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Armed and Ready
The Con-Con’s Danger to Our Gun Rights
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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 left-

ists pick apart the Constitution? 
How about standing by as Michael 
Bloomberg rewrites the 2nd Amend-
ment? 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 Con-
stitution is a magic wand that will 
miraculously create limited govern-
ment, 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 dis-
cussed. 
  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 amend-
ments to this Constitution, or, on 
the application of the legislatures 
of two thirds of the several states, 
shall call a convention for propos-
ing amendments, which, in either 
case, shall be valid to all intents and 
purposes, as part of this Consti-
tution, 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; provid-
ed 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, with-
out 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 deci-
sions, or how they will be decided. It 

does not specify who will make the 
rules. Since there is no legal prec-
edent 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 Consti-
tution from the bench today.
  E v e n if a convention can be 

“limited” (and the ev-
idence clearly suggests 
otherwise), there is no 
guarantee that a con-
vention 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 schol-
ar, has seen this process before. The 
closest thing to a historical parallel 
was when the Constitutional Conven-
tion of 1787 threw out the Articles of 
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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 two-
thirds of the states apply, and then 
begins the drama of an unscripted na-
tional convention to debate questions 
of fundamental law. It would be a 
grand circus of democracy at its best.”

  The progressive machine threat-
ens to put all our cherished freedoms 
on the chopping block. 
  Notably, a convention is support-
ed by radical leftists, including Hil-
lary Clinton, George Soros, MoveOn, 
Code-Pink, Sierra Club, and WOLF-
PAC. 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 Con-
vention], 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 enthusias-
tically embraces the prospect of a 
Constitutional Convention, which 
would give them their best opportu-
nity 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 en-
vironment, the last thing 
freedom-loving Americans 
need is for politicians and 
special interest groups to 
tinker with the plain lan-
guage of the 2nd Amend-
ment or the rest of the Bill 
of Rights. 
  With the recent Las 
Vegas shooting, leftists 
are now more emboldened 
than ever to push gun con-

trol 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 Repub-
licans does not mean constitutional-
ly-minded conservatives will be cho-
sen as delegates to a convention. 
  Many current delegate selection 
bills clothe legislative leadership — 
often the most moderate and com-
promise-prone Republicans — with 
power to select delegates. Republi-
can-controlled states are already of-
fering Democrats as delegates (see 
Michigan HB 5380, 2013). 
  Furthermore, delegate selection 
will occur not just in Republican-con-
trolled states, but also in those dom-

inated by Democrats. It is unlikely 
that high-population states like Cali-
fornia or New York will appoint any 
conservative delegates. 
  An Article V Convention is sim-
ply a ticking time bomb. 
  Just because Republicans control 
a historic number of legislatures to-
day 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-lean-
ing proposals. Ratification is cumula-
tive and could take years. No deadline 
could or would be imposed.  To this 
day, states are still ratifying existing 
and proposed constitutional amend-
ments that passed through Congress 
decades ago. The 27th Amendment 
took over 202 years to ratify. 
  All of these minefields should 
give freedom-loving Americans seri-
ous 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 en-
force the glorious Constitution they 
gave us. Our rights should not be 
over-written in a new — and not im-
proved — Constitution.


