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Armed and Ready

The Con-Con’s Danger to Our Gun Rights
by Dudley Brown, the President of the National Association for Gun Rights, a ‘no-compromise’ pro-gun lobbying organization
which represents over 4.5 million Second Amendment members and supporters. www.nationalgunrights.org

H

ow would you like to watch
from the sidelines while leftists pick apart the Constitution?
How about standing by as Michael
Bloomberg rewrites the 2nd Amendment? There was a time that such a
thought would be laughable.
		
Thanks to the work of a few
misguided “conservative leaders”
and their push for a Constitutional
Convention (Compact of States or
Con-Con) under Article V of the
Constitution, these blood-chilling
scenarios could become a reality in
the near future.
		
These “conservatives” seem to
think a convention to amend the Constitution is a magic wand that will
miraculously create limited government, balance the budget, and fix all
of the problems of an out-of-control
bureaucracy. They even claim they
can control the process to ensure that
only conservative issues will be discussed.
		The convention supporters who
claim they can control the process
are snake-oil salesmen.
		
To understand the process of how
an Article V Convention could play
out, one must first read the complete
Article V in the U.S. Constitution:
		“The Congress, whenever two

thirds of both houses shall deem it
necessary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on
the application of the legislatures
of two thirds of the several states,
shall call a convention for proposing amendments, which, in either
case, shall be valid to all intents and
purposes, as part of this Constitution, when ratified
by the legislatures of
three fourths of the
several states, or by
conventions in three
fourths thereof, as
the one or the other
mode of ratification
may be proposed by
the Congress; provided that no amendment
which may be made
prior to the year one thousand
eight hundred and eight shall in any
manner affect the first and fourth
clauses in the ninth section of the
first article; and that no state, without its consent, shall be deprived of
its equal suffrage in the Senate.”
		There are no guidelines or limits
to the scope of a convention.
		
The U.S. Constitution does not
specify who will make critical decisions, or how they will be decided. It

does not specify who will make the
rules. Since there is no legal precedent for an Article V Convention,
critical decisions determining the
outcome of a convention will likely
fall to courts run by the very activist
judges who are re-writing the Constitution from the bench today.
		 E v e n if a convention can be
“limited” (and the evidence clearly suggests
otherwise), there is no
guarantee that a convention would adopt
effective measures
dealing with those
subjects. A balanced
budget
amendment
could, for example,
force massive tax
increases to plug the
d e f i c i t and allow government to
go right on growing.
		
Once convened, a convention
would have the power to re-write the
Constitution itself.
		
Not a single Article V activist,
nor one single constitutional scholar, has seen this process before. The
closest thing to a historical parallel
was when the Constitutional Convention of 1787 threw out the Articles of
(Continued on page 2)
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Confederation, an action which far
exceeded the authority granted to that
convention.
		Nothing would stop the delegates
from throwing out our Constitution to
usher in a more, “time-appropriate”
government system and authority.
There is nothing to stop this kind of
nightmare, according to Harvard Law
Professor Lawrence Lessig:
		“The only requirement is that twothirds of the states apply, and then
begins the drama of an unscripted national convention to debate questions
of fundamental law. It would be a
grand circus of democracy at its best.”

The progressive machine threatens to put all our cherished freedoms
on the chopping block.
		Notably, a convention is supported by radical leftists, including Hillary Clinton, George Soros, MoveOn,
Code-Pink, Sierra Club, and WOLFPAC. In fact, the leftists are pushing
their own calls for a convention, for
the purpose of curtailing free speech
by overturning the Citizens United
decision, and declaring ObamaCare
“constitutional.” State Delegate Mark
D. Sickles (D-VA) put it this way:
		“If we have [an Article V Convention], I want to be a delegate . . .
There’s a lot of problems with this
Constitution. I’ll just get up to this
convention and start whacking away.”

		
The anti-gun crowd enthusiastically embraces the prospect of a
Constitutional Convention, which
would give them their best opportunity to completely obliterate the 2nd
Amendment.
		Hawaii introduced HCR 1114
in 2012 to call a convention for
the purpose of repealing the 2nd
Amendment.
		Despite years of promises by the
“conservative” pro-convention crowd
that the 2nd Amendment could never
be touched in a Convention, even they
are now open to the idea of cracking
open the 2nd Amendment in order to
“clarify” it at an Article V
Convention.
		
In this political environment, the last thing
freedom-loving Americans
need is for politicians and
special interest groups to
tinker with the plain language of the 2nd Amendment or the rest of the Bill
of Rights.
		
With the recent Las
Vegas shooting, leftists
are now more emboldened
than ever to push gun control all over the country.
		
Liberals in both parties will play
a major role in choosing delegates.
		Just because a majority of state
legislatures are controlled by Republicans does not mean constitutionally-minded conservatives will be chosen as delegates to a convention.
		Many current delegate selection
bills clothe legislative leadership —
often the most moderate and compromise-prone Republicans — with
power to select delegates. Republican-controlled states are already offering Democrats as delegates (see
Michigan HB 5380, 2013).
		
Furthermore, delegate selection
will occur not just in Republican-controlled states, but also in those dom-

inated by Democrats. It is unlikely
that high-population states like California or New York will appoint any
conservative delegates.
		
An Article V Convention is simply a ticking time bomb.
		Just because Republicans control
a historic number of legislatures today does not mean that will always
be the case. Democrats dominated
state legislatures for most of the 20th
century. All it would take to ratify bad
amendments is a bad election year in
a few key states.
		Proponents argue that the states
would never ratify radical left-leaning proposals. Ratification is cumulative and could take years. No deadline
could or would be imposed. To this
day, states are still ratifying existing
and proposed constitutional amendments that passed through Congress
decades ago. The 27th Amendment
took over 202 years to ratify.
		All of these minefields should
give freedom-loving Americans serious concerns with any movement to
re-write our Constitution.
		
Our problems do not stem from
a poorly-written Constitution that
needs to be fixed.
		I stand with the Founding Fathers
in insisting that we must use and enforce the glorious Constitution they
gave us. Our rights should not be
over-written in a new — and not improved — Constitution.
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2nd Amendment Enforces the 1st Amendment
Personal views by Rickey Lyn, a retired FBI Special Agent, 20 plus years experience.

A

mericans must focus on the
correct narrative regarding the
deadly mass shooting in Las Vegas.
Our focus should be on our Right to
Keep and Bear Arms, and not on the
homicidal mindset of the perpetrator.
We must be mindful that politically
motived activists aim to confuse us
so that we might agree to water down
or to even do away with our Right to
Keep and Bear Arms.
		The truth is that the political opportunists have selected this “crisis”
to advance an agenda that attacks our
Constitutional rights.
		By falsely connecting the Las Vegas homicides to the 2nd Amendment,
the leftists want to capitalize on the
emotional content of the tragedy and
connect it to their political agenda. At
the same time, these progressives ignore the daily homicidal violence in
cities like Chicago, Baltimore, and
San Francisco — all cities that have
restrictive firearms regulations instituted by elected leftists.
		The creation of our constitutionally limited Republic meant that we the
people agreed to a compact that defined the roles and responsibilities of
the government and the citizenry. This
consent was given by the people in order to adopt a framework that defined
how the government would work and
most importantly, what the government CANNOT do. Our Constitution
is a literary and functional miracle.
		The U.S. Constitution affords the
citizenry the right to delegate certain
freedoms to governmental authority,
such as common defense, criminal
and civil laws and enforcement, but
this delegated authority does not require that we abdicate our individual
responsibilities to fulfill our personal
visions and ambitions.
		To reinforce the rights of the citizenry, the Bill of Rights was amended

to the Constitution as a condition of
its passage. The governed must give
our consent to empower our Republic. Therefore, the means of the governed to withdraw that consent cannot
be abridged or infringed. This issue is
at the core of the 2nd Amendment and is central to
the individual freedoms
delineated in the Declaration of Independence.
Consent
by the governed is essential for a
government
to exercise its
power. In order for the people to protect and
defend themselves, the
2nd Amendment cannot be reduced
to calling the authorities and pressing “1” for robbery, “2” for assault,
“3” for no water and “4” for grievous
bodily harm! No matter the level of
civil services and protections provided by the governmental authority, the
individual is still personally responsible to ensure that he can address dangerous and life threatening situations.
		
Personal responsibility requires
that we cultivate and elect officials
that embrace the liberties essential
to enable individual responsibility.
This element is missing in the political movement that would cast the Las
Vegas homicides shadow over each
American’s Right to Keep and Bear
Arms. Political opportunists are seeking to nullify the 2nd Amendment as
an individual right. This movement
cannot stand; it is anathema to our
heritage and represents the adoption
of foreign concepts that undermine
the principles of the Republic.
		
The 2nd Amendment is the cornerstone of our Republic and a key to

the ethos of those that traveled to the
New World for religious freedom and
personal opportunity.
		
The primary precept undergirding America’s history is man’s relationship with our Creator God and
the Bible. Their desire to defend their
liberties guided our Founders to seek
governance under Natural Law.
Our Founders believed in
the people’s indispensable duty, under God,
to maintain, defend,
and preserve those civil
and religious rights and
liberties.
		Today it is imperative
that Americans retain
our right to possess the
tools necessary to protect
our lives, liberties, and
properties. Firearm ownership is the first to be trampled by
totalitarian regimes, since a disarmed
populous is at an extreme disadvantage against an armed authority.
		The right of the people to limit
the government’s action is first accomplished through the ballot box.
And should the need arise, they have
the obligation to resist an oppressive
government that no longer operates
through the consent of the governed.
		The Right to Keep and Bear Arms
is not simply an old custom, it is part
of the fabric of our Republic and our
heritage. It protects the relationship
between the American people and our
government. Once armed with the
facts that support our Constitution,
the electorate can push back on the
activists and politicians that provide
the soundbite headlines intended to
undermine our nation.
		Since our cause is right and our
principles are just, we must engage
our friends, neighbors and elected officials. Remember that violence is not
caused by Constitutional liberties, but
by individuals bent on evil.
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Gunning for Our Security
by C. J. Sallie, retired military officer.

T

he 2nd Amendment simply
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.” This “well regulated
Militia” is not the National Guard
as some would have you believe.
Rather, it is a well armed law-abiding
citizenry who is best able to defend
himself or herself against the
dangers of what life may bring
upon them.
		Now is the time to realize the power gun ownership
gives the individual man or
women in self-preservation.
It gives us the freedom and
ability to physically protect
ourselves and our liberties.
Thomas Jefferson wrote in
the Declaration of Independence that individuals, “are
endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among
these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness” because he and
the other Founders recognized that
the American colonial people were
in charge of their individual lives
and government was to interfere
in their lives as little as possible.
Hence, they founded a Republic,
wrote a constitution, and gave us
the Bill of Rights. All this to ensure
the “rights of the people” were not
trampled on.
		Our Framers knew and understood the importance of the “right of
the people” to privately possess firearms. It is for the protection of self,
family and in the defense of property or home, and when necessary,
this nation. It was the Minutemen
who were armed and able to rise up
in the defense of the colonies during
the American Revolution against

the British.
		
In today’s climate of hate,
we as a people are dealing with
radical Islamists, fringe groups, as
well as the lone wolf types, all of
whom seem to want to settle their
grievances against Americans in
a variety of violent methods. We
have seen bombings, vehicle and
airplane attacks, beheadings, and
shootings as a result. Large scale
protests that start out peacefully

enough, end up with the destruction
of personal property, the lives
of innocent bystanders put in
jeopardy, and injury or death to
law enforcement personnel. Most
attackers pick vulnerable targets
where the likelihood of a response
from potential victims is low,
with maximum destruction on the
selected target. Therefore, a means
of self-protection is critical.
		The Italian diplomat and historian, Machiavelli wrote in the 1500s,
“many other states that have been
disarmed have lost their liberties
in less than forty years.” It doesn’t
take forty years. For the doubters,
let’s look at few examples from the
20th century where states deprived
individuals of their right to bear
arms.
		Adolf Hitler disarmed certain
groups of people throughout
Germany and Europe from 193245, which resulted with the deaths
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of over 6 million defenseless Jews
and other groups he considered
undesirables, not including the war
casualties.
		Joseph Stalin, who ran the Soviet Union with an iron fist for 30
years, disarmed and confiscated the
Russian people’s money and property. Many were arrested, tortured
and forced to confess to crimes
they never committed. From 1936
to 1938, “The Purge” murdered an
estimated 600,000 people. In all,
it is estimated that over 20 million
people were killed or imprisoned by the end of the 1940s.
There is not a Russian family
that was not impacted by the
loss of a loved one during the
brutal reign of Stalin.
Pol Pot of Cambodia ruled
from 1976 to 1979 and is credited with murdering over 2
million people through arrest
and execution. Their crimes
were simply having an association with the prior government,
being a professional of any kind, or
having been known to speak with
a missionary at some point in their
life.
		
The common denominator in
these scenarios are groups of people
who could not defend themselves
against tyrannical leaders. Had even
a third of these citizens been armed,
perhaps the leaders would have
thought twice before wreaking such
havoc on their own people.
		Don’t think for one minute that
type of mayhem cannot happen in
America if we allow our lawmakers
to restrict our ability to own a gun. The
declaration says we have the right to
defend our liberties when necessary.
We are our own best militia. If we
give up our constitutional right to
“bear arms” and protect ourselves,
then America will not be safer and
the consequences will lead to our
undoing.

