIVED:  Hello: I am consulting with a couple of curators here, and will have a 
written response to you hopefully by the end of the week. 
 
Aug 19th – SENT:  Hello again truly sorry to be a pain however I was wondering about how 
getting the directions for displaying these items and their history was going. Even an update 
would be appreciated. I know you must be very busy and appreciate your past and present 
consideration. As I have explained time is a mitigating factor in establishing this project however 
since it is quite apparent that for their own personal reasons some people would like to 
impede this project and any other attempts to show with actual artifacts this history legally 
displayed. I would implore you, to at least advise where we are at this point. Please respond 
ASAP. Thank you Rich Langston 
 
PS I am not a young man and this project and indeed this subject has been important to me for 
50 years please let me know your decision and direction 
 
Aug 19th – RECEIVED: Hello, sorry I have been on the road doing meetings on our revised 
regulation. I will get back to you with a response when I return to the office. 
 
Aug 31st – SENT: Hello Sir - Is there some reason why I cannot get this procedure for display? I 
have implored and explained. This is the second sending of this message. If there is a problem 



simply advise. This is now been a couple of months. As you know even if the project still has any 
hope this additional time will kill that hope perhaps that is the intention. I really do not 
understand the problem perhaps if you could get back to me I would have a better 
understanding. Thank you 
 
Aug 31st – RECEIVED:  Hello: I still need time to meet with our curators and come up with a 
viable way to exhibit this material. Please bear with me.  
 
Aug 31st – SENT: Thank you. I am sorry if I seem impatient however I think you can understand 
my reaction considering the information I have sent. Any response helps so again thank you. If I 
may be of any service in this matter please let me know. I have written a book and have a CD on 
the subject as well as having been a NYS peace officer for 26 years. I do not know if that gives 
me the qualifications of your curators on this one subject. However I would be glad to give any 
positive input I could.  
One thing to remember is that these items may be legally owned and carried in NYS. They are 
not of themselves always contraband or always illegal such as a vial of opium would be. They 
also may be antiques over 100 years old. I will be interested to see the justification in having to 
destroy the mechanism of a hundred or in some cases 200 year old artifact in order to display 
it. There are many ways to secure these items and the relative danger they represent must also 
(it would seem be realistically considered in some cases these have one inch blades and referring 
to the analogy you once gave me they certainly are not in a category of an army tank which 
would need its turret dismantled to be displayed, or secured.) This is especially true of an article 
which is legally owned and may be carried, possessed and displayed by way of ownership in ones 
house but not (apparently) in that condition in say ones place of business or a museum – Such as 
they are in the Smithsonian. 
 
Whatever the outcome the law and its direction it will be upheld. All actions will be within the 
dictates of procedures and framework provided to assess and correct any oversights or 
imperfections of these laws. You once suggested pictures as a viable alternative I do have a CD 
out which is sold as a virtual museum tour as well as a book which is a price guide and historical 
reference on this subject. I also write for a couple of publications and will be doing a piece of this 
whole process and how it turns out. I mention this only so that you do not think I am trying to 
hide or do anything nefarious. These laws and their possible arbitrary and capricious enforcement 
as well as their possible nebulous interpretation must be clarified and frankly clarification is all I 
seek if it is correct fine. If it is incorrect also fine, then whatever legal procedure is needed to 
change it should be enacted. A law interpreted and enforced by individual whim or 
personal reasons is a bad law. This and the fact that just getting this interpretation has taken so 
long may have already doomed another worthwhile endeavor to the scrap heap.  
 
In our society today with its major horrible problems this is a very minor thing, however it may 
well still be an inequity, if albeit a small one. Small inequities must be addressed as well or they 
will not stay small. I know several instances where these laws have been wrongly used for 
personal gain or wrongly applied for individual agenda. You will find very few experts in this 
subject due to the minuscule nature of it. However you might want to research your decisions 
with one. If your curators would be interested I would be glad to direct them to some areas 
which would help. This is offered in the most positive manner and I hesitate to make it since I do 
not in any way wish to offend. Thank you again for getting back to me. I do realize how busy you 
must be and know this is just one small item even though it is quite important to me. I certainly 
understand your schedule and am sorry if I seemed impolite. If I do not hear from you I will 
attempt to make contact in a couple of weeks. Thanks again Rich Langston 
 



 
Schrade Cutlery Company - Walden, NY 
 
Sept 30th – SENT: Hello it has been another month (approx.). I left you a telephone message (at 
the beginning of the week) and have received no response. I truly realize that you must be busy 
however at this point it would seem that there may be other problems that I am not aware of. I 
really hate to be a bother but between the time for the Attn Gen to respond and trying to 
establish a procedure it is going on TWO years. I realize that you are not responsible for the Attn 
Gen time factor however it is still part of this, ongoing procedure to just establish what is needed 
to legally and correctly display these artifacts. I really do not care or nor am I trying to inflict any 
opinions regarding this procedure - I only wish to know what that procedure is or even if such an 
endeavor is legally possible. The fact is that we have a law and finding out what is needed to 
legally abide by it is not being made available. This makes the enforcement of this law arbitrary 
and dependent upon the whim and interpretation of whatever agency deems to do so. If you 
have a law, a procedure to follow it is, I believe you will agree necessary. This procedure is also 
mandated to be available in a timely manner. All I am asking for are the rules and procedures 
needed to abide by this law. Again whatever answer or procedure is given is fine and will be 
adhered to. I am truly sorry that you seem caught up in this and again I know you are busy but 
again I implore you to address this matter and advise your decision. If you wish I will be happy 
to come to Albany and discuss this or do whatever else is necessary to obtain the information 
and direction needed. I simply want an answer and upon that will decide what actions and 
direction should be taken. Please respond and again I am sorry for any inconvenience. It 
certainly is not my mission to cause you or anyone extra work or difficulty but this matter will not 
just go away without some kind of resolution. It would seem there is more here than meets the 
eye regarding this matter, especially since months ago I was advised that you would have a 
procedure within a week  During the ensuing months this time frame has [continued to be] 
pushed back over and over. Perhaps if I knew what the problem was I could be of some 
help. Please advise ASAP Thank you for your time and indulgence and again my apologies for any 
tribulations this matter may be causing you.  R V Langston 
 
Oct 5th – SENT: Hello I sent this message last week as well as trying to call and leaving a 
message.  SECOND MESSAGE PLEASE RESPOND.  
 



Some time after this I had another telephone conversation with this person.  I explained in a 
lengthy conversation that whatever the decision was would be adhered to and that all that was 
being requested pursuant to the advice of the Attorney General’s Office was to find out what that 
procedure was. During one of our conversations I was told that the Museum held the Charter for 
the Walden Historical Society and that he had been in contact with them. I do not know what 
effect that may have had on the project either way!?  I sent at my expense a copy of my book 
and CD. I heard nothing back until I emailed another message TWICE.  This was the final 
message I sent and received. 
 
Nov 12th – SENT:  Hello. I am contacting you since I have not heard from you since our phone 
discussion (about a month ago). I sent a copy of my book and CD the next day as I said that I 
would. Tracking shows you received it. I donated it at my expense to you (Museum Dept) so that 
you would have a viable reference resource on these items. It has now been so many months 
that actually I have lost count. I thought our phone conversation was quite positive however at 
this point I seem to be in the same spot. I really have tried to offer any assistance possible as 
well as trying to give as much time as possible so that this could be done however at this point I 
do not know what is going on. I would like to resolve this issue at this level and only seek the 
answer I have been directed to you, to get. This will have to be resolved one way or the other at 
this point. I again thank you for your time and again I am sorry to continue to involve you, 
however I have no alternative since I must have an answer from you before this or a similar 
project can continue. PLEASE HELP. 
  
Please advise ASAP. Thank you  Rich Langston. 
 
Nov 17th - RECEIVED:  Hello Richard Langston: I received the copy of your book and the CD-ROM 
and I want to thank you very much for sending these to us. I have been reading through the 
book, and will transfer the copy to the State Museum history collection when I am done as it will 
be an invaluable reference for the staff

I am still working on a reply to your question since, as you know, the issue is quite involved. I 
will be in touch, and I thank you for writing. 

. 
 

 
So there you have it - a question to which I was to have an answer to by the end of the first week 
after the request - is simply to complex to resolve after almost 6 months. At this point this 
procrastination and inability to simply give an answer, any answer may have very well doomed or 
at least had a part in killing this endeavor. I do not know if others have influenced this individual. I 
am not accusing any one of any misconduct. I do not understand why or what the reasons would 
be for it to take 6 months and still be waiting for a definite answer one way or the other. I do not 
agree with the opinion and I feel it does not offer a reasonable response since it addresses illegal 
items and the request involved legal items. In fact it seems that there was very little interest in 
researching this matter and that it was simply done as expediently as possible by those it was 
handed to, however that is only my opinion - something I think I still have a right to express.   
 
Now in conclusion here is what it all means. You see if the State officially allows the displaying of 
these legally owned items then they must allow anyone to display them under the dictates they 
set forth. This would allow people with an interest in this history to meet without the fear of 
arbitrary enforcement of a law of whim. This could lead to all kinds of terrible consequences like 
people being able to go to a museum or knife show and see and learn about them. You know, 
things the Constitution mentions as rights - with out the fear that whatever agency feels like it that 
day may rule them illegal.  
 
On the other hand they can say that these legally owned items cannot be displayed or must be 
inoperable. This poses an interesting point. To simply say that a legally owned item cannot be 
displayed will immediately force the situation into court where it would seem that banning the 



display of legal, personally owned items would certainly be an interesting point of view for the 
courts to uphold. In fact I would suggest that such a test case would finally cause all of these 
constitutionally illegal laws to be thrown out. 
 
As far as making the item inoperable for display, I suggested that since pistols and revolvers 
which were legally owned were deemed inoperable when a plastic tie was utilized through the 
barrel - perhaps something similar (made of metal?) would serve in the same manner particularly 
in the case of a dangerous 2 ? inch hundred year old knife with blades under 1 ½ inches in 
length. Instead of having to rip out its spring, much like a dangerous bobby pin. Originally not only 
was this tie method planned but the items were then to be in a locked showcase and then be 
under the usual burglar security systems as well as being on a video at the local police station 50 
feet away - 24 hours a day.  NOPE NOT GOOD ENOUGH   No one wants to be the one who 
says anything which would lead to any change.  
 
This was the first time an opinion from the Attorney General was mandated at least partially and 
as they pointed out, it was an informal decision. So it would seem the answer is to simply not give 
any direction on the matter or simply postpone it forever which is why there never will be any 
answer other than no answer.  It is just too tough according to the NYS Museum and they are 
taking their time so that the answer will be fair. Oh yes and the Easter bunny will be coming right 
after Santa.  
 
Once again I want to point out that I blame no one and am simply making these events public. I 
feel that these events while not earth shattering or surprising should be a matter of public 
knowledge. It also would not surprise me if there may well be repercussions for my making it 
common knowledge. All I ever wanted was a simple answer.  WHAT IS THE LEGAL 
PROCEDURE TO DISPLAY LEGALLY OWNED AUTOMATIC KNIVES IN NEW YORK STATE 
EITHER BY AN ORGANIZATION, INDIVIDUAL OR BUSINESS???  I have lived in NYS all my 
life and this idiocy is not surprising. It takes a true New Yorker to understand a state that has the 
highest taxes and one, if not the largest welfare systems in the world.  This is the same state that 
has not had an on time budget in so many years that I really do not remember when they did.  
This little statement on the ability of the legislators to do their job cost millions of dollars a day and 
goes on for months every year. This is a State that has carpetbagger Senators who camp out for 
a while on the way to the White House and whose whereabouts are only truly known during the 
Democratic Convention.  The word dysfunctional is in many cases a synonym for the policies and 
actions that are common in this State, however in this instance it seems this inability, indifference, 
or whatever other motivation is responsible for blocking the resolve of a straight answer seems to 
have a deeper possibly more nefarious overtone. All this could be resolved with one simple 
explanation. Again I am not trying to influence that answer, I simply want someone to have the 
courage to step up to the plate and say something definitive. If you look at the last polite response 
I received you will notice that it effectively shelves the subject indefinitely. Oh yes and thanks me 
for donating my book and CD. I had to send 2 emails to elicit this response. The work load at the 
New York State museum must be incredible and I would just as politely like to thank this agency 
for all the time and effort it has put into answering this simple question. Once again it is a shame 
that such a simple situation should have come to this but, I feel that at this point it is necessary to 
make these facts known. To all the readers - I am sorry for the length of this article however I truly 
feel that one of the things those responsible have felt, is that this situation was too complicated to 
make known in detail (that assumption was wrong). This is the whole story. 
 
Rich Langston 
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