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John (Jack) R. Venrick
From: "Jack Venrick” <jacksranch@skynetbb.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2009 4:01 PM
: _ALERT - The Perfect Storm For The 2nd Amendment
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.

Arrival f th Pblice State

TO: THOSE WHO HAVE CREATED THIS PERFECT STORM & THOSE WHO ARE
PREPARING TO OVERCOME IT

Please keep in mind that the Bill of Rights were kept out of the initial version of the
Federalist Constitution because the lawyers needed more time to FIX the three branches in
their favor.
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« The so called "Bill of Rights" should have been ARTICLES OF RIGHTS IN THE
ORIGINAL NOT AMENDED IN LATER.
« FURTHERMORE THE BILL OF RIGHTS SHOULD BE THE SUPREME LAW OF
THE LAND NOT THE CONSTITUTION.,
« WE ARE JUST STARTING TO GET SMART ON HOW BAD THE BLOW
BACK HAS BEEN FROM WHAT HAPPEN OVER 230 YEARS AGO
« There is conjecture that the judicial system as originally conceived at least by some of
the framers to be hearing courts only
« This tsunami of the current era of taking comes from many sources and reasons but they
are all rooted in ignorance, apathy and greed
« There are no laws of the land that are higher than The Laws of Nature and Nature's God
upon the natural born in America
« All other legislative, judicial & executive takings upon the natural born sovereign states
& sovereign and free state CITIZENS are just that, legal fiction.
o Just one example of this is the some 20,000 regulations against the 2nd Amendment
o These regulations, licenses, codes, laws, fees, etc. go against the fundemental laws
of nature and our own birth rights & unalienable rights
o Thus individual sovereignty is transferred over time to the state and global
interests - see second photo from the bottom.
« Always go back the very basic fundemental truths and you will start to unwind the
imperial ambitions of the present police state

"Thomas Jefferson said in 1821, "When all government, in little as in great things, shall be drawn to
Washington as the Center of all power, it will render powerless the checks provided of one government on
another and will become as venal and oppressive as the government from which we separated”

Thomas Jefferson also said, "government big enough to supply everything you need is big enough to take
everything vou have..The course of history shows that as a government grows. liberty decreases.”

"De Jure jurisdiction is the legal right to do so; De Facto jurisdiction is the ability in fact to do so. If the
government passes a law or establishes dominion over an area of society, not granted by the

Constitution, it looses De Jure standing, but may still operate as law because it has De Facto capability by
use of the POLICE OR MILITARY."

Another way of looking at this is that a government may have the POWER to do something (De Facto)
though not have the legal right to do so (De Jure). For instance, if Congress (or State legislatures) passes
a law which is in conflict with the Constitution, or the President passes an executive order which is in
conflict with the Constitution, the act creates law but does not make it right or constitutionally lawful.
However. under stature law. it may well be enforced by POLICE ACTION and be totally unconstitutional.
vet it carries the color and weight of the law.

THIS IS THE CURRENT SITUATION.

This change of De Jure to De Facto government did not happen over night, buy by a long string of events
starting as far back as Abraham Lincoln and the War Between the States. THERE IS NOT ONE
ACTION OR EVENT, BUT A LONG SERIES OF ACTIONS AND
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EVENTS. AS WELL AS THE PASSAGE OF TIME. "

Indeed, they WET'EC in fact sovereign state nations, independent and unique from each of the other
CONFEDERATED STATES. ...A CONFEDERATION IS AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN TWO OR
MORE STATES OR NATIONS. EACH STATE/NATION WAS INDEPENDENT AND HAD ITS
OWN CONSTITUTION, LEGISLATIVE AND JUDICIAL BODIES, AS WELL AS INDEPENDENT
LEADERS, IWTH VIRTUALLY NO TIES TO ANY FEDERAL SYSTEMS.

UNDER THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION THE STATES WERE THE SUPREME
GOVERNING BODY, AND THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAD VERY LITTLE POWER OR
FUNDING. ..... 4

Quoted from "Unalicnable Rights And The Denial of The U.S. Constitution" by Michael E. LeMicux

Jack Venrick
Enumclaw, Washoutinton

So the political ruling class never empowers you,
but always empowers themselves to keep you powerless!

It's the same thing for the corporate ruling class, the legislative ruling class
and the media ruling class. They all say you can't be trusted with responsibility
for your own protection. but at the same time, they abdicate their responsibility to protect you.

They refuse to prosecute and put away the bad guys. And so the jailhouse revolving door spins:
take them in, turn them out. And it's open season on the rest of US.

Wayne LaPierre
NRA Executive Vice President
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Thanks Paul for this article below.

----- Original Message -----
From: Paul

Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2009 1:53 PM
Subject: ALERT

http://www.wnd.com/index.php?fa=PAGE.view&pageld=85507

Quote:

A perfect storm is developing for Second Amendment opponents that could
allow President-elect Barack Obama's choice for attorney general - Eric
Holder - to "ban guns at will" despite the 2008 affirmation from the U.S.
Supreme Court that U.S. citizens have a right to bear arms.

The situation was described with alarm by Alan Korwin, author of Gun Laws
of America, in a recent commentary.

He cited Holder's known support for gun bans - the former Clinton
administration official endorsed the District of Columbia‘'s complete ban on
functional guns in residents’ homes before it was overturned by the Suprem
Court.

And Korwin pointed to overwhelming Democratic majorities in Congress as
well as Obama’'s known support for gun restrictions and his presence in the
Oval Office.

(Story continues below)

Thirdly, Korwin, one of many Second Amendment advocates raising
concerns, cited a proposal already submitted to Congress at a time when it
backers could not reasonably expect it to succeed.

The submission is H.R. 1022 by New York Democrat Carolyn McCarthy and
67 co-sponsors. It was introduced in February 2007 and the next month
referred to the House Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism and Homeland
Security, where it has stayed.
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But that could change in the 111th Congress, sworn in today. And Korwin
said the plan would allow the U.S. Attorney General - possibly Holder - to
add to the list of guns banned to the public any "semiautomatic rifle or
shotgun originally designed for military or law enforcement use, or a firearn
based on the design of such a firearm, that is not particularly suitable for
sporting purposes, as determined by the Attorney General.”

"Note that ... Holder ... wrote a brief in the (District of Columbia) Heller case
supporting the position that you have no right to have a working firearm in
your own home,” Korwin said.

In making this determination, the bill says, "there shall be a rebuttable
presumption that a firearm procured for use by the United States military or
any federal law enforcement agency is not particularly suitable for sporting
purposes, and a firearm shall not be determined to be particularly suitable
for sporting purposes solely because the firearm is suitable for use in a
sporting event.”

"In plain English,” Korwin said, "This means that any firearm ever obtained
by federal officers or the military is not suitable for the public. That
presumption can be challenged only by suing the federal government over
each firearm it decides to ban, in a court it runs with a judge it pays. This
virtually dismisses the principles of the Second Amendment.

"The last part is particularly clever, stating that a firearm doesn’'t have a
sporting purpose just because it can be used for sporting purpose - is that
devious or what? And of course, 'sporting purpose’ is a rights infringement
with no constitutional or historical support whatsoever, invented by
domestic enemies of the right to keep and bear arms to further their cause
of disarming the innocent,” he said.

Korwin told WND a new proposal to replace H.R. 1022 is not expected to be
less draconian.

"Remember - these bans were proposed when the congressional anti-rights
crowd had no chance of success. Now they are ready to run wild, or

according to Sarah (Brady) herself, 'l have never been so confident,” Korwii
wrote, referring to the champion of the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention
Act of 1993, which requires background checks on purchasers of handguns.

Korwin said the Democrats listed in H.R. 1022 a framework for guns to be
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banned that includes originals, copies or duplicates of a wide-ranging list ol
shotguns, pistols and rifles.

One of the red flags for semiautomatic rifles would be "anything” that can
serve as a grip, and as set up now, the Democrat members of the Judiciary
Committee "are all sworn enemies to the Second Amendment and are
unlikely to be swayed at all by any firearms related arguments,” he said.

The Republicans all "need to be pressed hard to do everything they can to
block the appointment.”

Further, with the expectation that Obama will appoint at least one or two
Supreme Court justices, further damage could be just a vote or two away, h
said.

"If he can get a 5-4 or 6-3 majority who dislike gun rights, you could find tha
your [Second Amendment] rights aren't what they've been for 200 years,”
Korwin said.

John Snyder assembled a list of prominent critics of the Holder
nomination.for the Firearms Coalition.

"A former Ohio secretary of state, (Ken) Blackwell notes that, 'despite
Obama’'s new lip service to the Second Amendment, Holder signed onto a
brief earlier this year (200 reaffirming his long-held position that the Second
Amendment confers no rights whatsoever to private citizens, and that the
Supreme Court should have upheld D.C.'s absolute ban on handguns, even ir
homes."

Snyder also cited comments from Brian Darling, director of U.S. Senate
Relations at the Heritage Foundation, that Holder's position "strongly
suggests that Holder is hostile to private gun ownership and will work to
restrict gun rights."

Shotgun News columnist Jeff Knox wrote, "The gun rights community shoul
make every effort to see to it that Holder's nomination is withdrawn or
rejected.”

According to Second Amendment Foundation founder Alan Gottlieb, Holder

has supported handgun licensing and mandatory trigger locks. He also
lobbied for limits on gun shows.
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"This is not the record of a man who will come to office as the nation's top
law enforcement officer with the rights and concerns of gun owners in
mind,"” Gottlieb wrote.

"America's 85 million gun owners have ample reason to be pessimistic abou
how their civil rights will fare under the Obama administration,” Gottlieb
said. "Mr. Obama will have a Congress with an anti-gun Democrat majority
leadership to push his gun control agenda. Gun owners have not forgotten
Mr. Obama’'s acknowledged opposition to concealed carry rights, nor his
support for a ban on handgun ownership when he was running for the lllinoi:
state senate.”

The issue of gun rights is more important than many believe, wrote Joseph
Farah, WND's founder and editor, in a recent column. He cited a study from
the University of Maryland and University of Michigan that uncovered a
beneficial link between gun shows and crime.

"We find a sharp decline in the number of gun homicides in the weeks
immediately following a gun show," the study concluded. Furthermore, in
Texas they found "gun shows reduce the number of gun homicides by 16 in
the average year.”

"Holder’s appointment to be AG must be approved by the Senate,” wrote
David Codrea in the Examiner. "While it is highly unlikely that opponents
could muster the 51 votes needed to reject Holder's appointment, a single
senator can place a 'hold' on the confirmation and effectively lock up the
system just as Democrats did with a number of President Bush's judicial
appointments and the appointment of John Bolton to be Ambassador to the
U.N."

The Supreme Court decided in the D.C. vs. Heller case that the Second
Amendment provides an individual right to own firearms, not just the right
for states to form armed militias.

The Constitution does not permit “"the absolute prohibition of handguns held
and used for self-defense in the home,” Justice Antonin Scalia said in the

majority opinion.

Justice John Paul Stevens, writing in dissent, said the majority "would have
us believe that over 200 years ago, the Framers made a choice to limit the
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tools available to elected officials wishing to regulate civilian uses of
weapons.”

Scalia said the ruling should not "cast doubt on long-standing prohibitions
on the possession of firearms by felons or the mentally ill, or laws forbiddin:
the carrying of firearms in sensitive places such as schools and governmen
buildings.”

Scalia was joined by Chief Justice John Roberts and Justices Samuel Alito,
Anthony Kennedy and Clarence Thomas. Joining Stevens in dissent were
Justices Stephen Breyer, Ruth Bader Ginsburg and David Souter.

The amendment, ratified in 1791, says: "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."”
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