GUN CONTROL
Most American's do not realize that our 2nd Amendment gives us the ability to ensure that our
1st Amendment and other rights are protected. The attack on our Constitution and basic
freedoms are coming fast and furious. I apologize for the length of this e-mail, but I had to say
something, and around this subject, there is quite a bit to say.
President Obama wants Congress to reinstate a ban on military-style assault weapons, close
loopholes that allow gun buyers to skirt background checks and restrict high-capacity magazines.
Other recommendations to the Biden group include making gun-trafficking a felony, getting the
Justice Department to prosecute people caught lying on gun background-check forms and
ordering federal agencies to send data to the National Gun Background Check Database.
Some of those steps could be taken through executive action, without the approval of Congress.
White House officials say Obama will not finalize any actions until receiving Biden's
recommendations.
Why are we seeing a revival of the Assault Weapons Ban (AWB)? Does an AWB actually make
us safe? Why would the president take action through executive order without due process?
Everyone knows that the Obama Administration has been getting criticized for not going after
guns during the President's first term. As he told the Russian Premier last year, this was his last
election and he'll have more freedom to get things
done. http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4JpPU-SwcbE. THIS is one of those things...
The fact that our Colorado background queue has recently been over 10 days for each application
is proof that American's believe that guns offer them protection. US-wide, the FBI has reported
2.8 million background checks in December alone
(http://www.cnn.com/2013/01/02/us/background-checks-guns/index.html).
As seen with the fiscal cliff, "gun control" is not about reality, but more about politics. There are
those who would love to see all American's disarmed. Only then can they truly exert their
power.
An armed society is a safe one - safe from criminals, and safe from tyranny. Some would like to
change that situation. Look at what is going on in New York, New Jersey, and California. Each
of these states already has an Assault Weapons Ban in-place. Each state also restricts 'highcapacity" magazines. Is it any wonder that the political leadership from these states are in front
to push for weapons bans?
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_laws_in_California
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_Laws_in_New_York
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_laws_in_New_Jersey

Connecticut has an Assault Weapons Ban (as does New Jersey,
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_laws_in_Connecticut). These are truths that are not discussed
by the media. The murderer in CT obtained firearms from his mother in a state where there was
already a strict ban on assault weapons (New Jersey) and a ban on high-capacity
magazines. How did that happen? I thought there were laws in-place to stop this?
The United States today has well over 270 million privately owned firearms today. Law
enforcement has over 870,000 more firearms, and the US Military owns over 3 million firearms
(source: http://www.gunpolicy.org/firearms/region/united-states). Banning a specific type of
weapon isn't going to change these numbers, only limit the production of those weapons in the
future. Any attempt at total confiscation of firearms in this country would likely lead to civil
war.
The United States Federal Government already had an AWB for 10 years and the Department of
Justice found that there was no real
benefit: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_Assault_Weapons_Ban. However, Senator
Feinstein from California is moving to put a new one inplace: http://www.feinstein.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/assault-weapons. Most ironic Senator Feinstein has an unrestricted carry license in the State of
California... http://www.federalobserver.com/archive.php?aid=10104.
Violent crime is the highest in the states with the strictest "gun
control". http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/feb/19/violent-crime-dc-surges-2012/ http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/12/29/chicago-murders-violence-_n_2381350.html. Why
is this? Why did the mass shootings occur in Gun Free Zones? These are some things to
consider about "Gun Control".
THE 2ND AMENDMENT
What about the 2nd Amendment? What it actually 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."
What does this mean? Here is a great explanation: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=44yqfzZ0Uk
The recent mass murders committed by sick people (Aurora, CT) are nothing short of terrible
tragedies. There is no doubt that something needs to be done. However, as we have seen,
banning a specific type of weapon or a magazine capacity is useless. As noted, the last 10-year
AWB did nothing to curb gun violence in this country. Why is it that some always points to gun
control?
The 2nd Amendment guarantees that we will remain free. The 2nd Amendment provides us as
free citizens the right to arm ourselves not only for self-defense, but to ensure that our
government allows us to remain free. Everyone has seen the massive surge in gun and

ammunition purchases over the last few weeks. Why is this occurring? Because American's are
afraid of their Government, worried about their ability to defend themselves, and worried about
"gun control".
RELIGIOUS FREEDOM AND THE 1ST AMENDMENT
The 1st Amendment says "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion,
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the
right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of
grievances."
Have we seen religious persecution in the United States? When was the last time you were able
to say "Christmas" in a Public School? Christian values are under attack on a daily basis,
through the schools, the media, and those who falsely believe the propaganda.
From Dr. Gary L. Cass of DefendChristians.org: "Irony and hypocrisy abounds in this debate.
On the 40th Anniversary of Roe Vs. Wade, the same liberal talk show hosts who approve of
killing 57 million preborn children in the womb are suddenly indignant when children are killed
at school. Liberal talk show hosts suddenly have scruples about the lives of which they approve.
Now they have certain moral knowledge that guns are evil, even though the very studios they
work in are protected by armed guards. Talk show hosts can enjoy security, but not us."
Further:
"Hatred is the spiritual root of murder. This is a matter of the heart, so we need the Gospel to
convert and change us or we will kill by any means possible. God’s Law written on the heart
needs to be supported in the home, the school and the church and backed up by the state.
As we watch our godless, secular culture implode, we desperately need a revival to turn us back
to God, His Law and Gospel, otherwise America will descend into a lawless, heartless hell."
http://defendchristians.org/commentary/is-the-gun-control-debate-out-of-control/
Does anyone believe that if we lose our right to defend ourselves against tyranny, that we will
somehow keep our 1st Amendment rights? I'm not talking about this year, or this decade, but for
our children, and for their children. How do we ensure this never happens?
THE ISSUES
The mental health focus in our nation is poor. Two recent
reports: http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/12/31/mental-health-services-erode-statebudgets_n_2387413.html and http://www.cdc.gov/Features/MentalHealthSurveillance/ show the
lack of funding, and the scope of the problem. In each mass shooing situation the mental health
of the shooter has been raised as an issue, and for good reason. Why kind of person could
commit these terrible acts? What is the motive? In each case, the individual was described as a
social outcast, some one with behavior problems. I don't believe that all people who are social

outcasts or who have behavior problems are mentally ill. But I do believe our focus as a nation
is reactive and not proactive.
Our government is unable to manage money - does anyone doubt this today? Spending has
increased on programs that serve little purpose for the general good, and yet funding for mental
health is on the decline. It is no small wonder that we are seeing the issues we are seeing
today. Our tax burden to support the school system is giving us back less and less in terms of
value. Why is this? How can we afford to pay for increased enforcement of new gun laws? Can
we afford more taxes? Does anybody believe that our government can effectively and efficiently
enforce these new laws?
I've been asked before this question "why would anyone NEED a military style assault
gun?". This is a great question. Why do we need guns at all? I believe this is partly because the
right of ownership protects our freedom, and partly because it allows us to protect
ourselves. Ever wonder why Police Officers need AR-15s? Well, for the same reason you and I
would need one. Ask anyone who has knowledge about guns if they'd prefer to use a rifle or a
handgun in a gun fight.
Is it a good idea to lessen our ability to defend ourselves while increasing the Federal
Government’s ability to defense themselves? Why did the Social Security purchase 174,000
round of ammunition? http://cnsnews.com/news/article/social-security-administration-explainsplan-buy-174000-hollow-point-bullets. Do you know how many law enforcement agencies the
Federal Government has
today? http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_law_enforcement_in_the_United_States. It sure
would seem that we are already a Federal "police state"... Will the Feds remove their guns when
they remove ours? If they believe their own argument, then the answer should be a resounding
YES. But they won’t disarm, and we all know they won’t disarm.
Military type rifles (I say type because the ones we buy in America are made for civilian use) are
far better for self-defense than handguns, shotguns, or hunting rifles. This is why many would
like to see them taken away from Americans. This isn't a step toward reasonable gun control;
this is a step toward tyranny. The first step would be disarming the American populace. Sure, it
seems "reasonable" to some. However, does anyone (left or right) actually believe that our
government or the anti-gun people will stop after a little bit of “reasonable” gun control?
Why this focus on "assault rifles"? Did you know that the FBI says that more people are killed
each year with blunt objects than are killed with rifles? (http://nation.foxnews.com/gunrights/2013/01/03/fbi-more-people-killed-hammers-clubs-each-year-rifles). In the year 2011,
323 people were killed with rifles. In the same year, 9,878 people died in drunk driving crashes one every 53 minutes! (source: National Highway Traffic Safety Administration FARS data,
2012.). http://www.madd.org/statistics/. Where is the Federal Task Force?
We face threats from gang violence, mentally unstable people, drug cartels, riots, tyrannical
government, criminals, and the list goes on. Giving up our right to own assault rifles and high
capacity magazines will do NOTHING to stop violence. It will however lessen our ability to
defense ourselves against any of the threats I've mentioned, and others not mentioned. Consider

this - the United States has had a concerted effort to fight a war on drugs for many years. Has
this removed heroin, cocaine, meth, or any other dangerous drugs from our nation? Why not? If
weapons are banned, does anybody believe that this will stop criminals from obtaining
them? Do you believe that illegal weapons could replace marijuana as the next big thing to
smuggle into the United States?
What about Hollywood? Did you know that our children see more murder and violence on
television, in movies, and playing video games than any children ever in the history of the
world? From here: http://www.csun.edu/science/health/docs/tv&health.html




Number of murders seen on TV by the time an average child finishes elementary school:
8,000
Number of violent acts seen on TV by age 18: 200,000
Percentage of Americans who believe TV violence helps precipitate real life mayhem:
79%

This month a movie was released called "Bullet to the Head". Not even a month after the school
shootings in CT. Why is nobody crying out for change? Oh, because the 1st Amendment
protects Hollywood. Celebrities are against gun violence
(http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xSr2KqvPkBM). Am I the only one to see the irony here –
several of these actors are stars in extremely violent films.
We have a culture that glorifies violence, revenge, and vigilantism through the media. Music,
TV, movies, video games, etc. Our school systems make half hearted attempts to stop bullying,
and if a child is not seen as "normal" by the majority, they are bullied and pushed outside. Those
same children grow up angry, fed by our violent culture, and then we have Columbine, Aurora,
or Connecticut. But instead of going after the root case, those who would love to disarm us
make our 2nd Amendment the target. Not because they believe this will work...
SUMMARY
If you've read this far, please understand this - if you enjoy the freedoms that this country has to
offer such as freedom of speech, or freedom to worship, etc., then know that giving away our
2nd Amendment rights will lead toward losing these other freedoms.
If you choose to do nothing and watch our 2nd amendment freedoms taken, please remember in
the future that this was the first step toward fundamentally changing our country and truly
removing our freedom.
As always, our best defense is prayer. PRAY for our nation!
GOD BLESS YOU

Hello Friends,
*** Caveat: I am sending this to those of you who are in my contact list - if you have no
interest in this subject, please consider reading it for background information. If for some reason
you are offended, I apologize for upsetting you and pray that you forgive me. My intent is not to
upset you. PLEASE FORWARD as you see fit. ***
GUN CONTROL
Most American's do not realize that our 2nd Amendment gives us the ability to ensure that our
1st Amendment and other rights are protected. The attack on our Constitution and basic
freedoms are coming fast and furious. I apologize for the length of this e-mail, but I had to say
something, and around this subject, there is quite a bit to say.
First, our country was founded under Judeo-Christian Values.
President Obama wants Congress to reinstate a ban on military-style assault weapons, close
loopholes that allow gun buyers to skirt background checks and restrict high-capacity magazines.
Other recommendations to the Biden group include making gun-trafficking a felony, getting the
Justice Department to prosecute people caught lying on gun background-check forms and
ordering federal agencies to send data to the National Gun Background Check Database.
Some of those steps could be taken through executive action, without the approval of Congress.
White House officials say Obama will not finalize any actions until receiving Biden's
recommendations.
Why are we seeing a revival of the Assault Weapons Ban (AWB)? Does an AWB actually make
us safe? Why would the president take action through executive order without due process?
Everyone knows that the Obama Administration has been getting criticized for not going after
guns during the President's first term. As he told the Russian Premier last year, this was his last
election and he'll have more freedom to get things
done. http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4JpPU-SwcbE. THIS is one of those things...
The fact that our Colorado background queue has recently been over 10 days for each application
is proof that American's believe that guns offer them protection. US-wide, the FBI has reported
2.8 million background checks in December alone
(http://www.cnn.com/2013/01/02/us/background-checks-guns/index.html).
As seen with the fiscal cliff, "gun control" is not about reality, but more about politics. There are
those who would love to see all American's disarmed. Only then can they truly exert their
power.
An armed society is a safe one - safe from criminals, and safe from tyranny. Some would like to
change that situation. Look at what is going on in New York, New Jersey, and California. Each

of these states already has an Assault Weapons Ban in-place. Each state also restricts 'highcapacity" magazines. Is it any wonder that the political leadership from these states are in front
to push for weapons bans?
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_laws_in_California
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_Laws_in_New_York
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_laws_in_New_Jersey
Connecticut has an Assault Weapons Ban (as does New Jersey,
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gun_laws_in_Connecticut). These are truths that are not discussed
by the media. The murderer in CT obtained firearms from his mother in a state where there was
already a strict ban on assault weapons (New Jersey) and a ban on high-capacity
magazines. How did that happen? I thought there were laws in-place to stop this?
The United States today has well over 270 million privately owned firearms today. Law
enforcement has over 870,000 more firearms, and the US Military owns over 3 million firearms
(source: http://www.gunpolicy.org/firearms/region/united-states). Banning a specific type of
weapon isn't going to change these numbers, only limit the production of those weapons in the
future. Any attempt at total confiscation of firearms in this country would likely lead to civil
war.
The United States Federal Government already had an AWB for 10 years and the Department of
Justice found that there was no real
benefit: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_Assault_Weapons_Ban. However, Senator
Feinstein from California is moving to put a new one inplace: http://www.feinstein.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/assault-weapons. Most ironic Senator Feinstein has an unrestricted carry license in the State of
California... http://www.federalobserver.com/archive.php?aid=10104.
Violent crime is the highest in the states with the strictest "gun
control". http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2012/feb/19/violent-crime-dc-surges-2012/ http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/12/29/chicago-murders-violence-_n_2381350.html. Why
is this? Why did the mass shootings occur in Gun Free Zones? These are some things to
consider about "Gun Control".
THE 2ND AMENDMENT
What about the 2nd Amendment? What it actually 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."
What does this mean? Here is a great explanation: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=44yqfzZ0Uk

The recent mass murders committed by sick people (Aurora, CT) are nothing short of terrible
tragedies. There is no doubt that something needs to be done. However, as we have seen,
banning a specific type of weapon or a magazine capacity is useless. As noted, the last 10-year
AWB did nothing to curb gun violence in this country. Why is it that some always points to gun
control?
The 2nd Amendment guarantees that we will remain free. The 2nd Amendment provides us as
free citizens the right to arm ourselves not only for self-defense, but to ensure that our
government allows us to remain free. Everyone has seen the massive surge in gun and
ammunition purchases over the last few weeks. Why is this occurring? Because American's are
afraid of their Government, worried about their ability to defend themselves, and worried about
"gun control".
RELIGIOUS FREEDOM AND THE 1ST AMENDMENT
The 1st Amendment says "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion,
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the
right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of
grievances."
For those who are Christians, have we seen religious persecution in the United States? When
was the last time you were able to say "Christmas" in a Public School? Christian values are
under attack on a daily basis, through the schools, the media, and those who falsely believe the
propaganda. http://defendchristians.org/commentary/is-the-gun-control-debate-out-of-control/
For those of you who are not Christians, do you believe your right to free speech, freedom of
assembly, or to vote are secure for the future? How so?
Does anyone believe that if we lose our right to defend ourselves against tyranny, that we will
somehow keep our 1st Amendment rights? I'm not talking about this year, or this decade, but for
our children, and for their children. How do we ensure this never happens?
THE ISSUES
The mental health focus in our nation is poor. Two recent
reports: http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/12/31/mental-health-services-erode-statebudgets_n_2387413.html and http://www.cdc.gov/Features/MentalHealthSurveillance/ show the
lack of funding, and the scope of the problem. In each mass shooing situation the mental health
of the shooter has been raised as an issue, and for good reason. Why kind of person could
commit these terrible acts? What is the motive? In each case, the individual was described as a
social outcast, some one with behavior problems. I don't believe that all people who are social
outcasts or who have behavior problems are mentally ill. But I do believe our focus as a nation
is reactive and not proactive.

Our government is unable to manage money - does anyone doubt this today? Spending has
increased on programs that serve little purpose for the general good, and yet funding for mental
health is on the decline. It is no small wonder that we are seeing the issues we are seeing
today. Our tax burden to support the school system is giving us back less and less in terms of
value. Why is this? How can we afford to pay for increased enforcement of new gun laws? Can
we afford more taxes? Does anybody believe that our government can effectively and efficiently
enforce these new laws?
I've been asked before this question "why would anyone NEED a military style assault
gun?". This is a great question. Why do we need guns at all? I believe this is partly because the
right of ownership protects our freedom, and partly because it allows us to protect
ourselves. Ever wonder why Police Officers need AR-15s? Well, for the same reason you and I
would need one. Ask anyone who has knowledge about guns if they'd prefer to use a rifle or a
handgun in a gun fight. The weapons the media is talking about are NOT military weapons, they
are civilian weapons. They do not fire on full auto, nor do they fire multi-round burst. Civilian
weapons are no match for military grade weapons - ask any veteran (such as me). The media
again chooses to interpret the truth to further their agenda. The Bushmaster Rifle used was not a
"machine gun". The amounts of ammunition purchased are not alarming for a law abiding
citizen. Are you worried if someone purchases a lot of food or supplies in bulk? Why do you do
this? Because it is cheaper. Gun owners are regular people too...
Military style type rifles (I say type because the ones we buy in America are made for civilian
use) are far better for self-defense than handguns, shotguns, or hunting rifles. This is why many
would like to see them taken away from Americans. This isn't a step toward reasonable gun
control; this is a step toward tyranny. The first step would be disarming the
American populace. Sure, it seems "reasonable" to some. However, does anyone (left or right)
actually believe that our government or the anti-gun people will stop after a little bit of
“reasonable” gun control?
Why this focus on "assault rifles"? Did you know that the FBI says that more people are killed
each year with blunt objects than are killed with rifles? (http://nation.foxnews.com/gunrights/2013/01/03/fbi-more-people-killed-hammers-clubs-each-year-rifles). In the year 2011,
323 people were killed with rifles. In the same year, 9,878 people died in drunk driving crashes one every 53 minutes! (source: National Highway Traffic Safety Administration FARS data,
2012.). http://www.madd.org/statistics/. Where is the Federal Task Force?
Those who committed the mass shooting crimes were simply deranged, angry, or mentally ill
people intent on evil. Not gun owners who "went crazy". The right to conceal carry has been
enacted in almost all 50 states (http://www.carryconcealed.net/legal). Where this has happened,
violent crime has gone down. Responsible gun owners who carry are not going to create "the
Wild West". Yet the media would paint gun owners in a negative light - but for what motive?
Is it a good idea to lessen our ability to defend ourselves while increasing the Federal
Government’s ability to defense themselves? Why did the Social Security purchase 174,000
round of ammunition last year? http://cnsnews.com/news/article/social-security-administrationexplains-plan-buy-174000-hollow-point-bullets. Do you know how many law enforcement

agencies the Federal Government has
today? http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_law_enforcement_in_the_United_States. It sure
would seem that we are already a Federal "police state"... Will the Feds remove their guns when
they remove ours? If they believe their own argument, then the answer should be a resounding
YES. But they won’t disarm, and we all know they won’t disarm.
We face threats from gang violence, mentally unstable people, drug cartels, riots, tyrannical
government, criminals, and the list goes on. Giving up our right to own assault rifles and high
capacity magazines will do NOTHING to stop violence. It will however lessen our ability to
defense ourselves against any of the threats I've mentioned, and others not mentioned. Consider
this - the United States has had a concerted effort to fight a war on drugs for many years. Has
this removed heroin, cocaine, meth, or any other dangerous drugs from our nation? Why not? If
weapons are banned, does anybody believe that this will stop criminals from obtaining
them? Do you believe that illegal weapons could replace marijuana as the next big thing to
smuggle into the United States?
What about Hollywood? Did you know that our children see more murder and violence on
television, in movies, and playing video games than any children ever in the history of the
world? From here: http://www.csun.edu/science/health/docs/tv&health.html




Number of murders seen on TV by the time an average child finishes elementary school:
8,000
Number of violent acts seen on TV by age 18: 200,000
Percentage of Americans who believe TV violence helps precipitate real life mayhem:
79%

This month a movie was released called "Bullet to the Head". Not even a month after the school
shootings in CT. Why is nobody crying out for change? Oh, because the 1st Amendment
protects Hollywood. Celebrities are against gun violence
(http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xSr2KqvPkBM). Am I the only one to see the irony here –
several of these actors are stars in extremely violent films.
We have a culture that glorifies violence, revenge, and vigilantism through the media. Music,
TV, movies, video games, etc. Our school systems make half hearted attempts to stop bullying,
and if a child is not seen as "normal" by the majority, they are bullied and pushed outside. Those
same children grow up angry, fed by our violent culture, and then we have Columbine, Aurora,
or Connecticut. But instead of going after the root case, those who would love to disarm us
make our 2nd Amendment the target. Not because they believe this will work...
SUMMARY
If you've read this far, please understand this - if you enjoy the freedoms that this country has to
offer such as freedom of speech, or freedom to worship, etc., then know that giving away our
2nd Amendment rights will lead toward losing these other freedoms.

If you choose to do nothing and watch our 2nd amendment freedoms taken, please remember in
the future that this was the first step toward fundamentally changing our country and truly
removing our freedom.
Regardless of what you do, our best defense is prayer. Please PRAY for our nation!
GOD BLESS YOU

